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Oockenrie  Pisliery  Proyisional  Order  Bill  (Vo.  109)— 

Order  of  the  Daj  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Movedy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (  The  Lord  Tweedmouth.) 

After  short    Debate,   Motion  agreed  to ;    Bill   read   2*  accordingly,  and 
eommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next 


••• 


Hanluuidife  Xarks  Aot  (1887)  Amendment  Bill  (Vo.  66)— 

Moved,  "*  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,''— ( The  Earl 
of  Denlngh.) 

MotioQ  agreed  to;  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 


••• 


BMtrie  limiting  ProTisional  Orders  (Vo.  1)  Bill  (Vo.  76)— Returaed  from  the 

ComxiKmi  with  the  Amendments  agre»i  to, 

leeal  Oorenment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Vo.  9)  Bill  (Vo-  111)— House  in 

Comnuttee  (seoording  to  Order) :   Bill    reported    without   amendment  :  Standing 
Committee  ne^atired ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  oa  Monday  next. 

Loeal  Oorernment  (Ireland)  Proviiional  Order  (Vo.  10)  Bill  (Vo- 107)— House 

in  Committee  (acooriling  to  Order)  :   Dill  reported   without  amendment  :  Standing 
Committee  nrgatited  ;  aad  Bill  to  be  read  3*  ou  Monday  next. 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills — 

Moved,  ^  That  the  Lord  Hobhou^e  be  added  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Copyhjld  (Consolidation)  Bill  [h.l.]  {The  Lord  Chancellor)  \ 
agreed  to;  and  a  message  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the  Commons  to 
aoqoaint  them  therewith,  and  to  request  them  to  add  one  of  their 
Members  to  the  said  Joint  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
said  BUL 
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printed,  and  referred  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  129.) 

COMMONS,   FRIDAY,   JUNE  22. 
QUE  S  TIO  N  S. 


The  American  Mails — Question,  Mr.  Parker  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 

Preparation   of   Voters'   Lists — Question,   Mr.   Logan  ;    Answer,   The 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  ...  6 

Forestry — Question,  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
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The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 

Importation  of  Canadian  Cattle — Question,  Mr.  Jeffreys  ;  Answer,  The 
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The  Case  of  Mr.  W.  E.  Warren — Question,  Mr.  Heywood  Johnstone  ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  ...       10 

The  Unemployed — Questions,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent ;  Answers,  The 
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Alleged  Attack  upon  an  Irish  Magistrate— Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 

Whisky  Permits — Questions,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  ...  ...  ...        15 

Commandeering  in  the  Transvaal — Questions,  Sir  E.  Ashniead-Bartlett, 
Sir  D.  Macfarlanc,  Mr.  Bart  ley,  Mr.  Darling  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
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Dkath  Duties — Question,  Sir  R,  Webster  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
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i»H  Goods  ix  South  Africa — Questions,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
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Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 

Forage    Allowance    to    Volunteers — Question,    Colonel    Bridgeman ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)   ...       19 
Goternxent  Powder  Faotories — Questions,  Mr.  Hanhnry  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 

STmKHOTH  OF  Cavalry  Reoiments — Question,  Mr.  Brookfield  ;    Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  •••       20 

Donegal  Artillery — Question,  Mr.  Rentoul ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)    •••  •••  ...       21 

Ukdbrground  Railway — Questions,   Mr.    Weir,    Sir  E.   Ashmead- 
Baitleit ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryoe). 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS— 

RflsolotioD  [2lBt  June}  reported  ; 

**  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  value  for  the  purpose  of  Succesaion  Duty  of  a  succettion 
lo  real  property  arising  on  the  death  of  a  deoeaseil  person  shall,  where  the  successor  is 
eoinpetent  to  cuspose  of  the  property,  be  the  principal  ralue  of  the  property,  and  that 
piforiMon  shall  be  made  for  the  iMftymeat  of  such  duty  with  interest  trom  the  expiration 
ol  twelve  months  after  the  date  of  the  death  on  which  the  succession  arose,  and  the 
proTidon  of  the  existing  Law  with  respect  to  discount  shall  not  apply." 

Resolotion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Finance  Bill 
that  they  hare  power  to  make  provision  therein  pursuant  to  the  said 
Reaolotion. 


Bill  (Mo.  190)— Committee— [Pro^y^jj)  2l$t  June.'} 

Bill  ooDsidered  Id  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Ckuse  14. 

Ameodmeot  proposed,  in  page  10,  line  25,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  two 
pounds,**  aod  ioaert  the  words  *'  thirty  shillings," — (A/r.  Bartley.) 

Qoeation   proposed,   ^  That  the  words  *  two  pounds '  stand   part   of  the 

wUMUe  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••         ^4 

Aftar  short  Debate,  Question  put : — ^The  Committee  divided  : — Aves  169  ; 
Noea  104.— (Division  List,  No.  120)  ...  ...      '  ...       26 

Verbal    Amendment,   proposed    by   the    Chancellor  of    the    Exchequer, 
agreed  to. 

Ajaendment  proposed,  after  the  word  **  over,**  to  insert  the  words  ^  ten 
pounds  oT^^\Mr.  Gibson  Botoles,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  l>e  there  inserted.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

AoMKidment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line  38,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add 
the  worda— 

[A2] 
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**  Where  bj  reason  of  another  death  a  second  Estate  Dutj  shall  become  payable  upon 
the  Mune  property  within  four  years,  it  shall  be  levied  and  paid  in  resuect  of  such 
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which  it  is  included/*— (J/r.  Heywood  Johnttone.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  *' That  those  words  be  there  added*'         •••  •••       26 

After  Debate,  Questioo  put : — ^The  Committee  divided  : — Ayee  160 ;  Noes 
199.— (DiyisioD  List,  No.  121)       •••  •••  •••  •••       46 

MotioQ  made,  aad  Questioo  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  staud 
part  of  the  Bill.** 

After  Debate,  Question  put  : — ^The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  192  ; 
Noes  146. — (Division  List,  No.  122)  •••  •••  •••       56 

Clause  15. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  6,  after  the  words  ^*  principal 
value,**  to  insert  the  words  "ascertainable  in  manner  before  mentioned,** 
-^Mr.  Brodrick,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.** 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••       69 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  5,  after  the  second  word  *' property,** 

to  insert  the  words — 

''After  deducting  the  Estate  Duty  payable  thereon  and  the  expenses  of  raising  and 
paying  the  same  and  vesting  the  property  in  the  nuccession,"  — {Mr,  Bntdrirk.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted**       •••  ...       60 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  5,  after  the  second  "property,**  to 

insert  the  words — 

**  In  respect  thereof,  on  the  said  death,  and  the  expenses,  if  any,  properly  incuired  in 
raising  and  paying  the  same," — (^Mr.  R,  T,  lUid,) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  6,  after  "payable,**  insert  " bj  the 
same  instalments  as  are  authorised  by  this  Act  for  Estate  Duty  on  real 
property,*' — {Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)        •••  ...  •••  ..•      61 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  9,  at  end,  to  add  the  words — 

^  Where  Succession  Duty  is  chargeable  on  the  principal  value  of  real  property,  the 
provisions  of  Section  14  of  'The  Succession  Duty  Act,  1863,*  shall  apply  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  that  section  were  herein  enacted  luod  extended  to  a  succession  to  real 
property  as  well  as  to  personal  property,'*— (Jfr.  Byrne,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added.** 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  •••       62 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words  "  arising  on  the  death,**  insert  "On 
which  he  became  entitled  to  the  succession  or  was  in  receipt  of  the 
profits  thereof,*'— (ifr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  add  the  words — 

"  The  principal  value  of  real  property  for  the  purpose  of  Succession  Duty  shall  be  ascer- 
tained in  the  same  manner  as  it  would  be  ascertainoil  un*ler  this  Act  for  the  purpose 
of  Estate  Duty,"— (.Vr.  R,  T,  Rtid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  addeil.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••       64 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill  **  •••  ...  •••  ••       65 
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Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  a884)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  88)— Considered  in  Com- 

mfttee,  and  reported,  without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill — 

Ordered^  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill  hare  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records,— (iSir  Walter  Foster,) 

Elementary  Education  (Continuation  Schools)  'BUl-'Ordered  {Mr,  Samuel  Smith, 

Mr.  Mathrr^  Sir  Uenry  Ronette,  Sir  John  Lubbock^  Mr,  Fisher,  Mr,  Iluwell,  Mr, 
Herbert  Lewie,  Mr,  Alpkewt  Marion^  Sir  George  Baden-Powell,  Mr.  Henry  J".  Wilgon, 
Mr,  Yerburgh,  Sir  Richard  7hmple:y-Wi}l  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  298.] 

Food  Products  Adulteration — 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Henrj  Roscoe  be  discharged  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Pood 
Prodoots  AdoltemtioB. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Pinkcrton,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  and  Mr.  Maclore,  be  added  to  the  Oom- 
miiiee,'-iMr.  r/R  Ellie.) 

Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  BiH-^Ordered  CSir  George  Trevelyan,  The  Lord 
Advocate,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland :) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  294.] 
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The  Assassination  of  the   President   of    the   French   Bepublic — 

Notice  of  Motion  for  an  Address  thereon  •••  ...  ...     105 

BiKTH  OF  A  Royal  Prince — Notice  of  Motion  for  an  Address  thereon. 

Business  of  the  House — 

Mitred,  ^*  That  the  Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  on  the  assassination  of  the 
President  of  the  French  Republic  do  take  precedence  of  the  other  Notices  and  Orders 
of  the  Day  To-morrow," — (The  Lord  President  [£.  Rotebery].) 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Business  of  the  House — 

Mored,  "  That  the  Motion  for  an  Address  of  Oongratulntion  to  Her  BCajoKty  on  the  birth 
of  a  son  and  heir  to  His  Koyal  Hi>^hnesrt  the  l)ukc  of  York  antl  Her  Uoyal  Hi^hnem 
the  Duchess  of  York  do  take  precodent'C  of  the  other  Notices  an<l  Orders  of  the  Day  on 
Thursday  next,"— (The  Lord  President  [E.  Jtogeb^ry].) 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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MxDiCAL  Ikspkctors  AND  Cholera  Survey — Question  and  Observations, 

The  Earl  of  Strafford  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Hawkesbiirj      ••.  ...     106 

Prerention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  (Ho.  89)^ 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Committee,  read. 

Movedy  ^  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  Bill,** — {The  Viscount  Drumlanrig.) 

Af tor  Debate,  Motion  a^ree^ /o  •••  ...  •••  •••     112 

Hoose  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  and  re-committod  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

lotiee  of  Aoddents  BiU  (No.  106)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

Clause  1. 

VartooB  Amendments,  proposed  by  The  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  and  The 
Lord  Playfair,  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed   to   the   Standing   Committee  ;   and  to  be   printed,   as 
amended.     (No.  130)    ...  .••  ...  •••  ...     113 

ArUtrmtion  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Vo.  78)--Retarned  from  the  OommonB  agreed  to     114 

Muic  and  Dancing  Licences  (Middlesex)  Bill  (Ho.  69)— Hctumed  from  the 

CommoDfl  with  the  Amendments  ag^^eed  to. 

BdnaatioB  Proviiional  Order  Conflrmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  65>- 

HooM    in    Committee  (according  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment : 
Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  reail  3*  To-morrow. 

Codrewgie  Fishery  Provisional  Order  Bill  (Ho.  109>~Hoa8e  in  Committee 

(aooonling  to  Order) :   Bill  nsported  withoat    Amendment :    Standing    Committee 
negatired  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursdaj  next. 

local  Ooremment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  9)  Bill  (Ho.  UD— Read  s* 

(aooording  to  Order),  and  passed. 

local  Ooremment  areland)  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  10)  Bill  (Ho.  107)— Read  3^ 

(aeoording  to  Older),  and  passed. 

Bapreaie  Court  of  Judicature  (Procedure)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  87)--Oommons 

Amendments  considered  (according  to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

Bisliopric  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendment  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons ; 
read  !• ;  tn  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2»  on  Thursday  nQXt,^-{The  Vi^ount  Crou,) 
(Na  131.) 

QlBUiey  Sweepers  Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons ;  lead  1* ;  and  to  be  printed. 
(Na  132.) 

Horchaildise  Wftrlgf  (Prosecutions)  Bill -— Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ;  and 
to  be  primed.    (No.  133.) 
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PRIVATE    BUSINESS, 
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Isst  London  Water  Bill  {by  Order)— 

Aa  amended,  considered  •••  •••  •••  •••     115 

Ordered^    Tbat   Staadiog  Orders  223  and  243    l>o   suHpoiuled,   and    th:il 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time, — {Dr.  Farquharson,) 

Bill  rea4  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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Fiaanee  Bill  (Ho.  190) — Committee — [^Progress^  22nd  JuneJ] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  Clause  16  stand  part  of  the 
Biil.*^ 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...  •••     HO 

Claase  17. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  U,  line  28,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''a 
doceaaed,**  and  insert  the  word  "  any,"— (-^r.  Grant  Lawson.) 

Qncfftion  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  CUube." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  28,  after  the  word  "respect,"  to 
Insert  the  words  "of  any  property  bequeathed  as  a  free  gift  to  the  Nation, 
or  in  respect," — {Sir  S,  Montagu,) 

QoestiOQ  proposed,  "That  those  words  bo  there  inserted"       ...  ...     141 

After  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  •••     148 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  11,  lino  28,  after  "  rospoct,"  insert — 

**Of  uar  Moseam,  or  ooUectioa  of  works  of  art,  which  for  a  period  of  12  months 
pf«oeinDff  the  death  of  the  (leceascxl  has  beca  opoii  to  the  pablic  for  two  dayn  in  each 
week,  or  in  respect,*'— (*S/r  J.  Lnbbork.) 
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FiNANCB  Bill — continued. 

After  short  Debate,  AmeDdment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••     160 

Amendment   proposed,   in   page  11,  line  28,  after  the  word '^settled,*'  to 

leave  out  to  the  word  "  before,*'  in  line  29,  and  insert  the  words — 

"  By  any  dispoeition  (whether  a  will  or  an  instrument  inter  vivos)  taking  effect,"^5ir  Jt, 
Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  ...  •••     151 

Verbal  Amendment,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 1,  line  30,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^  Act,'* 
to  the  won!  "  unless,"  in  line  31, — {Sir  R,  Webxter.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words  '  in  respect  of  which  *  stand  part  of  the 
CUuse." 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — ^The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  226  ;  Noes 
172. — (Division  List,  No.  125)        •••  ...  ...  •••     157 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  30,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'*'  Probate 

or  Account  Duty,"  and  insert  the  words — 

^  Any  duty  mentioned  in  paragraphs  one  and  two  of  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act,"^- 
( Jrr.  R.  T,  Reid.) 

Question,  ^'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause,** 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Aft^r  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...     158 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  31,  after  the  word  *^  paid,"  to  insert 

the  words — 

"  And  if  no  such  duty  has  been  paid  in  respectof  the  property,  then  the  Estate  Duty  shall 
not  be  paid  in  respect  thereof  at  a  higher  rate  than  3  per  cent,"— (5ir  R.  Webstfr,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  163  ; 
Noes  223.— (Division  List,  No.  126)  ...  ...  ...     164 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  31,  after  the  word  '*  was,"  to  insert 
the  words  '*at  the  time  of  his  death  or  at  any  time  Iiad  been  competent  to 
dispose  of  the  property," — (Mr.  Ji.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.** 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "or  at  any  time  had  been,** — {Sir  R.  Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  part  of 
the  said  proposed  Amendment "      ...  ...  .••  •••     165 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  the  words — 

"At  the  time  of  his  death  or  at  any  time  since  the  will  or  disposition  took  effect  bad 
been,*'— (i^r.  R.  T,  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  inserted  " 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...     166 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  lino  32,  after  the  word  "property,"  to 

insert  the  words 

**  and  the  property  thus  exempted  from  payment  of  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  a>(grcg:at€d 
or  taken  into  account  in  determining  the  rate  of  Estate  Duty  to  be  paid/*— (J^r.  Dodd.) 
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FiXAXcx  Bill — conHnued.* 
QoMtion  proposed,  *' That  those  words  be  there  inserted  **      .••  .••     167 

After  short  Debate,  Ameudineut,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  32,  at  end,  insert — 

"  In  the  case  of  propertj  settled  by  a  will  or  dispositioa  ma'le  before  the  commencemeQt 
of  this  Act  wnere  Sacceasion  Daty  has  been  paul  on  the  capital  raluc  of  the  property 
under  Section  2  of  *  The  Succession  Duty  Act,  1853/  the  amount  of  Succession  Duty  so 
pakt  shall  be  allowed  as  a  deduction  from  the  Estate  Duty  payable  under  this  Act,**  — 
(Jfr.  Br^dritk,^ 

Qoestion  proposed,  *'That  those  words  be  there  inserted  *'       •••  ...     170 

After  Debate,  Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn  •••  ...  •••     174 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  the  following  now  sub*section  :    Page  11, 

line  36,  at  end,  add — 

•(S)  Where  an  interest  in  expectancy  in  any  property  has,  before  the  commencement  of 
this  part  of  this  Act,  been  Inntd  fide  sold  or  mortgaged  for  full  consideration  in  money 
or  moaer's  worth  then  no  other  duty  on  such  property  shall  be  payable  by  the  pur- 
chaser or  mortgagee  when  the  interest  falls  into  possession  than  would  have  been 
payable  if  this  Act  had  not  passed  ;  and  in  the  case  of  a  mortgage,  any  higher  dut^ 
payable  by  the  mortgagor  shall  rank  as  a  charge  subsequent  to  that  of  the  mortgagee,  * 
— (iTr.  JL  T.  Jieid.) 

QoestioD  proposed,  *'  That  the  snb-section  be  there  added.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

AmeiMlment  moved,  to  insert  the  following  sub-section  : — 

*•  (4)  The  further  Estate  Duty  of  I  per  centum  shall  not  be  payable  on  property  settled 
by  a  dispoiition  which  has  taken  effect  before  the  commencement  of  this  part  of  this 
Act,"— f-Vr.  R,  T.  Jieid.) 

Qaestioo,  ^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  the  following  sub-section  : — 

**(o)  Where  a  husband  or  wife  is  entitled,  either  solely  or  jointly  with  the  other,  to  the 
iooome  of  anr  property  settled  by  the  other  under  a  disposition  which  has  taken 
effect  before  the  commencement  of  this  part  of  this  Act,  and  on  his  or  her  death  the 
nrrifvir  becomes  entitlerl  to  the  income  of  the  property  settled  by  such  survivor, 
BstiUc  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  that  property  until  the  death  of  the  survivor,**— 
(JTr.  R.  T,  Reid,) 

Qoestion  proposed,  *^That  those  words  be  added  **  •••  •••     175 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **  wife,"  to  the  word  "  estate,"  in  line  5,  and  insert  the 
words 

**  become*  upon  the  death  of  the  other  entitlCil  to  the  income  of  any  settled  property,**— 

Qoestion  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  pcoposed  Amendment.** 

After  Debate,  Question  pot : — The  Committee  'divided  : — Ayes  176  ; 
Noea  1 12.— (Division  List,  No.  127)  ...  ...  .-     192 

Words  added. 

Clanae,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

ClauM  18. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  lino  10,  after  the  word  **iu,*'  to  insert 
the  words  "or  held  upon  the  trusts  of," — {Sir  R.  fVebster,) 

Qoestion  proposed, "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...     193 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  reversion,'*— (iVr. 
Ambrose.) 
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Finance  Bill — continued. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  in- 
cludes," to  end  of  line  22,  and  insert — 

"  Every  sum  charged  upon  or  raiseablc  out  of  any  property  whether  as  capital  or  an 
annuity  under  or  by  virtue  of  any  mortgage,  lien,  or  charge,  whether  perpetual  or 
terminable,  and  whether  created  or  arising  under  or  by  virtue  of  some  statute,  or  in 
any  other  way," — (^iSir  B.  Wehtter.') 

Question  propose<l,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Clause"  •••  •••  •••  ...  •••     194 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  22,  at  end,  to  insert — 

**  And  any  sum  which  the  deceased  had  covenanted  to  pay  on  or  after  his  death  to  the 
trustees  of  any  settlement  made  on  the  marriage  of  any  of  his  issue," — (^Vr.  Grant 
Lawson.) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  those  words  be  there  inserted "       •••  •••     196 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  ...     197 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  charges  "  to  the  word  '*  the,"  in  line  28,— (5«r  R.  Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  from  the  word  *  charges  '  to  the  word 
'  and,^  in  line  26,  stand  part  of  the  Clause  "      •••  •••  ...     198 

After    Debate,   Question    put : — The   Committee    divided  : — Ayes    162  ; 
Noes  120.— (Division  List,  No.  128)  ...  ...  ...     200 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  34,  to  leave  out  the  word  '^  Act," 
to  the  word  "  the,"  in  line  40, — {Mr.  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the   words  proposed  to  be  left  out  down   to 
*  the,*  in  line  37,  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put  : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  135  ; 

Noes  95.— (Division  List,  No.  129)  ...  ...  ...     201 

Motiou   made,   and  Question   proposed,   "That   the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ...  ...  •••     202 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Weights  and  Measures — 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  thereon  {Sir  S.  Montagu.) 
After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken. 
Motion  postponed  till  Thursday  next  ...  ...  ...     203 

Looal  Ooyernment  (Ireland)  ProyUional  Order  (Ho.  14)  Bill  (No.  271)— Read 

the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Kuaio  and  Danoinfi^  Licences  (Middlesex)  Bill  dfo.  26>-i^id8  Amendments  to 

be  considered  forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Colonial  Officers  CLeaye  of  Absence)  Bill  IXorrf*]— Read  the  first  time ;  to  be 

read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  298.] 
Message  from  the  Lords — 

Copyhold  ConAolidntion  Bill, — That  they  have  a<ldcd  a  Lonl  to  the  Joint  (Committee 
on  Statute  Law  Rerision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill,  and  request  this  House  to  add  one  of  its  Members  to 
the  said  Joint  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the  said  Bill. 
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CkaritaUe  Traits  Acts  Ameodment  Bill  [Lords]  —Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read 
a  teciMid  time  upon  Wednesday,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  294.] 

Paioehial   Electors   (Registration  Aoceleratioii)   {j^e-eomn^uuS)  Bill    Glo. 

tSS)— Cotuidered  in  (Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ClaoM  1. 

ObjeetioQ  being  taken  to  Farther  Proceeding,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make 
hii  report  to  the  House. 

Oommittee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
CsntagiOUS  Diseases  (Animals)  KXi— Ordered  (Mr.  Herbert  Gardner ^  Mr,  Burt.) 

LORDS,    TUESDAY,    JUNE    26. 

lut  London  Water  Bill- 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Readiug,  read    •••  ...  •••     205 
After  short  Debate,  Bill  to  be  read  2*  on  Friday  next. 

kiiXMlSXTlOS    or    THB   PbESIDEDTT   OP    THE   FRENCH   REPUBLIC — MotlOD 

for  an  Address — 

M^ped,  '*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iter  Majesty  to  convej  to  Her  Majesty 
the  expression  of  the  tleep  sorrow  ana  indignation  with  wliich  this  House  has  learned  the 
■ssssninsHnn  of  the  President  of  the  French  Republic  ;  and  to  pray  Her  Majesty  that, 
in  communicating  her  own  sentiments  on  this  deplorable  event  to  the  French  QoTern- 
ment.  Her  Majesty  will  also  be  graciously  pleased  to  express  on  the  part  of  this 
HoQjie  their  abhorrence  of  the  crime,  and  their  sympathy  with  the  Qovernment  and 
people  of  Franoe,"^The  Lord  President  [E,  Jtosebery].') 

Motion  seconded  {The  Marquess  of  Salisbury/.) 

Motion  agreed  to^  nemine  dUsentienie :   Ordered,  That  the  said  Address 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves        •••     209 

inid  Birdi  Protection  Act  aSSO)  Amendment  Bill- 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

MoFod,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''—{The  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next  •••  •••  •••    210 

Oitdoor  BeUef  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill  (No.  88)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  •♦  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (  Tke  Lord  Wolverion.) 

After  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next  •••  ...     216 

Pilioe    (Blaoghter  of  Iiynred  Animals)  Bill,  now  Injured  Animals  Bill 

nio*  lOQ) — Reported  from  the  Stamliug  Committee  with  further  Ameiulmouts  :  The 
Report  of  the  Amendments  miule  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  by  the 
BtaoiUng  Committee  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next;  and  Bill  to  bo  printed  as 
amended.    (No.  134.) 

Lsreoiy  Aet  Amendment  Bill  [H.L.] — Presented  (Tltc  Lord  Chancellor)  ;  read  \*  ; 
sod  to  be  printed.     (No.  136.) 

Iseal  OoTemment  (Ireland)  Proyisional  Order  (Ho.  5)  Bill  (Ho.  116)— 

BokI  2*  (according  to  Onler). 

Iseal  Oormiment  (Ireland)  ProYisional  Order  (Ho.  U)  Bill  (Ho.  113)— 

&Md  t*  (according  to- Order),  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoose  on 
Thondaj  next. 
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Local  Oovemment  (Lrelaiid)  ProYisional  Orders  (No.  12)  Bill  (No.  117)— 

Read  2*  (acconling  to  Order). 

Looal  Ooyemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  13)  Bill  (No.  129)— 

Bead  2*  (according  to  Order). 

Local  Ooyemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)  Bill  (No.  110) -Read  2*  (according 

to  Order),  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  Bill  (No.  118)— Read  2*  (according 

to  Order). 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  9)  Bill  (No.  119>-Read  2*  (according 

to  Order)        „,  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     217 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  10)  Bill  (No.  120)— Head  2*  (according 

to  Order). 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  ID  Bill  (No.  121)— Read  2»  (according 

to  Order). 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  12)  Bill  (No.  122)— Read  2-  (according 

to  Order). 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  13)  Bill  (No,  126)— Read2«  (acooiding 

to  Order). 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  16)  Bill  (No.  126)— Read  2*  (according 

to  Older). 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  16)  Bill  (No.  127)— Read  2*  (according 

to  Order). 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  (No.  17)  Bill  (No.  128)— Read  2*  (according 

to  Order). 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  (No.  19)  Bill  (No.  128)— Read  2-  (accoiding 

to  Order). 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill  (No.  76)— Hooae  in  Ckim- 

mittee  (according  to  Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing  Committee  negatived  : 
The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received  on  Thnrsday  next. 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.]  (No.  66)— 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No*  14)  Bill— Brought  from 

the  Commons  ;  Read  1'  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  137.) 

COMMONS,    TUESDAY,    JUNE    26. 
Q  UE  STION  S. 


Destitute  Crimean  Veterans — Questions,  Mr.  Tankerville  Chamberlajne, 
Mr.  Kearlej,  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Sir  D.  MacfariaDe,  Mr.  Hartley,  Major 
Kasch,  Mr.  Mac  Neiii ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-BannermaD)  m—  •••  •••  •••     218 

Coaling  the  Mediterranean  Fleet — Questioo,  Mr.  Webster ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay -Shuttle  worth)  ...     219 

Discharge  of  Ijkitish  Seamen  in  Foreujn  Ports — (Questions,  Sir  G. 
Baden-Poweli  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Uryce)        •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  ..•     ^£\3 

Contracts  under  the  New  Naval  Programme  —  Questions,  Mr. 
Keariey,  Mr.  Keir-Hardie  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Sir  U.  £ay-Shuttleworth)  •••  ...  •••  ...     221 
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Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  •..     222 
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Answer,  Tbe  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
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Warrant  Officers  in  the  Navy — Question,  Mr.  Kearley  ;  Answer,  Tbe 

Secretary  to  tbe  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlewortb)  •••  ...     224 

Transfers    from    the   Army  to   the   Reserve — Question,    Mr.   Keir- 

Hardie  ;  Answer,   The  Secretary  of   State  for   War   (Mr.   Campbell- 

Baonerman). 
The  Truck  Act — Questions,  Mr.  Eeir-Hardie ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ,..  ...     22o 
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Assassination  of  the  President  of    the    French   Republic — Motion 
for  an  Address — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  to  convey  to  Her  Majesty  the 
expression  of  the  deep  sorrow  and  indignation  with  which  this  House  has  learned  the 
assassination  of  the  President  of  the  French  Republic,  and  to  pmy  Her  Majesty  that, 
in  communicatiDg  Her  own  Hontiments  on  this  deplorable  event  to  the  French  Qovern- 
mcut,  Her  Majesty  will  also  be  graciously  pleased  to  express  on  the  part  of  this  House 
their  abhorrence  of  the  crime  and  their  sympathy  with  the  Goveniment  and  People  of 
Fmnce,'* — {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequtr.) 

After  Debate, 

JicMolrtd,  yeinine  ContradiccntCy  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  convey  to  Her  Majesty  the  expression  of  the  «letp  sorrow  and  indignation  with 
which  this  House  has  learned  the  as^^aH^ti nation  of  the  I'resideut  of  the  French  Republic, 
and  to  pray  Her  Majesty  that,  in  commuuicating  Her  own  sentiments  on  this  deplorable 
event  to  the  French  Government,  Her  Majesty  will  also  be  graciously  pleased  to 
express  on  the  part  of  this  House  their  abhorrence  of  the  crime  and  their  sympathy 
with  the  OoTernment  and  People  of  France, — {The  ChuHcellor  qfthe  Exchequer^  ...      248 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 
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Fiaance  Bill  (No.  190)— Committee— [/Vo^rew,  26th  June,'] 

Bill  eonsiderod  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  18. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  36,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *Mf  " 

to  the  end  of  Sub-section  (a),  and  to  insert  the  words 

**  ho  U  absolately  entitled  thereto  either  in  possession,  or  expectancy,  or  having  a  general 
lo  appoint  property  by  will,  if  and  so  far  as  he  has  exercised  such  power,  or  if, 
ite,  ne  is  entitled  thereto  for  a 


real  estate,  he  is  entitled  thereto  for  an  estate  tail  in  possession  or  to  a  base  fee 
ooDtinaing  after  his  death,"— (Jfr.  Byrne.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  as  far  as  the 

word  *  whether,*  in  line  39,  stand  part  of  the  Clause**  ...  •••     250 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  241  ; 

Noes  193.— (Division  List,  No.  130)  ...  ...  ...     252 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  39,  to  leave  out  the  word  ^*  whether,** 
and  page  12,  line  39,  to  leave  out  the  words  "or  not,** — {Mr,  T.  H. 
Bolton.) 

Question  proposeil,  ^'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Clause  **  ...  •••  ...  •••  •••     253 

After  abort  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  43,  at  end,  to  insert — 

"  but  exclosive  of  any  power  exorciseabic  in  a  fidnciary  capacity  under  a  disposition  not 
made  by  himself,  or  exerdseable  as  tenant  for  life  under  *  The  Settled  Land  Act,  1882/ 
or  as  mortgagee,"— (if r.  R,  T,  Reid.) 

Qaestion,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Claase,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Claase  19. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line  29,  to  leave  out  from  ''of  a**  to 
end  of  line,  and  insert  the  words  '*  gross  value  not  exceeding  five 
hundred  poaods,*' — (  The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''  That  the  worda  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  ...  •••     255 

Question,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line  32,  after  the  word  ''security,**  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  other  debt,  or  payment  secured  upon  heritage,**— 
(Jfr.  Graham  Murray.) 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  agreed  to  ...  .—  ...     256 

Amendment  proposed,  in   page   14,  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 

"  settled  property,**  to  the  end  of  line  2,  and  insert  the  words — 

''Shall  meanproperty,  whether  heritable  or  moveable,  the  title  to  which  is  by  any  dis- 
positioa,  will,  deed  of  entail,  settlement,  or  other  deed  given  to  any  persons  in 
■oooeMion,  whether  by  way  of  life  rent,  or  life  rents  and  fee,  or  by  way  of  substitution,** 
-iMr.  Graham  Murray)    ...  ...  ...  ...  *      ,„     257 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
vUMise        ...  ..•  •••  ...  .«•  ...     ^ou 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  ...  •••     266 
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FiNUiCE  Bill — continued. 

AmendraeDt  proposed,  in  page  14,  line  11,  to  leave  oat  Sub-section  (a), — 
(3/r.  Graham  Murray!) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  Sub-section  (a)  stand  part  of  the  Clause.** 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •.,     267 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line  34,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^Uhe  last 
day  of  May,"  and  insert  the  words  "  the  first  day  of  August," — (^Mr. 
Hanbury,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21. 

Moved,  "  To  leave  out  the  Clause," — {Mr.  H.  Farquharson.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  .»•  ,».     272 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  28. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line  36,  to  leave  out  the  word  ^'  sixpence," 
and  insert  the  word  ^Uhreepence," — {Colonel  Lockwood.) 

Question  proposed^  '*  That  the  word  '  sixpence  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause  "    276 

After    Debate,   Question   put  :^The    Committee    divided  : — Ayes    289 ; 
Noes  271. — (Division  List,  No.  131)  •••  ..•  ••.     818 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Sea  Fisheries  (Shell  Fish)  Bill  (No.  274)- 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken.  Second  Reading  deferred  till 
To-morrow. 

Electric  Lighting  ProvisioiLal  Orders  Of  o.  2)  Bill  (Ho.  164)— Lords  Amend- 
ment agreed  to. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  3}  Bill  ILord*-]  (Ho.  284)-Bead 

a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Bectric  Lighting  Prorisional  Orders  (Ho.  4)  Bill  [Lordi]  (Vo.  286)-Bead  a 

seoond  time,  and  committed. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  6)  Bill  [Lords']  (Ho.  289)— Read  a 

second  time,  and  committed  «„  .,,  ...  •••     819 


Oas  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  1)  Bill  [Lord*]  (Ho.  288)— Read  a  seoond  time,  and 

committed. 

Oas  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho-  2)  Bill  [Lordi]  (Ho.  28e)-Read  a  second  time, 

and  committed. 


Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [Lord$]  (Ho.  283)— Read  a  second  time,  and 

committed. 
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Stajtoutg  Coxhittbb  (Scotland) — 

Ordsird^  ^  That,  an  til  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  Local  Government 
(Sootland)  BilU  the  StaiKling  Committee  (Scotland)  have  leave  to  sit  until  Four 
o'clock  notwithstanding  the  Sitting  of  the  House,"— (^eV  Matthew  White  Ridley.) 

OiBtigioai  Diieaset  (Animals)  Acts  Amendment  Bill— Bill  presented,  and  read 

the   first  time;    to  be  rea<l  a  second   time  upon   Thursday,  and   to    be    printed. 
[BiU  297.]  ^ 

Km  ud  Harbonr  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  (Ho.  244)— Reported  [Pro- 

Tifiooal  Orders  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
BUI,  M  amentled,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Mbmage  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  hare  agreed  to— 

Local  Goremment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  9)  Bill, 

Local  Goremment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Ko.  10)  Kill, 

Amendment  to^ 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Procedure)  Bill  [Lord^], 

Soraable  Dwellings  VUL—'Ordered  (Afr.  MattUeto  Folder,  Mr.  John  WiUott^  Mr. 
Cileries  Fenuyirk,  Sir  (Jharles  Canieron^  Sir  James  Campbellt  Sir  Richard  Webster , 
Mr.  Stttrty,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote^'Sir  John  Kenmway,  Mr.  P**^ari;)— Bill 
preaeoted,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  298.] 

Ceuty  Auditors  Bill — Ordered  {Sir  John  Dorin^ton,  Mr.  Jlobhoute,  Mr.  Heneage. 
Mr.  Jfwmphreyt'Owent  Mr.  Herbert  Lewit^  Mr.  Long^  Mr.  Maclnnee,  Sir  Riehard 
i^»f *<.•)— BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  299]  ...  ...     320 

TxiFORMd  Bill — 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland  b3  discharged  from  the  Select  Committee  on 
Uaifonns  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Hutton  be  ailded  to  the  Committee,— (.Vr.  T.  E.  Ellis.) 

Statcte  Law  Revision  Bills,  &o.,  Joi.vt  Committee — 

LocUa  MeaM^  [25th  June]  requesting  this  House  to  nominate  an  additional  Member  to 
the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con- 
a>liilauon  Bills  for  the  consideration  of  the  Copjhold  Consolidation  Bill  considered  : 

Ordrred,  That  Mr.  Tomlinson  be  added  to  the  Select  Committee  [appointed  by  this 
HiMue  to  join  with  the  Committee  appointe^l  by  the  Lords  on  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bill*  and  Consolidation  Bills]  for  the  consideration  of  the  Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill : 

Ordered.  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith,^ J/r.  T.  E. 
Ellis.) 

bvttt  Ksllillf  (SoOtland)  Bill  [Ltrds]  (ITo.  279)— Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Oaose  1. 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

AXUOUKXMENT — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *^  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 
BusurKSfl  OP  THE  House — Railway  Bill — 
After  short  Debate  thereon,  Motion  agreed  to. 
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PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

0 

Doek    and    Hallways   Act,    1888,   Amendment   Bill    [Lor</«]— 
CoiuidermtioQ*—  .,♦  ...  ...  ...  32 1 

After  short  Debate,  as  amondsJ,  considered  ;  to  ba  real  the  third  time. 

[c2] 
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River  Suck  Drainage  Bill- 
As  amended,  considered. 

Ordered^  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended,  and  that   the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time, — (Dr,  Farquharson,) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


Finance  Bill  (No.  190)— Committee — [Progress^  26th  June,'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  ...  ...  •••  •••     322 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  Great 
Britain,"  and  insert  the  word  "  English," — (^Dr.  Macgregor,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause"  •••  ...  •••  ...  •••     327 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••     381 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line  14,  after  the  word  '^  spirits,"  to  insert 
the  words  "except  spirits  taken  out  of  bond  for  bona  fide  medical 
purposes," — {Mr,  A,  C.  Morton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "  •••  •••     332 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line  18,  at  end,  insert — 

*'  Provided  that,  on  all  spirits  used  in  the  preparation  or  making  ap  of  medicines  or 
drugs  for  medical  purposes,  a  drawback  of  sixpence  per  gallon  shall  be  allowed/ '-» 
{Mr.  Oranl  Lawson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  *'        ..  •••     333 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  •••     335 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  the  words  "  but  this  extra  Excise  Duty  of 
6d.  per  barrel  shall  onlj  applj  to  beer  brewed  from  substitutes  for 
barlej-malt  and  hops," — {Mr.  Quilter.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted "       •••  •••     342 

After  Debate,  Question  pat : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  196  ;  Noes 
253. — (Division  List,  No.  132)        ...  ...  .••  •••     368 

Amendment    proposed,  in  page  17,  line  5,  after  the  word  ^' gravity,"  to 

insert  the  words — 

'*Bnt  this  extra  Excise  Duty  of  6d.  per  gaUon  shaU  not  be  chargeable  upon  those 
brewing  1,000  barrels  or  less  per  annum,  and  that  a  graduated  and  reduced  duty,  to 
be  hereinafter  fixed  by  the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  shall  be  chargeable  upon  all 
persons  brewing  less  than  5,000  and  more  than  1,000  barrels  per  annum,'* — (Mr. 
Bigtoood.") 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      •••  •••     369 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  •••  •••     370 

Question  proposed^  ''That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 
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FwAHCt  BihL'--€oniinued. 

Alter  short  Debate,  Clause,  as  ameDded,  agreed  to^  and  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  BUI," 

Claofte  26  agreed  to. 

Clmose  27. 

QaestioD  proposed,  ♦*  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After   short  Debate,  Motion  mode,  and  Question   proposed,    "That   the 
CbairmaQ  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Bonsor)     372 

QaeetioD  put  :— The   Committee    divided  :— Ayes    186;     Noes     238. — 
(Division  List,  No.  133.) 

Whereupon,   The   Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  rose  in  his  place,   and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question    put,    "  That    the    Question    be    now    put  : " — The  Committee 
divided  :— Ayes  238  ;  Noes  183.— (Division  List,  No.  134.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  Clause  27  stand  part  of  the  Bill  :  " — The 
Committee  divided  :— Ayes  237  ;  Noes  182.— (Division  List,  No.  135.) 

It  being  after  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
loeftl  Ooyemment  Clreland)  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  1)  Bill  (So-  5)— Reported 

witboat  Amendment  [Provisional  Order  confirmed];  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Piar  and  Harbonr  Provisional  Orders  CSo.  3)  Bill  CSo.  244)— As  amended, 

ooosidered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

It  being  after  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 


LORDS,    THURSDAY,    JUNE    28. 

Tbkir  Rotal  Highnesses  the  Duke  and  Duchess  of   York — Motion 

for  an  Address — 

Mfmd,  "*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  congratulate  Her 
Majetty  on  the  birth  of  a  son  and  heir  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  and 
Her  Royal  Highness  the  Duchess  of  York,"— (The  Lord  President  [E.  Ro$ehery^  )  ...      373 

After  short  Debate,  Address  agreed  tOj  nemine  dissenHente  :  Ordered  that 
the  said  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves         .••  •••  ...  •••  •••  •••     diu 

Bovdfl  of  Conciliation  BiU  (No.  112)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (TAe  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

After  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly      •••  •••     388 

Kilioprio  of  Bristol  Aot  (1884)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  131)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAc  ViscourU  Cross.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow  •••  ..•  •••     389 
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Newton  Abbot  Workhouse — Questions  and  Observations,  The  Viscount 
Sidmouth  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Hawkesburj. 

Eleotrio  Lighting  ProvisioiLal  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill  (HTo.  99)— Hctnmed  from 

the  Commons  with  the  Amendment  agreed  to  „,  ,,,  „«     390 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills — Message  from 
the  Commons  that  tbej  have  added  a  Member  to  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills,  to  consider  the 
Copjhc^d  (Consolidation)  Bill  [u.l.],  as  requested  by  their  Lordships. 

Cockeime  Fishery  Provisional  Order  Bill  (Ho.  109)— Read  8»  (acooniing  to 

Order),  and  passed. 

Local  Ooyernment  (Lreland)  Provisional  Order  CNo.  11)  Bill  CSo,  113)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  :   Bill    reported    withont   Amendment : 
Standing  Committee  negatived;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (So.  6)   Bill   (Ho.   110)— House  in 

Committee  (according  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment :  Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  2)  Bill  (Ho.  76) -Amendment* 

reported  (according  to  Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

Bnrgli  Police  CScoUand)  Act  1892,  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  105)— House  in 

Committee  (according  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;    and    re-com- 
mitted to  the  Standing  Committee. 

PoUce  (Slaaghter  of  Injured  Animals)  Bill,  now  Injored  Animals  Bill  (Ho. 

134) — Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Hondaj 
next. 
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Thames  (Tonservanoy  Bill  (Ay  Order) — 

Order  for  Conslderatiou,  as  amended,  read  ...  ...  ...     391 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  now 
considered,"  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  re-committed  to  the  former  Com- 
mittee,"— {Mr.  J.  Stuart)  ...  ...  .••  ...     392 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  *'  now  considered  *  stand  part  of  the 
Question "  ...  ...  ...  •••  •.•  •••     394 

After  short  Debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow  ...  ...     397 

PRIVILEGE. 


Vacation  of  Seat  on  Succession  to  a   Peerage — ^Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  clrcamstances  ander  which 
the  New  Writ  for  the  Attercline  Division  of  Sheffield  was  iasned  on  Taesday,  26th  June, 
and  into  the  law  and  practice  of  thiR  House  relating  to  Uie  Vacation  of  Seats  of 
Members  who  succeed  to  Peerages" — (Jtfr.  J,  Chamberlain,^ 

After  Debate,  Motion,  bj  leave,  withdrawn         ...  ••«  •••    423 
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The  New  Looal  Adthobities — Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Local  Grovernment  Board  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  . . .     423 

Thx  Botal  Commission  on  Opium — Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;    Answer, 

The  Secretarj  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  U.  H.  Fowler)         ...  ...     424 

Thx  Colonies  and  the   Defence  of  the  Empire — Questions,   Colonel 

Howard   Vincent,  Mr.   Goschen  ;  Answers,   The   Under   Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton). 
Stokkks  in  the  Rotal  Nayit— Question,  Mr.  Kearley  ;  Answer,  The  Se- 

orotary  to  the  Admiraltj  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)  ...  ...     426 

Admibaltt  Contracts  and  Trades  Union  WAOES-^uestion,  Mr.  Lough ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)   . . .     426 
The   South   Wales  Colliery  Explosion — Questions,   Mr.  Woods,  Mr. 

Pritehard-Morgan ;    Answers,   The   Secretary    of  State  for   the  Home 

Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Hours  or  Labour  on  the  Great  Eastern  Railway— Question,  Mr.  Keir- 

Hardie  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)     . . .     427 
Alleged    Brazilian    Outraoe    on    a    British    Subject  —  Question, 

Admiral  Field ;   Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of   State  for  Foreign 

AifairB  (Sir  E.  Grey)    •••  •••  •••  •••  •••     428 

IiiSH    High    SHERiFFS^-^juestions,   Mr.   Carson,   Mr.   Sexton ;    Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  IreUnd  (Mr.  J.  Moriey)  ...  ...     429 

The    Metropolitan    Railway — Question,    Mr.     Weir  ;     Answer,    The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 
Iruh   School  Teachers    and   the  Education  Act,  1892-^uestions, 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Carson  ;    Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Moriey)  •••  •••  •••  •••     430 

DaraLB  Pier — Question,  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Moriey)  •••  ...  •••  •••     431 

Baixtm  EHA    Union — Question,   Mr.    E.    M^Hugh ;    Answer,   The    Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Moriey). 
EncTiON  in  County  Armagh — Question,  Mr.  E.  M'Hugh  ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Moriey)     •••  ...  •••     432 

Lioknsed    Restaurant    Facilities  at   Night,  in   Dublin — Questions, 
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T.R.H.  THE  Duke  and  Duchess  of  York — Motion  for  an  Address 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty  on 
the  birth  of  a  son  to  His  Royal  Highness  th\3  Duke  and  Her  Royal  Highness  the 
of  Yorkr-(A^ir  W.  Ha  rcourt)    ... 


After  short  Dehate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
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flaaea  Bill  (So.  190)— Committee — IProgress^  27th  JuneS\ 

Bill  cousidered  in  Committee 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Claose  28. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ... 

CUiue29. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line  33,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'  whieh 
commenced  on  the  sixth  day  of  April,"  and  insert  the  words  ^^  commencing 
oo  the  first  day  of  August," — {Mr.  Martin.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
toe  vfiAuse  •••  •••  •••  •••  ••• 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line  37,  after  the  word  **the,"  to  insert 
the  word  **  net," — {Sir  Mark  Stewart.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  word  '  net  *  be  there  inserted  "•••  ••• 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line  38,  after  the  word  '^  gains,"  to  insert 
the  words  "derived  from  realised  property  of  any  kind,"— (3fr.  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted  " 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn 

Ameodment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line  39,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  eight- 
paooe,"  and  insert  the  word  "  sevenpence," — {Colonel  Howard   Vincent^ 

Qnestton  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  eightpence  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause  " 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — ^The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  123  ; 
Noes  16.— (Division  List,  No.  136) 
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Finance  Bill — continued. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  the  dutj 
of  fourpence," — (Sir  J.  Lubbock.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause*'  •••  •••  •••  ...  •••     484 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  •••  •••     485 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''Scotland 
and  Ireland  respectively," — (/Vr.  Renshaw.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause"  •••  •••  •••  ...  •••     487 

After  Debate,  Question  put: — The  Committee  divided: — Ajes  lo6; 
Noes  31. — (Division  List,  No.  137)  ...  ...  ...     491 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line  o,  aft^  the  word  'Uhreepenoe,"  to 

insert  the  words — 

'*  Provided  that  in  the  case  of  woods  which  are  kept  in  the  hands  of  the  owner  Income 
Tax  shall  not  be  levied  under  Schedule  B/'— (J/r.  Biddnlph.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ajes  84  ; 
Noes  123.— (Division  List,  No.  138)  ...  ...  ...     492 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line  S,  at  end  to  insert  the  words — 

"  The  income  of  any  married  woman  shall  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  be  deemed  to  be 
her  own  separate  income,  and  she  shall  be  chaigeaole  with  Income  Tax  thereon  as 
though  she  were  actually  sole  and  unmarried/' — (ifr.  Darling.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted"      ...  ...     494 

After  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...     600 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  agreed  to. 

Clause  31. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19,  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  occupier  "  to  "  the,"  in  line  2,  and  insert  the  words  "  or  by  the  owner 
or  landlord  of  a  dwelling-house  under  the  third  rule  No.  IV.  of  the  said 
Section  60,"— (JIfr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19,  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  reduced 
bj  a  sum  equal  to  one-tenth  part  thereof,"  and  insert  the  words 
^assessed  on  the  net  profits  derivable  from  an  estate," — (Mr. 
Newdigate)  ...  •••  ...  ...  ..•     502 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  *  reduced  by  a  sum '  stand  part  of  the 
Olause        .*•  •••  ...  ••»  ••.  •••     oOo 

After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (TAe  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer^) — putj  &nd  agreed  to    ...  ...  ...  ...     511 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Sea  FiBherieB  (Shell  Fish)  Bill  (Ho.  274)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  .••  m«     512 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow, 
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HtthaUe  Saeorities  (Scotland)  (re-commiued)  Bill  (Ho.  881)— 

Bill  coDBidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.)  ^ 

CkMwe  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Friday,  6th  July. 

biporUtion  of  Priaon-Made  Ck>od8  Bill  (No.  224)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (  Colonel  Howard  Vincent.) 

Objection  being  taken.  Second  Reading  deferred  till  Friday,  6th  July. 

■ementary  Idacation  Bill- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Elementary  Education  Acts," — {Mr.  Acland.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  •••  ...  •••     514 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Acland  and  Mr.  ShaW'Le/evre. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  302.] 

load  Ooremment  (Ireland)  ProTitional  Order  ( JTo.  1)  Bill  OXo-  5)— Read  the 

third  time,  and  passed. 

Kor  and  Harbour  Provifional  Orders  (Ho.  3)  Bill  (Ho*  244)— Read  the  third 

time,  and  passed. 

PcBUC  Petitioits  Committee— 
£^th  Report  broaght  up,  and  read ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Loeal  OoTonunent  Proyifional  Orders  (No.  14)  Bill  (No.  336)- Reported, 

with  Ameodmentt  [Provisional  Orders  ooofirmod]  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow. 

looal   OoremnieiLt  Prorisional  Orders  (No*  18)  Bill  (No.  357)— Reported, 

with  Amen<lment«  [Proritional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow. 

MXSSAOB   FBOM   THE   LoRDS — 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to  confirm  a 
ProTisiona!  Order  made  by  the  Education  Department,  under  *The 
Elementary  Education  Act,  1870' ;  to  enable  the  School  Board  for 
London  to  put  in  force  the  Land  Clauses  Acts."  [Education  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [Lords].] 

Uaoation  Proriiional  Order  Oonflrmation  (London)  Bill  [X<»r<2t]— Read  the 

flist  time ;  and  referred  to  the  Bzaminers  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.    [BiU  800.] 

frttlWlill    Ofloers  (LaaTO  of  Absence)  Bill  ILordi]  —  Bead  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  To-morrow. 

OoraMn  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  67)— Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 

and  discharged  „,  „,  „,  .„  „,      515 

Bill  withdrawn. 
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Supreme  Coxirt  (Officers)  BUl-^Orihred  (^Mr.  Secretary  AtquUhf  Sir  J,  T.  HibheH  :)— 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  301.] 

Tbusts  Administration— 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  liabilities  to  which 
persons  are  exposed  under  the  present  Law  as  to  the  administration  of  Trusts,  and 
whether  any  further  Icgpslative  provision  might  be  made  for  securing  adequate 
administration  of  Trusts  without  the  necessity  of  subjecting  private  trustees  and 
executors  to  the  risks  which  they  now  T\xn^-~(Colonel  Howard  Vincent,) 

Food  Products  Adulteration — 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Horace  Plunkett  be  discharged  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Pood 
Products  Adulteration. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Dunbar  Barton  be  added  to  the  Committee,— (JTr.  Akere- 
Douglas,') 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  and  Mr.  Pinkerton  be  discharged  from  the  Select 
Committee  on  Food  Pro  lucts  Adulteration. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Kilbride  and  Mr.  Kennedy  be  added  to  the  Committee,— (Dr. 
Tanner.') 

Petroleum — 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
Law  relating  to  the  keeping,  selling,  and  conveyance  of  Petroleum  and  other 
inflammable  liquids,  including  the  precautions  to  be  adopted  to  prevent  the  sale  of 
dangerous  lamps  for  use  with  inflammable  liquids. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of.— Sir  James  Carmichael,  Sir  Joseph 
Crosland,  Mr.  Graham,  Captain  Hope,  Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson,  Mr.  Jacks,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Mundella,  Colonel  Palmer,  Mr.  Paulton,  and  Sir  Henry  Roscoe. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum,— (.Vr.  7.  E.  Bllut.) 

Emplotment  of  Soldiers — 

The  Select  Committee  on  Employment  of  Soldiers  was  nominated  of, — Mr.  Austin,  Mr. 
Benson,  Commander  Bethell,  Mr.  Birkmyre,  Mr.  Brookfield,  General  Sir  George 
Cheeney,  Captain  Penwick,  Captain  Gnce-Hutchinson,  Colonel  Lockwood,  Mr. 
William  M* Arthur,  Colonel  Murray,  Mr.  Wilson  (Durham),  and  Mr.  Woodall. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum,— (J/r.  T,  E.  Elll».) 


LORDS,    FRIDAY,    JUNE    29. 

"  Commandeering  "  in  the  Transvaal — Question,  Lord  KQutsford ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (The  Marquess  of  Ripon)        •••     517 

The  Swaziland  Convention — Question,  Lord  Knutsford ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (The  Marquess  of  Ripon). 

Bast  London  Water  Bill— Southwark  and  Vauzhall  Water  Bill— West 
Middlesex  Water  Bill— 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

Moved,  **  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  which  these  Bills  shall  be 
referred  not  to  proceed  with  any  clauses  which  will  interfere  with  the  arrangement  of 
a  oomprehensiTe  scheme  for  increasing  the  water  supply  of  the  Metropolitan  district 
on  the  lines  indicated  in  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Oommission  presented  last  year,"-> 
iThe  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  (bj  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn  •••     525 

Closing  op  the  Indian  Mints — Obs^vations  thereon. 
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Thi  Ikdian  Tariff  Bill — Motion  for  an  Address — 

Mfivti,  ••  That  an  hnmble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for— (1)  A  copy  of  the 
Report  of  discnssionB  in  the  Le^^islative  Council  of  the  Gh>yernor  General  of  India, 
coocendng  the  Indian  Tariff  Bill  of  1894  ;  (2)  A  copy  of  the  dissents  recorded  by 
Membert  of  the  Council  of  India  relating  to  the  same  subject ;  and  (3)  Copy  of  the 
East  Izklia  Financial  Statement  for  1894-95,  and  of  the  proceedings  thereon  in  the 
LegWatire  Council  of  India,"— (7%«  J5lzr/<»/3^orfAftrooJfe)  „.  ,„      558 

After  short  Debate,  Address  agre  ed  to, 

Oitdoor  ReUef  (Friendlj  SooietieB)  Bill  (No.  88)— 

HooM  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

After  short  Debate,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  and  re-committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee  •••  •••  •••  •••     559 

■ardiudise  Marks  (ProseoutionB)  Bill  (No.  183)— 

Ordo*  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (TA^  Lord  Ribblesdale,) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Ctoranunent  (Ireland)  Provisioaal  Order  (Ho.  D  Bill— Brought  from 

tiM  Oommons  ;  Read  I' ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Bxaminers.    (Ko.  138.) 

and  Harbour  Proviiional  Orderi  (No.  8)  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons  ; 
1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Bxaminera.    ({To.  139.) 
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Loatl  Gtorenuneiit  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No- 12)  Bill  (No- 117)— House 

in  OkMnmittee  (aooording  to  Order)  :    Bill  reported  without  amendment ;   Standing 
Oommittee  negatived ;  and  Rill  to  be  read  3*  on  tfondaj  next. 

Loeal  Ooremment  (Ireland)  ProviBional  Order  (No.  11)  Bill  (No.  113)— 

Satti  3*  (aooording  to  Onler),  and  passed. 

Loeal  Oorarnmnt  ProYitional  Orders  (No.  5)  Bill  (No.  110)  -Read  3'  (according 

to  Order),  and  paased. 

Pkr  and  Harbonr  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  Bill  (No-  76)— Read  3%  with  the 

AmexKlmenta :   A   further   Amendment    made ;    Bill    passed,  and   returned  to  the 
Gommonfl        ...  ...  „,  ...  ...  ,,, 

BsWpric  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendment  Bill  (No- 131)— House  in  Committee 

(aeooiding  to  Order) :  Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and  re-committed  to  the 
Standing  Oommittee. 

COMMONS,    FRIDAY,    JUNE    29. 

PRIVATE   BUSINESS. 

o 
Tkamas  Oonservancy  Bill  (by  Order)— 

After  short  Debate,  Adjourned   Debate   on   Consideration,  as  amended, 
farther  adjourned  till  Tuesday,  10th  July. 

Bmj  Bailway  Bill— Rulings  thereon,  Mr.  Speaker. 

QUESTIONS, 
o 
Thi  **  CosTA  Rica  Paokbt  "—Question,  Mr.  Hogan  ;    Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  SUte  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  ...     568 

UiiB  OnDiTAJfOB  SimyET  Dbpartmeic t— Question,  Mr.  Field  ;  Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Agrioultnre  (Mr.  H.  Gurdner). 
Salu  oirDXB  "  The  Glebe  Lawd  Acts,  1888  •'—Question,  Su*  J.  Savory  ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agrioulture  (Mr.  H.  Gardner)    564 
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Steel  Company  op  Newton — Question,  Mr.  Keir-Hardie ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay- Shut  tie  worth). 
Lkperial   Defence — Question,   Colonel   Howard   Vincent;    Answer,    The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  ...     566 

The   Plague    at   Hong  Kong — Question,   Mr.   Webster  ;    Answer,    The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxt#n)...  •••     567 

The  Albion  Colliery  Explosion — Question,  Mr.  Keir-Hardie  ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
The   Attercliffe    Vacancy— Questions,   Colonel   Howard  Vincent,  Mr. 
Hunter  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  ; 
Ruling,  Mr.  Speaker     ...  •••  ...  ...  •••     568 

The    Customs    and    Foreign    Prison-Made   Goods — Question,  Colonel 
Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  President   of   the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Bryce). 
The  Thames  Ironworks — Question,  Mr.  Benn  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 

the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)         ...  ...  •••     569 

Commandeering  in   the    Transvaal — Question,  Mr.  Goschen  ;  Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  .•.     570 

Government  Contracts  and  Thames  Shipbuilding  Firms — Questions, 
Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr.  Keir-Hardie,  Mr.  Allan,  Mr.  Talbot,  Mr.  Gibson 
Bowles ;   Answers,  The   Secretary   to   the   Admiralty    (Sir   U.    Kay- 
Shuttleworth). 
Wimbledon  Rifle  Range — Question,  Mr.  Macdona  ;   Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  •••  •••     574 

Peers  and  the  New    Local    Government   Act — Question,   Mr.   Corn- 
wallis  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government   Board  (Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre). 
Death  Duties  on  Property  Outside  the  United  Kingdom — Question, 
Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt)  •.•  ...  •••  •••  •••  •••     675 

The  Law  Officers  of    the    Crown— Question,    Mr.  Powell   Williams ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
**Army  Highlows" — Question,  Captain  Norton  ;    Answer,  The  Financial 

Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodall)       ...  •..  ...     576 

Metropolitan  Police  Boots— Question,  Captain  Norton  ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
The  Coal  Strike  in   Scotland— Question,  Mr.  Keir-Hardie  ;    Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  TSir  W.  Harcourt)  •••  •••     577 

The  Course  of  Public  Business — Questions,  Mr.  Ooschen,  Mr.  Gihson 
Bowles,  Mr.  Wolff,  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beaoh,  Sir  J.  Lubbock,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sur  W.  Harcourt),  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 

ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY. 

o 

Finance  Bill  (Ho.  190)— Committee— [/Vo^ew,  B8th  June.'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  •••  •••  •••  •••  579 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  31. 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  page  19,  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'^  reduced  bj  a  sum  equal  to  one-tenth  part  thereof,**  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  *^  assessed  on  the  nett  profits  derivable  from  an  estate,** — {Mr. 
NewdigaU.) 
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Fdtaxci  Bill— eoit/tittiec/. 

QoestioQ  ajB^io  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  *  reduced  by  a  sum '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause.*' 

After  Debate,  Amendmeot,  bj  leave,  withdrawn  ..•  ...     595 

AiDeodment   proposed,  in  page  19,  line  6,  to   leave  out  "one- tenth,"  and 
ioa»i  **  one-sixth,"— (JIfr.  Strachey.) 

Qoestion  proposed,  "  That  *  one-tenth  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

After  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••     611 

The  following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  19,  line  6,  leave  out  " one-tenth,"  and  insert  "one-eighth," — {Mr. 
EvereU.) 

Page  19,  line  11,  after  " occupier,"  insert  " or  assessable  as  landlord," — 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 


ion  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

AFcer  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to                      ...  .••     612 

Ckases  32,  33,  34,  35,  and  36  agreed  to               ...                 ...  ...     613 

CbutseST. 

▲aiendment  proposed,  in  page  21,  line  29,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (2), 
-^Lord  G.  Hf^ilton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Sub-section  (2)  stand  part  of  the  Clause  "        •••     615 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  100  ; 
Noes  54. — (Division  List,  No.  139)  ...  ...  •••     620 

Clause  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     621 

Clause  38  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  in  page  2,  after  Clause  2,  to  insert 
the  following  New  Clause  : — 

(Bxoeption  for  transactions  for  money  consideration.) 

**  (I)  Estate  Daty  shall  not  be  payable  in  respect  of  property  passing  on  the  death  of 
dw  deceased  by  reason  only  of  a  honci  fide  purchafle  from  the  person  under  whose 
dupontion  the  property  passes,  nor  in  respect  of  the  falling  into  possession  of  the 
rmnioQ  on  any  lease  for  lires,  nor  in  respect  of  the  determination  of  any  annuity 
for  Urea,  where  sach  parchase  was  made,  or  such  lease  or  annuity  granted,  for  full 
oooaitleratioo  in  money  or  money's  worth  paid  to  the  vendor  or  grantor  for  his  own 
He  or  benefit. 

(1)  Where  any  tach  parchase  was  made,  or  lease  or  annuity  granted,  for  partial  con- 
Iteration  in  money  or  money's  worth  paid  to  the  vendor  or  grantor  for  his  own 
Me  or  benefit,  the  value  of  the  consideration  shall  be  allowed  as  a  deduction  from  the 
value  of  the  property  for  the  purpose  of  Estate  Duty,"— (.Vr.  R.  T,  Eeid.') 

Clause  agreed  tOj  and  added  to  tbe  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  in  page  8,  after  Clause  9,  to  insert  the 
following  New  Clause  : — 

(Appeal  from  Commissioners.) 

*(0  Any  person  aggrieveil  by  the  amount  of  duty  claimed  by  the  Commissioners,  whether 
«a  tbe  ground  of  the  value  of  any  property  or  the  rate  charged  or  otherwise,  may,  on 
payment  of  tbe  duty  claimed  by  the  Comminioners,  or  such  portion  of  it  as  is  then 
payable  by  him,  appeal  to  the  High  Court  within  the  time  and  in  tbe  manner  and  on 
tbe  oomlitiona  directed  by  Rules  of  Court,  and  the  amount  of  duty  shall  be  determined 
by  tbe  High  Coart,  and  if  the  duty  as  determined  is  less  than  that  paid  to  the  Com- 
BWooen  tbe  excess  shall  be  repaid. 

(I)  Tbe  costa  of  the  appeal  shall  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  Court,  and  the  Court,  where 
it  appears  to  the  Court  just,  may  order  the  Commissioners  to  pay  on  any  excess  of  <luty 
repaid  by  them  interest  at  the  rate  of  8  per  cent,  per  annum  for  such  perio'l  as  appears 
to  tbe  Court  jnst. 
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(3)  f*rovided  that  the  High  Court,  if  satisfied  that  it  would  be  unjust  to  require  the 
appellant  to  pay  the  whole  of  the  duty  claimed  as  a  condition  of  an  appeal,  may  allow 
an  appeal  to  be  brought  on  payment  of  such  portion  of  that  duty  as  to  the  Court  seems 
reasonable  ;  but  in  such  case  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent,  shall  be  payable  on  the 
unpaid  duty  so  far  as  it  becomes  payable  under  the  decision  of  the  Court. 

(4)  Where  the  value  as  alleged  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  property  in  respect  of  which 
the  dispute  arises  does  not  exceed  £10,000,  the  appeal  under  this  section  may  be  to  the 
County  Court  for  the  county  or  place  in  which  the  appellant  resides  or  the  property  is 
situate,  and  this  section  shall  for  the  purpose  of  the  appeal  apply  as  if  such  County 
Court  were  the  High  Court,"— (.Vr.  R.  T,  Reid.) 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  ...     622 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the 
BUI." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  New  Clause,  in  line  3,  after  the  words 
"  payment  of,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  giving  security  for," — (^Sir  M. 
Hie  ks' Beach.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  ,r.     6% 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words  **  payment  of,"  in  line  3,  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  giving  security  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  for,"— (*S^t>  Af. 
Hie  ks' Beach.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  second  word  ''  the,"  and 
insert  the  words  ''  two  years  of  the  death  of  the  deceased  or  within  such 
further," — (Major  Darwin.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  the  word  '  the  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause  "    •••     627 

After  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  ...  ...     688 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  at  end,  insert — 

''  The  County  Council  of  every  county  and  county  borough  in  Great  Britain,  and  the 


Grand  Jury  of  every  county  in  Ireland,  shall  within  12  months  after  the  commence- 
ms  Act,  and  may  thereafter  from  t 
sons  to  act  as  valuers  for  the  pc 
(x>nnties,  and  shall  fix  a  scale  of  charges  for  tne  remuneration  of  such  persons,  and  the 


ment  of  this  Act,  and  may  thereafter  from  time  to  time,  appoint  a  sufficient  number  of 

of  this 


qualified  persons  to  act  as  valuers  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  in  their  respective 
counties,  and  shall  fix  a  scale  of  charges  for  tne  remuneration  of  such  persons,  and  the 
Court  may  refer  any  question  of  disputed  value  under  this  section  to  the  arbitration  of 
any  person  so  appointed  for  the  county  in  which  the  appellant  resides  or  the  property 
is  situate ;  and  the  costs  of  any  such  arbitration  shall  be  part  of  the  costs  oi  the 
appeal, "--(Sir  At,  HwJu'Beach.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      ...  ...     686 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  proposed  to  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave 
out  the  words  "  Grand  Jury  for  every  county  in  Ireland  "  ...  ...     687 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment   proposed,  in    line    16,  after   the  word  '*  brought,"  to   insert 
the  words  "  without  requiring  payment  of  any  portion  of  the  duty  or,"— 
.  {Mr.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 
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After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — ^Tlie  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  71  ; 
Noes  115. — (Division  List,  No.  140)  ...  ••.  •••     641 

Tbe  followiog  Amaadmont  to  the  Now  Clause  was  agreed  to  : — Line  17, 
after  "  case,"  insert  "  the  Court  maj  order," — (Sir  M.  Hicks- Beach.) 

Motion  iDAde,  and  Question  proposed,  in  page  8,  after  Clause  10,  to  insert 
the  following  Clause  : — 

(Oommutation  of  duty  on  interest  in  expectancy.) 
•*  The  Commissioners  in  their  discretion,  upon  application  by  a  person  entitled  to  an 
interest  in  expectancy,  may  commute  the  Estate  Daty  which  would,  but  for  the  com- 
matation,  be  payable  in  respect  of  such  interest  for  a  certain  sum  to  be  presently 
paid,  and  for  determining  that  sum  shall  cause  a  present  value  to  be  set  upon  such 
doty,  regard  being  had  to  the  contingencies  affecting  the  liability  to  and  rate  and 
uDCNtnt  of  snch  duty ;  and  interest  being  reckoned  at  3  per  cent.,  and  on  the  receipt 
oi  toch  sum  they  shall  give  a  certificate  of  discharge  accordingly,'' — (Jfr.  12.  r. 

Claase  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••     642 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Claase  read  a  second  time. 

Amendment    proposed,    after    "would,"    insert    "or    might," — {Sir    R, 
WebsUr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••     643 

Other  Amendments  to  the  proposed  New  Clause  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  at   the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add   the 

words — 

"which  shall  discharge  such  interest  when  it  falls  into  possession  from  any  further 
daim  for  Estate  Duty,"— (*??*>  R,  Wehtter,) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added  "         •••  •••644 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  81  ; 
Noes  124.^-(Di vision  List,  No.  141)  ...  •••  •••     644 

Motion  nuule,  and  Qnestion  proposed,  in  page  9,  after  Clause  12,  to  insert 
the  following  Clause  : — 

( Exempt ioos  from  Estate  Duty.) 

**(1)  Estate  duty  shall  not  be  payable  in  respect  of  a  single  annuity  not  exceeding 
twenty-five  pounds  pnrchafted  or  provided  by  the  deceased,  either  by  himself  alone  or 
m  ooocert  or  arrangement  with  any  other  person,  for  the  life  of  himself  and  of  some 
fXher  pOTson  and  the  survivor  of  them,  or  to  arise  on  his  own  death  in  favour  of  some 
other  person ;  and  if  in  any  case  there  is  more  than  one  snch  annuity,  the  annuity 
first  frrantfld  shall  be  alone  entitled  to  the  exemptions  under  this  section. 

*(S)  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  in  respect  of  property  passing  to  the  Crown 
Of  to  any  institution  wholly  maintained  out  of  moneys  provided  by  Parliament," — 
(JTr.  R,  J.  Ayui.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  twenty-five,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  fifty.two,"—( Afr.  Bartley.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  twenty-five  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  125  ; 
Noes  83.— (Division  List,  No.  142.) 

VOL.  XXV^L    [rouBTH  ssbibs.]  [  ^  ] 
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Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  New  Clause,  in  line  9,  to  leave  out  all 
after  the  words  "  the  Crown," — {Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)        ...  ...     647 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  New  Clause "  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     649 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...     658 

Question,   ^'  That  Sub-section  2  stancl  part  of  the  CUuse,"   put,    and 
negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  as  a  new   Sub- 
section— 

"  Property  passing  to  any  Institution  maintained  for  a  public  purpose  shall  not  be 
aggregated  with  the  rest  of  the  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceaseti,"— (Jfr. 
A.  J.  Balfour.^ 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted "       ...  ...     655 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Coomiittee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Local  Ooyenunent  ProyiBional  Orders  (No.  14)  Bill  (Ho.  236)— As  amended, 

considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next  ,,,  ...      656 

Local  Ooyernment  Proyisional  Orders  (Ho.  18)  Bill  (Ho.  257)— As  amended, 

considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  4)  Bill  (Ho.  275)— Reported,  with 

Amendments  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Cockenzie  Fishery  Provisional  Order  Bill. 

Colonial  Officers  (Leave  of  Absence)  Bill  [Lord*]  (Ho.  295)'-Considered    in 

Committee,  and  reported,  without  amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Sea  Filheries  (Shell  Fish)  Bill  (Ho.  274)~Ck)n0idered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mebchakdise   Marks  Acts  (1887   and    1891)  Amendment  (Cutlery) 
Bill — 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Merchandise  Marks  Acts  (1887  and  1891)  Amendment 
(Cutlery)  Bill  was  nominated  of,— Mr.  Albert  Bright,  Mr.  Bart»  Mr.  Crosfield,  Baron 
Henry  de  Worms,  Mr.  Edwards,  Mr.  Heath,  Mr.  Lawrence,  Sir  Leonard  LyelU  Mr. 
Walter  McLaren,  Mr.  Scott-Montagu,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Mr.  Brooke  Boblnaon,  and  Mr. 
James  Rowlands. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Orderedy  That  Three  be  the  quorum, — ( Jfr.  T.  K  EUii.) 

BsTiRED  Soldiers*  and  Sailors*  Employment — 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Pickersgill  and  Viscount  Wolmer  be  added  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Betired  Soldiers*  and  Sailors*  Employment,— (JTr.  2,  E,  JEllii,) 

LORDS,    MONDAY,    JULY     2. 

HsssAOS  from  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen — France— 

The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address  of  Tuesday  last,  reported  bj  the 
Lord  Steward  (if.  Breadalbane)  as  follows  : 
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Uls^aoz  from  Usa  Most  Gracious  Majesty  the  QuEEN^-oon/intiec/. 

I  thmnk  yoa  sincerely  for  your  loyal  and  datiful  Address. 

I  iharr  the  deep  sorrow  and  indignation  which  yoa  have  expressed  at  the  assassination 
of  the  President  of  the  French  Republic. 

I  fthall  take  care  to  convey  to  the  French  Government  the  abhorrence  whick,  in  common 
with  myself,  yoa  feel  at  this  detestable  crime,  ami  the  sympathy  which  it  has  called 
forth  for  the  family  of  the  late  Presitlcnt,  and  also  for  the  Government  and  People 
of  France  ...  ,„  ...  „,  ,,,     657 

Me-^saoe    from    Her    Most    Gracious    Majestit   the   Queen — Their 
BoTAL  Highnesses  the  Duke  and  Duchess  op  York — 

The  Qaeen*s  Answer   to  the  Address  of  Thursday  last,  reported   by  the 
Lord  Steward  (M.  Breadalbane)  as  follows  : 

Tour  loyal  and  dutiful  Adtlress  on  the  occasion  of  the  birth  of  the  Prince,  my  great- 
gTanii%m.  j^ires  me  sincere  satisfaction  ;  and  I  thank  you  for  the  renewed  assurance 
<if  Tour  loyal  affection  towards  my  Person  and  Family. 

AddreAS  and  Answer  to  be  printed  and  published.     (No.  140.) 

PiftoU  BiU  (No.  40)— 
ReaAl  3»  (according  to  Order). 

Aft«r  Abort  Debate,  several  Ameudineiits  agreed  to  •••  ...     660 

Bill  passed,  aod  sent  to  the  CommoDS. 

lootl  Ctoyemment  Provisioaal  Order  (Poor  Law)  Bill  (Ho-  95)— HepoH 

from  »^he  Select  Committee,  that  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded  with  the  considera- 
ti*m  of  the  Bill,  the  opposition  thereto  havin<?  been  withdrawn  ;  read  and  ordereii  to 
lie  on  the  Table;  tne  Orders  male  on  the  I8th  instimt  and  Tueslay  last  dis- 
charged ;  and  Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


Officers  (Leave  of  Absence)  Bill  [h.l]  (Ho.  25)  — Returned  from  the 

CommonB,  agreed  to. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  43)— Amendmenu  re- 

ported  (according  to  Order)  :  farther   Amendments  made :  an  1  Bill  to  be  read  3* 
To-morrow. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  2)  Bill  [h.l.]  —  House  in  Committee 

laocording    to    Order) :     Amendments    made :     Standing    Committee    negative! : 
The  Rep'>rt  of  Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

Ileal  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Pronsional  Orders  (NTo.  13)  Bill  (No.  129)- 

HoaM  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  :    Bill  reported  without  amendment : 
StaodiQg  Committee  negatived ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

Ileal  OoTemnent  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  12)  Bill  (Ho.  117)— 

Read  S*  (according  to  OrderX  and  passed  „.  •••  •••     661 

Wnd  Bird!  Protection  Act  aSSO)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  148)-Hoa9e  in  Committee 

(aooording  to  Order) :  Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and  re-oommitted  to  the 
Htanding  0)inmittee. 

IffAaildiM  Marks  (Prosecntions)  Bill  (Ho.  133) -House  in  Committee 
laooording  to  Oxder) :  Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and  re-oommjtted  to  the 
Btaading  Conimittee. 

Isa  lisheriai  (Shell  Fish)  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read  1*,  and  to  b<? 
|irint«.L    (Xo.  141.) 

Kir  and  Harbonr  Prorisional  Order  (No-  4)  Bill— Brought  fn)m  the  Commons ; 

1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  ami  referred  to  the  Kxamincrs.    (No.  142.) 

[d2] 
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Cardiff  Corporation  Bill  {by  Order) — 

As  amended,  considered. 

After  Debate,  Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended, ' 
and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,— (Dr.  Farquharsori)       ...     676 

(Queen^s  Consent  signified), — read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Message  from  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen — Assassina- 
tion OF  THE  President  of  the  French  Republic — 

The  Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  (Mr.  C.  R.  Spencer)  reported 

Her  Majesty *s  Answer  to  the  Address,  as  followeth  : — 
I  thank  you  sincerely  for  your  loyal  aiid  dutiful  Addrets. 

I  share  the  deep  Sorrow  and  Indignation  which  you  have  expressed  at  the  Assassination 
of  the  President  of  the  French  Hepuhlic, 

I  shall  take  care  to  convey  to  the  French  Government  the  Abhorrence  which,  in  common 
with  Myself  you  feel  at  this  detestable  Crimc^  and  the  sympathy  which  it  has  called 
forth  for  the    Family    of   the    late    President ,  and  also  for    the  Government  and 
People  qf  France. 

Message  from  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty* the  Qdben — T.R.H.  the 
Duke  and  Duchess  of  York — 

The  Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  (Mr.  C.  R.  Spencer)  reported 
Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address,  as  followeth  : — 

I  thank  you  for  your  loyal  and  dutiful  Address  on  the  occasion  of  the  Birth  of  the 
Prince,  My  Great  Grandson. 

It  affords  Me  much  Satisfaction  to  receive  this  Asturanee  of  your  Attachment  to  My 
Person  ajid  Family. 

QUESTIONS. 


LiPE   Sentences    in    Ireland — Question,   Mr.   Hopwood  ;    Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Religion  of  Pauper  Children  in  Scotland — Questions,  Mr.  O'Driscoii, 

Mr.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)     677 
Alleged  Railway  Nuisance — Question,  Captain  Norton  ;  Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  ...  ...     679 

Post  Office  Servants  and  District  and  Parish  Councils — Questions, 

Mr.  Carvell  Williams,  Sir  C.  W.  Dilke  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General 

(Mr.  A.  Morley)  •••  ...  ...  ...  ...     680 

Petty    Sessions   Court   at   Letterbreen — Question,   Mr.   M^Gilligau ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Forced   Labour   in   Egypt — Questions,  Mr.  S.    Smith,    Mr.   Pierpoint; 

Answers,    The    Under    Secretary   of   State   for   Foreign   Affairs  (Sir 

£.  Grey)  •••  .••  •••  ...  •••     681 

The  Case  of  Mr.  Harry  Hall — Question,  Mr.  Weir  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 

Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)         ...  ...  ...  •••     688 

Commandeering  in  the  Transvaal — ^Questions,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett, 

Mr.  Webster,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell,  Mr.  Darling ;  Answers,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton). 
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HAounBT  Cabriaos  Licences  in  the  Metropolis — Qaestion,  Mr.  E.  H. 

B»7l«j  ;  Answer,  The  Seoretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 

Asqnith)     ..•  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••     687 

South  Kensington  Museum  Buildings — Question,  Mr.  Bartlej  ;  Answer, 

The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  for  the  First  Commissioner  of 

Works. 
Mount  Pleasant  Monet    Order   Office — Questions,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr. 

Cohen,    Mr.    Hanburj ;    Answers,    The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A. 

Morley). 
SscoNPABT    Education  in   Ayrshire — Question,   Mr.    Wason ;   Answer, 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  •••  ...     688 

Workicen's    Tickets    on    English    Railways — Question,    Mr.    Dodd  ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 
Ventilation  on  the   Metropolitan    Railway — Question,    Mr.    Weir ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  •••     689 

Church  Property  in  Wales — Question,  Mr.  Humphreys-Owen  ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
The  Welsh  Land  Commission — Question,  Mr.  Humphreys-Owen ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...     690 

The  Small  Holdings  Act  in  Scotland — Question,  Mr.  Seymour  Keay  ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan). 
Malicious  Injury  Claims  in  Kerry— Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  •••     691 

Lancashire  Charities — Questions,  Mr.  Snape ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary 

Charity  Commissioner  (Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson)    •••  •••  •••     692 

Labourers*  Cottages  in  the  Newcastle  West  Union — Question,   Mr. 

M.  Austin  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••     693 
The  Congo  Treaty— ^Jaestion,   Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;   Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  SUte  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  £.  Grey)  ...    694 

PosssasiON  OP  Firearms  in   Ireland — Question,  Mr.   Chance  ;   Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
The  Salaries  op  the  Crown  Law  Officers— Q^^^^^^i^B)  ^r*  L>arling ; 

Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  .••     695 

The     Course    op    Business — Questions,   Mr.   Hanbury,   Mr.   Goschen ; 

Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harconrt). 
Land   Grants  in   Wales — Questions,    Mr.   Pri  to  hard-Morgan  ;    Answers, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 


ORDERS    OF     THE     DAY. 


Ffattnoe  Bill  (Ho.  190) — Committee— [iVo^rett,  29th  June.^ 

Bill  eoDsidered  in  Committee  ...  ...  ,.,  .,,     697 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made^  and  Question  proposed,  in  page  11,  after  Clause  16,  to  insert 
the  following  Clanse  : — 

(Exception  as  to  property  in  British  Possessions.) 

••(I)  Where  tb«  Commissionen  are  satisfied  that  in  a  British  possession  to  which  this 
nctioQ  Applies  duty  is  payable  by  reason  of  a  death  in  respect  of  any  property 
fitoate  In  sach  possession  and  passing  on  snch  death ,  they  shall  allow  a  sum  equal 
to  the  amoont  of  that  duty  to  be  deducted  from  the  Estate  Duty  payable  in  respect 
of  that  property  on  the  same  death.  (2)  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  held  ta  create 
a  cbarige  for  Estate  Duty  on  any  property  situate  in  a  British  possession  while  so 
sitnale,  or  to  authorise  the  Commisdoners  to  take  any  proceedings  In  a  British 
ion  for  the  reooTery  of  any  Estate  Duty.    (3)  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  may,  by 
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Order  in  Council,  apply  this  section  to  any  British  possession  where  Her  Majesty 
is  satisfied  that  by  the  law  of  such  possession  either  no  duty  is  chargeable  in  respect 
of  property  situate  in  the  United  Kin^om  when  passing  on  death,  or  that  the  law 
of  such  possession  as  respects  any  duty  so  chargeable  is  to  the  like  effect  as  the 
foregoing  provisions  of  this  section.  (4)  Her  Majesty  in  Council  may  revoke  any 
<*uch  Order,  where  it  apuears  that  the  law  of  the  British  possession  has  been  so  altered 
that  it  would  not  authorise  the  making  of  an  Order  under  this  wv^tion," — (7^^ 
ChaneeUor  of  tfie  ExcJuqver,') 

^Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  .••  •••  •••     699 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time," 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  .••  .••     720 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

After  short  Debate,  Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill  ...  •••     721 

New  Clause — 

(Commissioners  may  amend  assessment  in  certain  cases.) 

**And  be  it  enacts  that,  if  within  or  at  the  end  of  the  year  current  at  the  time  of 
making  any  assessment  under  this  Act,  or  at  the  eid  of  any  year  when  such  assess- 
ment ought  to  have  been  made,  any  person  charored  to  the  duties  charged  in  Schedule 
D  on  an  assessment  computed  on  the  average  of  the  three  preceding  years  shall  find 
and  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners  by  whom  the  assessment  was  made 
that  nis  profits  and  gains  during  such  year  fell  short  of  the  sum  so  computed,  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  the  Commissioners  to  cause  the  assessment  to  be  amended  accordingly, 
and  the  sum  so  overpaid  to  be  refunded," — (5/r  J.  Lubbock.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  ...  ...     725 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  125  ; 
Noes  177. — (Division  List,  No.  144)  •••  •••  •••  726 

New  Clause — 

(Works  of  Art.) 

**  (1)  A  register  of  works  of  art  shall  be  established  and  kept  at  the  office  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  any  person  to  whom  a  work  of  art  passes  upon  the  death  of  the 
deceased  may  (if  such  work  of  art  shall  not  already  be  registered  in  the  name  of  the 
deceased),  upon  payment  of  a  fee  of  five  pounds,  register  in  his  name  in  the  pre- 
scribed manner  a  full  description  of  such  work  of  art,  and  the  Commissioners  snail 
thereupon  give  such  person  a  certificate  of  registration. 

(2)  If  a  work  of  art  forming  part  o!  property  passing  on  the  death  of  a  deceased  person 
shall  at  the  time  of  his  death  be  registered  in  his  name  or  shall  within  three  months 
after  his  <leath,  or  such  further  period  as  the  Commissioners  shall  allow,  be  registered 
in  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  it  passes  upon  such  death,  sndi  work  of  art  shall 
not  be  aggregated  with  the  other  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased,  nor 
shall  Estate  Duty  be  paid  in  respect  thereof  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased. 

(3)  If  a  work  of  art  passing  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased  shall  be  sold  before  any 
further  death  shaLl  occur  upon  which  Estate  Duty  shall  or  would  but  for  the 
provisions  of  this  section  become  payable,  duty  shall  be  paid  to  the  Commissioners 
upon  the  amount  of  the  consideration  passing  on  such  sale  at  the  rate  of  ten 
percent. 

(4)  Upon  payment  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  duty  under  the  preceding  sab- 
section  tne  certificate  of  registration  shall  be  delivered  up  to  the  Commissioners, 
who  shall  thereupon  vacate  the  registration  and  give  to  the  person  paying  the  duty  a 
receipt  therefor. 

(5)  A  certificate  of  registration  and  receipt  for  duty  under  this  section  shall  be  con- 
clusive evidence  of  the  facts  therein  respectively  appearing. 

(0)  The  Commissioners  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  make  rules  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  the  provisions  of  this  section  into  effect. 

(7)  If  a  work  of  art  forming  part  of  property  passing  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased 
shall  not  at  the  time  of  hU  death  be  re^stered  in  his  name,  or  shall  not  within  three 
months  after  his  death,  or  such  further  period  as  the  Commissioners  shall  allow,  be 
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in  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  it  passes  upon  such  death,  such  work  of 
«t  shall  be  aggregated  with  the  other  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased 
and  the  ralne  thereof  ascertained  in  the  manner  in  which  the  value  of  other 
pervMial  property  passing  upon  the  death  of  a  deceased  person  is  ascertained  under 

(8)  The  expreasion  *  works  of  art*  shall  include  pictures,  prints,  antique  plate  and 
famitore,  antiquities  of  national  or  historic  interest,  articles  of  vertu,  and  such  other 
objoeta  or  clawes  of  objects  as  the  Commissioners  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe  to 
be  works  of  art  within  the  meaning  of  this  section  "—(J^r.  5yr/w)     ,,,  „,     728 

Qmnie  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Molioii  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 

After  Debate,  Question  put  :-*The  Committee  dividisd  :— -Ayes  60  ;  Noes 
120.-^Divi6ion  List,  No.  145)       ...  ...  ...  .••     736 

New  Clause — 

After  CUuse  4,  to  insert  the  following  Clause  : — 

(Power  of  Court  to  vary  settlements.) 
'Any  penon  entiUed  to  an  interest  in  settled  property  in  respect  of  which  Bstate  Duty 
bai  DOt  already  been  paid  may  apply  to  the  High  Court  in  the  manner  directed  by 
Bolaa  of  Court  to  have  it  determined,  and  the  Court  may  thereupon  determine 
whether  and  if  to  how  the  payment  of  such  duty  should  be  provided  for,  and  may 
Bake  such  rariations  and  additions  in  and  to  the  trusts  and  powers  contained  in  the 
iastmaient  settling  the  property  as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  such  determination 
into  effect,"^  VUcouiU  Cranhome.) 

Qaiue  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••     739 

HotioQ  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived  •••  ...  .••     742 

New  Clause— 

(Value  of  an  estate  in  Ireland.) 

la  calcalating  the  principal  value  of  a  deceased  tenant*s  estate  in  Ireland,  the  price 
which  sooh  tenant  has  paid  for  the  tenant  right,  or,  if  the  deceased  has  not  purchased 
the  tenant  right,  the  price  which  the  tenant  right  of  similar  holdings  realise  in  the 
distriel,  shall  be  the  principal  ralne  of  such  tenant  right.  Provided  always,  that  the 
maximum  principal  value  of  such  tenant  right  shall  not  exceed  12  and  a-half  times 
the  amount  of  rent  paid  for  the  holding,'* — (^Mr,  BartUy,) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  .••  •••  ...     743 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  59  ; 
Noes  118. — (Division  List,  No.  146.) 

New  Clause — 

(Exemption  of  pensions  payable  to  widows.) 

*  Iftete  Duty  shall  not  be  collected  or  recorered  upon  the  principal  value  of  any  pension 
payable  to  the  widow  or  children  of  any  public  servant  of  the  Crown,  notwithstanding 
that  the  deceased  may,  in  his  lifetime,  have  contributed  to  the  fund  from  which  such 
pendoo  is  paid,**— (^  ^.  SeokU,) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  ...  •••  •••    748 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

New  Clause — 

(Appearance  on  appeals.) 
"*  Any  penon  appealing  against  an  assessment  of  Income  Tax  or  Inhabited  House  Duty 
ibau  be  entitled  to  appear  by  solicitor  or  agent/'— (ifr.  Bryn  Bobertt.) 
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Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  ...  ...  ...     749 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.*' 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

New  Clause — 

(Protection  of  parchascrs,  mortfs^agees,  trustees,  J^.) 

**  Notwithstanding  anything  in  this  Act  contained,  the  proFisions  of  the  12th,  13th,  and 
14th  sections  of  *  The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889,*  shall  apply  to  the 
payment  of  Estate  Duty  under  this  Act,  and  shall  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  be  read 
and  have  effect  as  if  Estate  Duty  were  therein  mentioned  as  well  as  Legacy  and  Suc- 
cession Duty  ,"--(.Vr.  i?«/.Vt<fr)  ...  ,„  ...  ...     760 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  ...  ...  ...     751 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Schedule  1. 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Schedules  1,  2,  and  3  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *^  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  in  respect  of 
Clause  27," — (  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^) — put»  and  agreed  to. 

Finance  {re-committed)  Bill  (No.  190)— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  27. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  Clause  27  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*^ 

Moved,  "  To  leave  out  the  Clause," — {Mr.  Clancy.) 

After  Debate,  Question  put: — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  198  ;  Noes 
185.— (Division  List,  No.  147)       ...  ...  ..•  ...     771 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  303.] 

Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill  (No.  125)— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Second  Reading  [23rd 
April]. 

Objection  being  taken, 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  14)  Bill  (Ho.  236)— Read  the 

third  time,  and  passed. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  18)  BiU  (Ho.  267)-B«ad  the 

third  time,  and  passed. 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  4)  Bill  (Ho.  276)— As  amended, 

considered ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MxsSAGE  FROM  THE  LoRDS — ^That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  II)  Bill. 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  5)  Bill  •••  —     772 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill. 
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ADJOUBincsirT — 

HotioQ    mftde,    and    Qaestion    proposed,   ^*  That    this    House    do    now 
adjoam.*^ 

Busms^s  OF  THE  House — Questions,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Jeffreys  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 


LORDS,    TUESDAY,    JULY     3. 

Commission — 

• 

The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal  Assent : — 

Indian  Railway  Companies  ••«  •••  •••  ...     773 

Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Extension  of  Powers. 

Arbitration  (Scotland). 

Muflio  and  Dancing  Licences  (Middlesex). 

Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Procedure). 

Colonial  Officers  (Leave  of  Absence). 

Local  Crovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  6). 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  7). 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  9). 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  10). 

Local  Grovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  II). 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  12). 

Wemyssy  &c.,  Water  Provisional  Order. 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order. 

Commons  Regulation  Provisional  Order  (Luton). 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (Gas). 

Local   Government    Provisional   Orders   (Housing  of  Working   Classes) 
(No.  2). 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  5). 

Local  Grovernment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8). 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Easingwold  Railway,  Ac) 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1). 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2).  • 

Cockemie  Fishery  Provisional  Order. 

LoQoaotfTe  Thraehing  Ingines  Bill  (No.  134)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read    •••  •••  •••     774 

JToveei, ""  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%'*— (  The  VtscourU  Cross.) 

After  short  Debate,   Motion  agreed  to;   Bill   read  2*  accordingly,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

FoUee  (Blaiighter  of  Iiyiired  Animals)   BilL  now  Iigared  Animals  Bill 
(VclM)— 

Bead  S*  (according  to  Order),  with  the  Amendments. 

Bill  passed,  and  retomed  to  the  Commons  •••  •••  •••    776 
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Tithe  Rentcharoes  (Ireland) — Motion  for  a  Return — 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House  a  Return  giving  the  following  information 
with  reference  to  the  terms  at  present  charged  by  the  Treasury  for  the 
redemption  of  tithe  rentcharge,  vested  in  the  Land  Commission  in  Ireland  : — 

1.  When  the  tithe  rentcharge  is  capitalised  at  22^  years'  purchase,  what  annuity 
and  what  term  of  year;)  would  be  necessary  to  repay  each  £100  of  capital  if 
the  rate  of  interest  charged  were  respectively  (a)  3  per  cent.,  or  (J)  3|  per 
cent; 

2.  If  the  rate  of  interest  were  respectively  (a)  8  per  cent.,  or  (b)  3^  per  cent.,  what 
capital  sum  would  have  been  received  by  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  52  years 
in  respect  of  £100,  made  repayable  by  an  annuity  of  £4  9s.  6d.  during 
that  term  : 

3.  What  rate  of  interest  accrues  to,  or  is  obtained  by,  the  Treasury  on  an  annuity  of 
£4  9s.  Od.  per  cent.,  payable  during  52  years  : 

4.  Why  did  the  Treasury  in  1869  recommend  the  Government  of  the  day  to  alter 
the  terms  from  an  annuity  of  £4  lOs.  Od.  (including  interest  at  3^  per  cent.)  for 
45  years,  to  an  annuity  of  £4  9s.  Od.  per  cent,  for  52  years  : 

5.  On  what  grounds  have  the  Treasury  declined  to  act  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  Irish  Land  Commissioners  that  tithe  rentcharge  vested  in  the  Irish  Land 
Commission  should  in  future  be  made  redeemable  at  20  instead  of  22|  years' 
purchase,  under  the  provisions  of  Section  15  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,"— (7%«  Earl  of  Bel  more.) 

After  Debate;  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Hoase)  withdrawn      ...  •••     778 

Slementa^  Eduoation  Proyisional  Orders  Gonfimiation  (Barry,  fto.)  Bill 

[H.L.]  (jTo,  54) — Reported  from  the  Select    Committee    with    Amendments,    and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Public  Libraries  (Sootland)  Bill  (So-  62)-'Reported  from  the  standing  Committee 

without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next  .„  ,^^     7<tq 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  CVo-  89)-Heported  from  the  standing 

Committee  with  Amendments  :  The  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  next  • 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  144.)  * 

Hotioe  of  Accidents  Bill  (Ho.  ISO)— Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee  with 
further  Amendments :  The  Report  of  the  Amendments  made  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  and  by  the  Standing  Committee  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next  •  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  at  amended.    (No.  145.) 

Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1S92,  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  105) -Reported  from 

the  Standing  Committee  without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Outdoor  Belief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill  (Ho.  S8)— Reported  from  the  standing 

Committee  with  Amendments :  The  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next : 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  146.) 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho-  131)-Reported  from  the 

standing  Committee  with    Amendments :   The   Report   thereof  to  be  received   on 
Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended,    (ifo.  147.) 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill— Reported  from  the  Standing 

Committee  with  Amendments  :  The  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  148.) 

Merchandise  Marks  (Prosecutions)  Bill  (Ho,  188)— Reported  from  the  standing 

Committee  without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  8*  on  Thursday  next. 

Inunwan  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  48)— Read  3*  (according 

to  Order),  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Tramways  Orders   Confirmation   (Ho.  2)  Bill  [H.L.]^Amendments  reported 

(according  to  Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  Thursday  next  ,„  ..^     730 

Local  Oovernment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  18)  Bill  (Ho.  129)-* 

Read  3*  (according  to  Onler),  and  passed. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS, 
[/dfy  3.]  Page 

teniM  Bill   [nJ^^^PremUed  {The  Lord  Sandkunt)  (for  7%e  Earl  of  Chetterfidd)  ; 
rmd  1*  ;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  149.) 

loQil  Gorerament  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  14)  Bill^Brought  from  the  Commons ; 

Reai  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  fixaminers.    (No.  150.) 

lieilOoTeriimentPrOTisional  Orders  (Vo.  18)  Bill— Broaght  from  the  Commons  ; 
Kead  1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners.     (No.  161.) 

COMMONS,    TUESDAY,    JULY     3. 

EoTAL  Assent — 

Message  to  attead  the  Lords  Commissioaers  ;^ 

Tho  House  went ;— «od  being  returned  ; — 

Mr.  Spbakbr  reported  the  Rojal  Assent  to, — 

iDdiaa  Railways  Act,  1894. 

Fitharj  Board  (Scotland)  Extension  of  Powers  Act,  1894. 

Arbitration  (Scotland)  Act,  1894. 

Moaic  and  Dancing  Licences  (Middlesex)  Act,  1894. 

Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Procedure)  Act,  1894. 

Colonial  Officers  (Leave  of  Absence)  Act,  1894    ...  •••  •••     781 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  6) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  (government  Board  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  7) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  9) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  (rovemment  Board  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  10) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  11) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  C^vemment  Board  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  12) 
Act,  1894. 

Wamjss  and  Buckhaven,  Methil  and  Innerleveu  Water  Supply  Confirma- 
tion Act,  1894. 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Act,  1894. 

Commons  Regulation  (Lnton)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Act,  1894. 

Local  C^vemment  Board^s   Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Gas)  Act, 
1894. 

Local  Government  Board^s  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Housing  of 
Working  Classes)  (No.  2)  Act,  1894. 

Local  (government  Board^s  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  5)  Act, 
1894. 

Local  Government  Board^s  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  8)  Act, 
1894. 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges  (Easingwold  Railway,  &c.)  Order  Confirmation 
Act,  1894. 

Electric  Lighting  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Act,  1894. 

Electric  Lighting  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Act,  1894. 

MoMel  Fishery  ^Cockenzie)  Order  Confirmation  Act,  1894. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[JW/y  3.]  Page 

QUE  S TIONS . 


Thb  Canadian  Cattle  Trade — Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;   Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  H.  Gardner). 
The   Cost   of    the    Labour  Commission — Question,  Mr.  J.   E.  Ellis ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J,  T.  Hibbert)  •••     782 

Long     Sentence    Prisoners — Question,    Mr.     Howell ;     Answer,    The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Labourers'    Cottages    in    the    Ballymena  Union — Question,   Colonel 

Waring  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     •••     783 
Greenwich    Customs   Boatmen — Questions,   Mr.   Macdonald  ;    Answers, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  ...     784 

Dublin    Quit-Rent    Office — Questions,   Mr.   G'Driscoli ;   Answers,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  ...  ...     786 

Stationery   for   the    Public    Service — Questions,  Mr.  Wickham,  Mr. 

Tomlinson ;    Answers,   The    Secretary    to    the   Treasury   (Sir  J.   T. 

oiDDertj     ...  ...  ...  ...  »«»  •••     Vol 

Cavalry  Horses — Questions,  Mr.  Brookfield,  Sir  C.  W.  Dilke  ;   Answers, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 
Irish  Trinity  Board— Question,  Mr.  Field  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  ...  •«•  •••  •••     788 

Metropolitan    Cab    Disputes — Question,  Mr.    Lough  ;     Answer,    The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Galway   and   Clifden   Railway — Question,  Mr.   Foley ;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  •••  ...  ...     789 

Clerks  at  Woolwich — Question,  Mr.  John  Burns  ;  Answer,  The  Financial 

SecreUry  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodall)       ...  ...  ...     790 

Bilge  Keels  for  British  Ships — Question,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth). 
The    Albion    Colliery    Explosion — Question,  Mr.  Pritc hard-Morgan  ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Irish  County  Courts — Question,  Mr.  Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     ...  •••  ...  •••     791 
London  Small  Arms  Company,  Bow — Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer, 

The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodall)  ...  ...     792 

The  Brennan  Torpedo— Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 
The  National  Gallery — Questions,  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson  ; 

Answers,  The  Secretanr  to  the  Treasury   (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  for  the 

First  Commissioner  of  Works. 
Dublin  National  Gallery — Question,  Dr.  Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...     798 

Dublin,    Wicklow,   and    Wexford    Railway — Question,    Dr.    Kenny ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)...  ...     794 

Killiney    Bay — Bbhotal    of    Sand   prom  Foreshore— Question,    Dr. 

Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Imported  Pictorial  Advertisements — Questions,  Mr.  Farquharson,  Mr. 

Tomlinson  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)     795 
The   Plaque    at   Hono  Kong — Question,  Major  Rasch  ;   Answer,    The 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 
The  Brentwood  School   Scandal — Question,    Major    Rasch ;    Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)     •••     796 
German  Spirit  and  Irish  Whisky — Qaestion,  Mr.  Field ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert). 
Oybrpaid     Income     Tax  —  Question,    Mr.     Biddulph ;    Answer,    The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Su*  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  •••    797 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS, 
[/dfy  3.]  Page 

A  Dkfikdant^s  Trjlvsllino  Expenses — Question,   Mr.    Weir  ;   Answer, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  ...     798 

Adhesive  Stamps  on  Pbivate    Post    Cards — Question,    Mr.    Heuniker 

HeatOD  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)    ...     799 

DirBNDANTS*  Trayelling  EXPENSES — Question,  Mr.  Weir  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour). 

Business    of   the   House — Statement  thereon,  The  Chief  Secretary    for 

belaud  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...  ...     800 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAV. 


SUFPLY^Hionsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
ARMY    ESTIBfATES,    1894-5. 
1.  £290,000,  Medical  Establishment,  Pay,  &c. 
After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  •••     888 

i.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"TbU  a  sara,  not  exceeding  £600,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Bfajettj,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Fay  and  Allowances  (excluaire  of  Sapplies,  Clothing,  &c.)  of  the  Militia  (to  a 
aafflber  not  exceeding  135,743,  including  30^000  Militia  Reserre),  which  will  come  in 
ooam  of  pajrment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1895.'* 

After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 

**That  a  ram,  not  exce^og  4599,900,  be  granted  for  the  said  SerTice,'*-*(Jrr.  ffanbury)     868 
After  short  Debate,  Question  put  : — The  Committee  divided  :-*Ayes  36  ; 
Noes  101.— (Division  List,  No.  148)  ...  ...  .••     867 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

3.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'That  a  tnm^  not  exceeding  474,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for 
the  Pay  and  Mieoellaneoos  Charges  of  the  Yeomanry  Cavalry,  which  will  come  in 
ooone  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1895/' 

After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,*^---(ilfr.  A,  C.  Morton,)^'^\it^  and 
agreed  to  •••  ..•  •••  •••  ...     872 

Eoeolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  also  report  Progress  ; 
to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

hioehial  Becton  (Registration  Aooeleration)  (re-committed)  Bill  (Ho. 
882) — Committee — {^Progress^  25th  June.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  4,  after  the  word  '^  shall,"  to  insert 
the  words  ^'  as  far  as  possible," — {Mr,  Rankin,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...     878 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  16,  after  the  word  '^  shall,**  to  insert 
the  words  "  if  possible,** — {Mr,  Grant  Laweon,) 

Qaestion  proposed,  ^  That  the  woVds  '  if  possible  *  be  there  inserted.** 

After  short  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House  ...  .••  •••  •••     874 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Tueedaj. 
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Oonoiliation  (Trades  Disputes)  Bill  (Ho.  126)— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on    Second  Reading  [23rd 
April]. 

Objection  being  taken,  Debate  further  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Mussel  Scalps  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  169)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Mr,  Birkmyre)  •••  •••  •••  •••     876 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken, 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday  next  •••  ...  •••     876 

Pier  and  Harbour    Provisional    Orders  Gfo.  2)  Bill   Gfo.  203)  — Lords 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  iLords^  OVo.  300) 

-  Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Peebles  Poot  Pavements  Provisional  Order  Bill  —  Ordered  ^Sir  o,  Treteiyan, 

The  Lord  Advocate), 

Ordered^  That  Standing  Order  198a  be  sospended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  first 
time,--(A'»r  O,  Trevelyan:) — Bill  presenteti,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  304.] 

Message  from  the  Lokds — That  thej  have  agreed  to, — 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  12)  Bill. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intitaled,  '*  An  Act  to  regalate  the  sale  and 
use  of  Pistols."     [Pistols  Bill  [Lords].] 

Market  Oardeners*  Compensation  Bill  (Ho.  81)— Reported  from  the  standing 

Ck>mmittee  on  Trade,  &c. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printetl.     [No.  197.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed.     [No.  197.] 

Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Standing  Committee,  to  be  taken  into  consideration  apon 
Friday,  and  to  be  printed.     [BiU  305.] 

House  op  Lords  Offices — 

Ordered^  That  a  Message  be  ftent  to  the  Lonls  requesting  a  Copy  of  the  First  Report 
from  the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  their  Lordships  on  the  House  of  Lords 
Offices,— .(iS?ir  J.  T.  HibbeH.) 

Food  Peoducts  Adulteration— 

Ordered,,    That   Mr.   Maclure    be  discharged    from  the    Select    Committee  on   Food 
Products  Adulteration. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Whiteley  be  added  to  the  Committee,— (ilfr.  Altert'Douglas,) 
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SUPPLY, — considered  in  Committee  .•.  •••  •••     877 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 
1.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £74,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for 
the  Pay  and  MldcelUneous  Charges  of  the  Yeomaury  Cfavalry,  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  doriag  tke  year  ending  on  the  31at  day  of  March,  1695." 
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SUPPLY — Army  Estimates,  \%9i'0— continued. 
MotioD  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  a  »am,  not  exceeding  £34,000,  ba  graatcil  for  the  said  Servioe,"— (.ITr.  A.  C, 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  19  ; 
Noea  112.— (Division  List,  No.  149)  ...  ...  ...     883 

Qri|^iQal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

2.  £804,000,  Volunteer  Corp?.,  Pay,  and  Allowances  ...  •••     884 
After  Debate,  Vote  a^ree^ /o             .*•  .               •••                 •••  .••     911 

3.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

••That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £631,600,  b^  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  for  Transport  and  Remounts,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1895." 

After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £63J,10),  b2  grantel  for  the  said  Service,"  —  (^Vr. 
Ha^hury^  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     917 

After  short  Debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  •••     919 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to . 

Resolutions   to  be   reported    To-morrow ;    Committee   to   sit    again    To- 
morrow. 

SUPPLY— Report— 
Resolutions  [3rd  July]  reported. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-r,. 

I.  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £290,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray   the 
Chuye  for  tha  Pay,  ^.,  of  the  Medical  E-Jtablishuent,  and  the  cost  of  Mediciuos,  &c., 
whkh  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March,  1895.** 

1  •*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £600,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Chaive  for  the  Pay  and  Allowances  (exclusive  of  Supplies,  Clothing,  &c.)  of  the 
Militia  (to  a  number  not  exceeding  135,743,  including  30,000  Militia  Reserve),  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  8Ut  day  of  March, 

Resolntions  agreed  to, 

hUie  BnUdings  (London)  Bill  (Ho.  243)— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [SOth 
May]  on  consideration  of  Bill  as  amended  : — 

And  which  Amendment  was,  in  page  2,  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^*  in 
the  month  of  September,  October,  or  November," — {Colonel  Hughes.) 

Question  ^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
pat,  and  negatived. 

And,  it  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the  clock,  and  Objection  being  taken. 
Farther  Proceedings  stood  adjourned. 

Farther  Prooeeding  to  be  reftumed  upon  Friday. 
PrrmoLiiTM — 

Ordertd,  That  Mr.  Alexander  Cross  and  Mr.  Frye  be  added  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Petrolenm,— (.ITr.  T,  E.  EHU.) 

ADJOURinClNT 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  "    920 

Thb  FiNANCi  Bill — Questions,  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Sttretacj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morlej). 

agreed  to. 
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Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill  (No.  115) — 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (TAe  Lord  Bishop  of  London)     921 

After  Debate,  on  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  20 ;  Not- 
Contents  49  ...  ...  ...  ...  •••     938 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Locomotive  Threshing  Engines  Bill  (No.  124) — 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

After  short  Debate,  Bill  reporte<i   without  amendment ;  and  re-committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee. 

Notice  of  Accidents  Bill  (No.  145)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order). 

After  short  Debate,  further  Amendment  agreed  to  •••  •••     989 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

Outdoor  ReUef  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill  (No.  146)— 

Amendment  reported  (according  to  Order). 

After  short  Debate,  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow  ...  ...     940 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  147)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order). 

After  short  Debate,  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow  •••  .  ••    941 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Provisional  Orders  OVo.  2)  Bill  OVo.  76)-Retamed  from 

the  Commons  with  the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

House  of  Lords  Offices — 

Message  from  the  Commons  for  First  Report  from  the  Select  Committee  ; 
ordered  to  be  communicated  accordingly. 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders   Confirmation  (Barry,  fte.)  Bill 

[H.L.]  Qf  0.  54) — ^Hoose  in  Committee  (according  to  Order) ;  Amendments  made  : 

Standing   Committee     negatived :    The    Report    of   Amendments    to   be   reoeiyed 
To-morrow. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  2)  Bill  [h.l.j  —Bead  3*  (according  to  Order), 

and  pasned,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
Public  Libraries  (Sootland)  Bill  (Ho.   62)— Read  S*   (according   to    Oider),  and 


Bnrgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act  (1892)  Amendment  Bill  CHo.  106)-Head  &• 

(according to  Order),  and  passed  ...  ,„  ...  ...     942 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho*  148)— Amendments 

reported  (according  to  Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

Merchandise  Marks  (Prosecutions)  Bill  CHo*  133)— Read  3*  (according  to  Order), 

and  pasaed. 

Indnstrial  Sohools  Bill  {^.U^—Pretented  (Jhe  Lard  LeigK)  ;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed ; 
and  to  be  read  2*  on  Mondajr  next.    (No.  152.) 
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PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Loftdoa  Streets  and  Baildings  Bill  {by  Order)^ 

Motion  m&de,  and  QuestioD  proposod, 

-That  it  be  ao  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  they  do  insert  provisions  for  the 
parprMe  of  making  it  ompulsory  that  the  surface  water  be  carried  avray  from  under 
ami  aroand  the  site  of  every  dwelling-house  and  other  building/* — (-Vr.  Weir.) 

After   short    Debate,  Question  put  : — The    House    divided: — Ayes    15  ; 
Xoes  95. — (Division  List,  No.  150)  ...  ...  •••     944 

QUESTIONS. 
o 

Destitute  Crimean  Veterans — Question^,  Mr.  Hartley,  Sir  D.  Macfar- 

Une,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;    Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 

CAmpbell-Bannerman). 
Examinations  for  Telegraph  Clerks — Qaeetion,  Mr.  Butcher  ;  Answer, 

The  Postmastq^.Greneral  (Mr,  A.  Morlej)         •••  ...  •••     946 

The  Campdkk  Trust — Questions,  Major  Darwin ;   Answers,  The  Parlia- 

ment&rjT  Charity  Commissfoher  (Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson). 
GftEAT    North    of   Scotland    Railway   Qoods  Rates — Question,  Mr. 

SeTmour  Keay ;    Answer,   The    President    of    the    Board    of    Trade 

(Mr,  Bryce)  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••     947 

The  Protection  of  the  Shetland  Fisheries — Question,  Sir  L.  Lyell ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)   ...     948 
The   "Costa    Rica    Packet  "—Questions,  Mr.  T.  Curran,   Mr.  Hogan; 

Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E. 

Grey). 
Board   of   Irish   Lights — Question,   Mr.  O'KeeflTe ;  Answer,  The   Chief 

Secretary  for  IreUnd  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  .••  •••     949 

Gritstoke    School,     Cumberland— Question,    Mr.    J.    W.    Lowther  ; 

Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
CeiMA    and  Japan— Questions,   Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;    Answers,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ..•     950 

Cavalry  Horses— Question,  Mr.  Brookfteld ;   Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 
FoRRSs    Police  Account  Auditorship — Question,  Mr.  Beith  ;   Answer, 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  6.  Trevelyan)  ...  ...     951 

The    Accountant   General^s    Department — Question,   Mr.   Thornton ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)  .••     952 
The  Clyde  Fisheries — Question,  Mr.  Birkmjrre ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan). 
The     Albion     Colliery — Questions,     Mr.     Pritchard-Morgan,     Mr.    D. 

Thomas ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  Department 

(Mr.  Asquith)  •••  ...  •••  ..•  *•      953 

Working  Hours  in  Naval  Establishments — Questions,  Mr.  D.  Thomas, 

Sir  G.  Baden-Powell  ;  Answers,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 

R«  Robertson)  •••  ...  •«•  .«•  •••    955 

The  Welsh  Disestablishment  Bill— Question,  Mr.  D.  Thomas  ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  As  juith)  ...     956 

The  Report  of  the  Committee  on   Sea  Fisheries — Question,  Sir  A. 

Rollit ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 
Orants  to  University  CoLLEGBs-^Question,  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T,  Hibbert)  —  —     ^57 

VO  L .  XXYI.  [fourth  series.]  [  e  ] 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
IJuiy  5.]  Page 

Government  Land  Grants  in  Wales — Questions,  Mr.  Pritchard-Morgan  ; 

ADSwerSy  The  Attornej  General  (Sir  J.  Rigby). 
Ministry  of  Mines — Questions,   Mr.    Pritchard-Morgan  ;   Answers,   The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••     968 

The  Uganda  Vote— Question,  Sir  A.  RoUit ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer         ...     959 
Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Sir  C.  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 

Sir  G.  Baden-Powell,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles,  Mr.  R.  G.  Webster,  Sir  D. 

Macfarlane,  Mr.  Bartley  ;   Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  J.  Morley),  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


BXTPVIjY y'^-considered  in  Committer 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ABMY  ESTIMATES,  1S94.6. 

1.  £789,600,  Clothing  Establishments  and  Services  •••  •••     962 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  •••  •••  •.•     996 

2.  £1,807,000,  Warlike  and  other  Stores  :  Supply  and  Repau*. 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  ...  1035 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

I  **Tbat  a  som,  not  exceeding  £832,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  for  the  Royal  Engineer  Superintending  Staflf,  and  Expenditure  for  Koyal 
Engineer  Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad  (including  Purchases), 
which  will  oome  in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1895." 

Motio\i  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

««Tbat  Item  N  CBarracks  and  Ride  Ranges)  be  redoced  by  £500,'*— ('9*'*  ^*   ^clani- 

**00m)  ,,,  ,,,  ^,,  ,,,  ,,,  ...X  Uo  • 

After  short  Debate,  It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House         ...  ...  ...  ...  1043 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  also  report  Progress  ;  to 
sit  again  To-morrow. 

SlMtric  Lighting  Proyisional  Orders  (Ho.  3)  Bill  [Lords']  (Ho.  284>— Reported, 

without  Amendment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

SlMtrio  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  [Lordt]  (So.  286)— Reported, 

without  Amendment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Bleetrio  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (Ho*  5)  Bill  [Lords']  (Ho.  289)-Beported, 

without  Amendment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed] ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Om  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  1)  Bill  [Lords]  (Ho.  288)— Reported,  without 

Amendment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed] ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Om  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  2)  Bill  [Lords]  (Ho.  286)— Reported,  without 

Amendment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [Lords]  (Ho.  283)— Reported,  with  an  Amend- 
ment [Provisional  Orders  confirmed] ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-moiTow. 
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VissAGi  FROM  THi  LoRDS — That  thej  have  agreed  to, — 

Local  Government  (L-eland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  13)  Bill  ...  1044 

iDJured  Animals  Bill,  changed  from  Police  (Slaughter  of  Injured  Animals) 
Bill. 

That  thej  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  *'  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  Tramways  Act, 
1870,  relating  to  Barrow-in-Furness  Corporation  Tramways,  Liverpool 
and  Walton-on-the-Hill  Tramways,  and  Liverpool  Corporation  Tram- 
ways (Extensions).     TTramwavs   Orders   Confirmation    (No.    1)    Bill 

Horsi  or  Lords  Ofpioes — 

That  they  communicate  a  Copy  of  the  First  Report,  &c.,  from  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  their  Lordships  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment on  the  House  of  Lords  Offices,  as  desired  by  this  House. 


Orders  Confirmation  Glo.  1)  Bill   [L<Mrd9] — Read  the  first  time ;  and 
idcrrod  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  306.] 

HorsB  OP  Lords  Offices — 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  the  Hoose  of  Lords  Offices,  communicated  from  the  Lords 
[thU  day]  be  printed.    [No.  201.] 

SUPPLY— Report— 
Resolutions  [4th  July]  reported. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 

1-  **  Th»t  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £74,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  tiie  Pay  and  Miscellaneous  Charges  of  the  Yoomaniy  Cavalry,  which  will  come  in 
oaofM  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1895." 

1  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £804,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  for  Capitation  Orants  and  Miscellaneous  Charges  of  Volunteer  Corps,  including 
Pkj,  Jfec.  of  the  Permanent  Staff,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March  1895.** 

1  **  That  a  sum.  not  exceeding  £631,100,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  for  Transport  and  Remounts,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1896.** 

Reeolations  agreed  to, 
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Looal  Oaramment  Provitional  Orders  (No.  IS)  Bill  (No.  122)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Hoase  to  be  put  into  Committee,  read  ...  1046 

After  short  Debate,  Committee  put  off  to  Thursday  next        •••  •••  1047 

lliMi  Bill- 
Bill  to  give  certain  powers  in  respect  of  aliens — Presented  {The  Marquess 
ef  Salisburg), 

After  Debate,  Bill  read  1* ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Friday 
next.     (No.  155)  •••  •••  ...  •••  ••«  1060 

kroe&y  Act  Amendment  Bill  (No.  1S6)— 

Older  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

VoTed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (  The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com* 

to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honne  on  Monday  next  •••  1061 

[«2] 
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Injured  AnifnaU  Bill  (No.  134)— Beturned  from  the  Commons  with  the  Amendmenta 
agreed  to,  with  an  Amendment. 

L«cal  Oovemment  Proyiaional  Orders  Ofo.  7)  Bill  CNo.  118)— House  in 

Committee   (accoriling  to  Order)  :    Bill   reported  without  Amendment :   Standing 
Committee  negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  »•  on  Monciay  next. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  OSTo.  9)  Bill  (Ho.  119)— House  in  Com- 
mittee (according  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment :  Standing  Committee 
negatived  ;  ami  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next  .,,  ...  .,,   1062 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  10)  Bill  (Ho.  120)— House  in  Com- 
mittee (according  to  Order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment :  Standing  Committee 
negatived ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  (Ho.    19)  Bill  (Ho.  128)— House  in 

Committee  (according  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  Bill  (Ho.  95)— House  in 

Committee  (according  to  Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
the  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received  on  Monday  next. 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,   ftc.)  Bill 

[h.l.]. — Amendments)  reported  (according  to  Order), and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  on  Monday 
next. 

Priie  Courts  Bill  [u.l.]  (Ho*  66) — Head  3*  (according  to  Order) ;  Amendments  made ; 
Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Hotice  of  Accidents  Bill  CHo.  146) — Road  8*  (according  to  Order),  with  the  Amend- 
ments, and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Outdoor  Belief  CFriendly  Societies)  Bill  (Ho.  148)— Bead  a-  (according  to  Order), 

with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  a884)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  147)— Read  3*  (according 

to  Order),  and  passed. 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  QSSO)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  148)— Read  3« 

(according  to  Order),  with  the  Amendments,  and  patted,  and    returned    to   the 
Commons        .,,  .,,  ...  ...  ...  „,   1068 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [n,L.]^Pr0ient<fd  (JThe  Earl  of  ChegterJUld)  ; 
read  !• ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Tuesday  next.    (No.  163.) 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill  [^.i^*^— Presented  (The  Lord  CJuiru*ellor)  ;  read 
1* ;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  154.) 
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Berehaven  Harbour — Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  President  of 

the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 
"Army    Highlows'' — Question,  Captain  Norton;    Answer,  The  Financial 

Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodali)       ...  ...  ...1064 

General  Post  Office,  Dublin — Questions,  Mr.  Hajden  ;  Answers,  The 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
Evictions  ik  South  Leitbim — Question,  Mr.  Tully ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  •••  1066 

Geldbston  Church  Schools — Question,  Mr.  Harry  Foster ;  Answer,  The 

Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland)     •••  ...  •••  1066 
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DBUMHARKiyp     Brtdos — QaestioD,    Mr.    Hajden;    Answer,    The    Chief 

SecreUrj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morlej)  ...  •••  —  ^^' 

GoTUunfSMT  Coi^TRACTS  AND  Fair  Wages — Quftstions,  Colonel  Howard 

Vincent ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  1068 
BvoQTB    Drivsrs   AT  WooLWiCH   Arsenal — QuestioQ,   Mr.   Macdonald  ; 

Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodall)  for 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
Thi  Manufacture   of   Warlike   Stores — Questions,   Colonel   Howard 

Vincent ;  Answers,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr. 

Woodall)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1069 

Ladt  Factort  Inspectors — Questions,  Captain  Donelan  ;  Answers,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Chiha  and  Japan — Questions,    Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;   Answers,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  1070 

The  Fle^k    VIills   Fisheries — Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
RoTAL  Hospital  for  Incurables,  Dublin — Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy, 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;   Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 

J.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...  •••  •••  1072 

MiTRr)poLiTAN  Police  Boots — Question,  Captain  Norton  ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...  1074 

Rifle  Practice  dn  Wimbledon  Common — Question,  Mr.  Bartley ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••  1076 

Edccation    Report — Question,    Sir    F.    S.    Powell  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 

President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
UniTERsiTT    Colleges — Questions,    Sir   F.   S.    Powell  ;    Answers,    The 

Vioe  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland)      •••  •••  ...  1077 

Cathedrals  and  Abbeys  in  Scotland— Question,  Mr.  Carvell  Williams ; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone). 
Worship  Street  Police  Court — Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...  1078 

Halsham  School,  Yorkshire — Question,  Sir  F.  S.  Powell ;   Answer,  The 

Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
Thames    Shipbuilding    Firms   and   Naval   Contracts — Question,   Mr. 

Macdonald  ;  Answer,   The  Secretary   to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay- 

Shutileworth)  .••  ...  ...  ...  •••  1079 

Kailwat    Bates     Bill — Question,     Sir    J.    Whitehead ;    Answer,    The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  ...  ...  1080 

Restrictions  on  the  Sale  op  Swine — Question,  Mr.  H.  Roberts ;  Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  H.  Gardner). 
The  Baladhtn   Murder  Case — Question,  Mr.    Naoroji ;    Answer,   The 

Secreury  of  Sute  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  ...  ...  1081 

The  Wihwick  Rectory  Act— Question,  Mr.  Legh  ;  Answer,  The  Comp- 
troller of  the  Household  (Mr.  Leveson-Gower)  ...  ...  1082 

New  Member  Sworn — Batty  Langley,   esquire,  for  Sheffield  (Attercliffe 
Division). 

ORDERS    OF     THE     DAY. 


SUPPLY, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ABMY  K6T1  MATES,  1894-96. 

1.  £882,600,  Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs  :    Costs,  including   Superin- 
tending  Staff. 
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SXTPFLY— continued. 
After  Debate,  Vote  a^reerf /o  ...  ...  ...  ...  1115 

2.  £114,600,  Establishmeots  for  Military  Education. 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ...  ..."  •••1180 

3.  £130,600,  Suiidrj  Miscellaneous  Effective  Services. 
After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  P,  £76,000,  Interest  on  the  Imperial  Defence  Loan,  be  reduced  by 

il2o,000r-{Sir  B.  Temple)  ...  ...  ...  ...    1146 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes 
26;  Noes  93.— (Division  List,  No.  151)  ...  ...  ...  1148 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  a^reerf  <o    ...  ...  ...  .«•  1149 

4.  £257,600,  Salaries  and  Miscellaneous  Charges  of  the  War  Office. 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (if r.  Campbell- Bannermauj) 
— ^put,  and  a^rcerf /o    ...  ...  ...  ...  ...1150 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  also  report 
Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Parochial     Bleotors     (Begistration     Aoeeleration)    (re-committed)    Bill 

(No.  282) — Committee.     [^ProgresSy  Srd  July.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  16,  after  the  word  **  shall,"  to  insert 
the  words  "if  possible," — {Mr,  Grant  Lawson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...   1156 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  .«,  ..•  1159 

Clause  2. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (2), — {Mr,  Bartleg)         •••  1161 

Question  proposed,  '*"  That  Sab-section  (2)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  1163 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3.  \ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  ^Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  puf.t}  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  cbusidered  upon  Monday  next. 

Contaponi  Diseases  (Animals)  Aoli  Amendment  Bill  CVo.  297)— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read.     I 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propospl,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (^r.  ff.  Gardner,)        \ 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  beink  taken  ...  •••  .•«  1164 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

\ 
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Hocss    OF    Commons    (Vacating    or    Seats)— Motion    for   a    Seleet 
Committee — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  Tbat  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  ami  report  on  the  circumstances 
attending  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the  Attercliffe  Division  of  Sheffield,  on  the  26th 
daj  of  June,  1894,  and  also  to  inquire  into  the  Law  and  Practice  of  Parliament  in 
reference  to  the  Vacating  of  Seats  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  whether  any  and 
what  changes  it  is  desirable  should  be  made  therein," — (-Vr.  Secretary  A$quith.) 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  from  the  words 
**  report  on,"  in  line  1 ,  to  the  word  "  into,"  in  line  3  inclusive, — 
{Sir  fy,  Latoson)         ...  •••  •••  •••  •••  1165 

Qaestton  proposed,  ^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  1166 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Orderly  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  and  report  on  the 
diciimstanoes  attending  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the  Attercliffe  Division  of  Sheffield, 
on  the  26th  day  of  June,  1894,  and  also  to  inquire  into  the  Law  and  Practice  of 
Bkriiainent  in  reference  to  the  Vacating  of  Seats  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
whether  it  is  desirable  that  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  changes  should  be  made  therein. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of, — Mr.  Secretary  Asquith,  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Mr.  Balfour.  Mr.  Blake,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Curzon,  Sir  Charles  Dilkc, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healv,  Mr.  Hunter,  Sir  Henry  James,  Mr.  Grant  Lawson.  Sir  George 
Osborne  Morgan,  dir  John  Mowbray,  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  and  Viscount  Wolmer. 

Ordertdy  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Fire  be  the  quorum. 

Bi0trie  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  Of  o.  3)  Bill  [Lord$]  OTo.  284)-Bead 

the  third  time,  and  passed,  without  amendment  „.  ...  ...   1 167 


mMtm  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  [Lords]  OTo.  285)-Read 

the  third  time,  and  passed,  without  amendment. 


BeetriA  Lighting  Proviuonal  Orders  Olo.  5)  Bill  [Lords]  (So.  289)-Bead 

the  third  time,  and  passed,  without  amendment. 

fas  Orders  Confirmation  Olo.  1)  Bill  [Lords]  (So.  288)~Read  the  third  time, 

and  paawd,  without  amendment, 

fas  Orders  Confirmation  (So.  2)  Bill  [Lords]  (So.  286>— Bead  the  third  time, 

•od  pasted,  without  amendment. 

Vtter  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [Lords]  (So.  283)^A8  amended,  considered ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

K^fired  Animals  Bill  [changed  from  Polioe  (Slanghter  of  Injured  Animals) 

Bill]  Olo.  208)— Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered  forthwith  ;  Considered,  and 
af^reed  to,  with  an  amendment. 

Mbssaok  from  the  Lords — 

That  thej  have  agreed  to--' 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bill. 

Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act  (1892)  Amendment  Bill. 

Merchandise  Marks  (Prosecutions)  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

That  thej  have   passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  ^^  An  Act  to  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  *  The  Tramways 
Act,  1870/  relating  to  Croydon  Corporation  Tramways,  Croydon  Tram- 
ways (Extensions^  and  South  Stafibrdshire  Tramways.*'     [Tramways 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill  [Zonit].] 
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Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  2)  Bill  [Xorrf#]— Read  the  fint  time ;  and 

referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Priyate  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  307]   1 168 

SUPPLY— Report— 

Resolutions  [5th  Julj]  reported. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-95. 

1.  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £789,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  for  Clothing  Establishments  and  Seryices  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1895." 

2.  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1.807,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  for  the  Supply  and  Repair  of  Warlike  and  other  Stores,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1895." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Explosive  Substances  in  Sessioa 
1874,  together  with  the  Minutes  of  Evidence,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Petroleum,— (.Vr.  Mundella.) 

Zanzibar  Indemnity — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

IU$olved^  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Treasury  to  indemnify  the  Bank  of 
England  with  respect  to  the  Transfer  of  Consolidated  Bank  Annuities  standing  in  th» 
name  of  the  late  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  and  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  the 
Conaolidiited  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  of  any  money  payable  in  pursuance  of 
such  Indemnity. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

LORDS,     MONDAY,    JULY    9. 

Licences  in  Lewis — Question  aud  Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Herschell)  ...  •••  1169 

Income  Tax  on  Lighthouses — Question  and   Observations,  Lord  Stanley 

of  Alderley  ;  Answer,  Lord  Playfair  ...  •••  ...  1 172 

Unsanitabt  Condition  of  Malta  Harbour — Questions  and  Observstions, 
Viscount  Sidmouth  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(The  Marquess  of  Ripon),  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Earl 
Spencer)  •••  •••  ...  •••  ...  1175 

Induatrial  Schools  Bill  (Vo.  64)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Movedy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (TAc  Lord  Leigh)  ...  1178 

After   short   Debate,  Motion   agreed  to;  Bill   read   2^   accordingly,    and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next         ...  1180 

Quarries  Bill  (Ho.  149)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved^  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2%"— (TAe  Earl  of  Chesterjield.) 

After  short  Debate,   Motion   agreed  to ;    Bill   read  2^  accordingly,   and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next        •••  1182 

Sea  Fisheries  (SheU  Fish)  Bill  (Ho.  141)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

After    short  Debate,   Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be   now   read  2%"— ( The 
Lord  Pla^air.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordinglj,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next  •••  •••    1 188 


\ 
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Ibetrie  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (Vo.  8)  Bill  [H.L.]-*Retiirned  from  the 

Oommoiis  agreed  to. 

■oetrie  Liriitmg  Provisional  Orders  (Vo.  4)  Bill  [h.l.]  Qfo.  47)— Hetarned 

from  the  Conunons  agreed  to. 


■eetrio  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  5)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ko.  50)— Returned 

from  the  CommonB  agreed  to. 

8ss  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ka  41)  —  Betumed  from  the 

Oommons  agreed  to. 

8ss  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill  [h.l.]  (iTo.  42)  —  Retnmed  from  the 

Oammoafl  agreed  to. 

Maskiko  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce — 

SBoood  Report  from  the  Select  Committee  (with  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee) made,  and  to  be  printed.  Minutes  of  Evidence,  together  with  an 
Appendix,  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  delivered  out.    (No.  166.) 

lisal  Ooremmont  (Ireland)  Provinonal  Order  (No.  5)  Bill  (No.  116)~ 

Hooae  in   Committee  (aooording  to    Order)  :  Amendments  made :   Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived  :  The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow  ,,.    1 184 

Uml  OoTemment  Provifional  Orders  (No- 14)  Bill  (No.  150)— 
Mm^ed  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  daj  of  March  last 

'That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order 
or  Prorisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  'niesday  the  26th  day  of 
June  next," 

be  diflpensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2* ;  agreed  to :  Bill  read 
2*  accordingly. 

Iml  Ooremment  Provifional  Orders  (No- 18)  Bill  (No.  15D— 
Moved  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  daj  of  March  last 

*  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  confirming  anv  Provisional  Order 
or  Proridonal  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of 
Jnae  next,'* 

be  dispensed   with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2*  ;  agreed  to  :  Bill  read 
2*  accordingly. 

Isnl  OoTemmont  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No- 1)  Bill  (No-  138)— 
Moved  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  day  of  March  last 

*  Aat  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order 
or  Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of 
JoiM  next,*' 


be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2* ;  agreed  to :  Bill  read 
2*  accordingly ,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
To-»morrow. 

IsMl  Goremment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No- 14)  Bill  (No.  137)— 
Moood  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  day  of  Mareh  last 

*That  no  BiU  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  confirming  any  Prorisional  Order 
or  Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Tuesday  the  2Sth  day  of 
Jane  nszt,** 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2* ;  agreed  to :  Bill  read 
2^  aoeordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
To-morrow* 
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Pier  and  Harbour  Provifional  Order  (Vo.  8)  Bill  OTo.  189)— 

Moved  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  daj  of  March  last  •••  1185 

"  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  con&rmine  any  ProYisional  Order 
or  Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of 
June  next" 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2* ;  agreed  to  :  Bill  read 
2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
To-morrow. 

Pier  and  Harbour  ProyiBional  Orders  (So.  4)  Bill  Glo.  148)— 

Moved  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  day  of  March  last 

"  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  confirming  any  Proyisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of 
June  next," 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2*  ;  agreed  to  :  Bill  read 
2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
To-morrow. 

Local  Ooyemment  Proyiaional   Orders  CHo.  7)  Bill  (Ho.  118)— Read  3* 

(according  to  Order)  and  passecL 

Local  Ooyemment  Provisional  Orders  (ffo.  9)  Bill  Olo.  119)— Read  3*  (according 

to  Order),  and  passed. 

Local   Ooyemment  Provisional  Order  (Vo.  10)  Bill  (Ho.  180)  —  Read  3* 

(according  to  Order),  and  passed. 

Local  Ooyemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  16)  Bill  CVo.  187)-'House  in  Com- 
mittee (according  to  Order)  :  An  Amendment  made  :  Standing  Committee  negatived  : 
The  Report  of  the  Amendment  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  Ofo-  19)  Bill  Ofo.   188)— Read   3* 

(according  to  Order),  and  passed. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law)  Bill  (Vo*  95)— Amend- 

ments  reported  (according  to  Older),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow  ...   1186 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  fto.)  Bill 

rH,L.]   (Vo.  64)  —  Read  3*  (according  to  Older),  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

Larceny  Act  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.]  (Vo.  186)— House  in  Committee  (accoxding  to 

Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

COMMONS,     MONDAY,    JULY    9. 

QUE  S  TIONS . 

o 

Thb  Education  Department  and  Voluntary  Schools — Questions,  Mr. 

Talbot ;  Answers,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
The  West  Highland  Railway  and  the  Port  William  Foreshores — 

Question,  Sir  D.  Macfarlane ;    Answer,  The  Presideot  of  the   Board 

of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  ...  ...  •••  •••  1188 

Pauper  Settlements— Question,  Mr.   Macartney  ;    Answer,  The    Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Alleged  Intimidation  in  Monaghan— Question,  Mr.  Macartney  ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  •••  1189 

The    Corvee    in    Egypt— Questions,    Mr.     S.     Smith,  Mr.   Pierpoint ; 

Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for   Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  £. 

Grey). 
Grazing  on  Public  Roads  in  Scotland*— Qneetion,  Mr.  Weir  ;  Answer, 

The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  •••  ...    .  •«•  1191 
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Pbotbction  of  Fishbbiss  in  the  Western   Highlands — Question,  Mr. 

Weir  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G,  Trevelyan). 
The  Saxtcoats  Crofters  Settlement — Qaestion,  Mr.  Weir ;    Answer, 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  ...  ...  1192 

The  Ca8E  of  John  Smith— Question,  Mr.  George  Palmer ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
SAXtTARr  Regulations  at  Hampstead — Questions,  Mr.  Weir ;  Answers, 

The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)     ..•  1193 
School  Attendance  Committees — Question,  Mr.  H.  Hobhouse  ;   Answer, 

The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
Local  Government  Act,  1H94 — Question,  Mr.  H.  Hobhouse  ;  Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Local  Grovemment  Board  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  •••  1194 

Dinominational    Teaching    in    Elementary    Schools — Question,  Mr. 

Bocbe  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
Gifts   to  the  Nation  and  the   Estate   Duty — Question,   Mr.   Gibson 

Bowles ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  1196 
Payment  of  Election  Expenses — Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
The    Inhabited   House   Duty — Question,   Mr.   Bartley ;    Answer,    The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill-— Questions,  Mr.  Legh,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Answers, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
Dowkpatrick  Water   Supply— Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;    Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     •••  •••  ...  1196 

The  CoRviE  in  Egypt — Questions,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Legh  ;  Answers, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  •••  1197 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


liaanoe  Bill  (No.  308) — Consideration — 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  •••  •••  •••  •••  1198 

New  Clause— 

(Ko  Sstat«  Daty  shall  be  paid  on  interest  in  expectancy  before  it  falls  into  poasession.) 

"  No  Estate  Duty  shall  be  pajable  in  respect  of  any  interest  in  expectancy  unless  such 
interest  falls  into  possession  during  the  life  of  the  person  beneflcially  entitled  thereto, 
sad  if  there  shall  naTe  been  paid  with  the  duty  on  the  rest  of  the  estate  any  duty 
vhich  by  resson  of  the  death  of  the  person  beneficially  entitled  to  the  said  interest 
belore  it  falls  into  possession  shall  not  be  payable,  the  Ck>mmissioner8  shall  repay  such 
duty  (together  with  the  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds  per  centum  per 
annum  from  the  date  of  the  pigment  thereof)  to  the  person  who  paid  such  duty/  — 
{Sir  M,  Hiehi-Beaeh.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  ...  •••  •••  1200 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.'' 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  130 ;  Noes  189. 
— (DiTision  List,  No.  152)  •••  •••  •••  •••  1209 

New  Clause— 

(Legacy  and  Succession  Duties  on  interests  in  expectancy  in  certain  cases.) 

*  Where  an  interest  in  expectancy  in  any  real  or  personal  property  to  which  any  person 
•hall  become  entitled  on  any  death  shall,  before  such  interest  falls  into  possession, 
have  pMiort  by  reason  <A  death  to  any  other  person  or  persons,  then  one  Legacy  or 
Succesrion  Duty  only  shall  be  paid  in  respect  of  such  interest,  and  shall  be  due  from 
the  person  who  shall  first  beoome  entitled  to  such  property  in  possession,  but  such 
duty  shall  be  at  the  highest  rate  which,  if  tYorj  such  person  had  been  subject  to  duty, 
wQoki  hare  been  payable  bj  any  one  of  them,*^— (Ar  Jf.  Hiek^BeBch*) 
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Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  ...  ...  •••  1215 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  193  ;  Noes  231. 
— (Division  List,  No.  153)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1222 

New  Clause — 

(Land  to  be  taken  in  lieu  of  payment  in  certain  cases.) 

**  Where  any  part  of  the  estate  consists  of  land  used  for  the  parposes  of  agriculture,  or 
cultivation  within  the  meaning  of  '  The  Small  Holdings  Act,  1892/  and  the  owner 
of  the  land  is  able  to  show  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners,  or  to  the  High 
Court  upon  appeal,  that  he  is  unable  to  pay  the  Estate  Duty  in  respect  of  such  land 
otherwise  than  by  a  forced  sale  of  the  same,  or  of  part  thereof,  he  may  require  the 
Commissioners  to  make  a  valuation  of  any  specified  part  or  parts  of  such  land 
separately  ;  and  the  Commissioners  shall  thereu{>on  make  such  separate  valuation,  and 
shall  give  particulars  thereof  to  the  said  owner  of  the  land. 

Such  owner  may  at  any  time  within  twenty-eight  days  after  the  said  particulars  have 
been  received  by  him  give  notice  in  writing  to  the  Commissioners  that  he  requires 
them  to  accept,  in  lieu  of  the  duty  or  of  any  part  thereof  payable  in  respect  of  any 
land  of  the  description  in  this  section  mentioned,  a  transfer  of  such  portion  or 
portions  of  the  land  to  which  the  said  particulars  relate  as  will,  taken  at  the  value 
placed  therci^n  by  the  Commissioners,  be  an  equivalent  to  the  said  duty. 

The  Comptroller  of  Inland  Revenue  for  the  time  being  shall,  by  virtue  of  his  appoint- 
ment, be  '  the  Inland  Revenue  Trustee,'  and  such  trustee  shall,  for  the  purpose  of 
taking,  holding,  conveying,  and  transferring  any  land  which  shall  become  vested 
in  him  in  purHuance  of  this  section,  be  a  corporation  sole  by  the  name  of  *  the  Inland 
Revenue  Trustee,'  and  shall  have  perpetual  succession. 

The  Commissioners  shall,  upon  receiving  the  notice  in  this  section  mentioned,  be  deemed 
to  have  contracted  to  acquire  the  land  specified  in  the  notice  for  the  sum  stated  in 
the  said  particulars  to  be  the  value  thereof,  and  the  owner  of  the  land  shall  forthwith 
apply,  under  '  The  Land  Transfer  Act,  1875,'  or  any  Act  amending  the  same,  that  the 
Inland  Revenue  Trustee  may  be  registered  as  proprietor  of  such  l^d  with  an  absolute 
title,  and  shall  do,  or  cause  to  be  done,  all  acts,  matters,  and  things  requisite  or 
proper  for  effecting  such  registration. 

If  such  registration  is  effected  all  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  properly  incurred  by 
such  owner  in  effecting  the  same  shall  be  recoverable  by  him  from  the  Commissioners, 
and  may  be  deducted  out  of  any  sum  payable  by  him  for  Estate  Duty  in  respect  of 
any  property  passing  upon  the  same  death. 

If  the  said  application  to  register  fails,  then  the  Commissioners  shall  have  the  same 
*  right  to  recover  Estate  Duty  in  respect  of  the  said  land  as  if  the  notice  mentioned  in 
this  section  had  not  been  given. 

Whenever  land  shall  be  registered  in  the  name  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Trustee  as  pro- 
prietor with  an  absolute  title  in  pursuance  of  this  section,  such  land  shall  be  accepted 
f>y  the  Commissioners,  so  far  as  its  value  as  specified  in  the  said  particulars  shall 
extend,  in  lieu  and  in  satisfaction  of  the  Estate  Duty  payable  in  respect  of  any  land 
of  the  description  in  this  section  mentioned  forming  part  of  the  estate,  and  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  shall  apply  with  the  necessary  modifications  as  if  the  said  duty 
oad  been  paid  in  money. 

Where  land  had  become  vested  in  the  Inland  Revenue  Trustee  in  pursuance  of  this 
section,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commissioners  to  give  notice  to  the  Council  of 
every  parish,  district,  and  county  in  which  such  land  is  situate  that  applications 
may  be  made  to  the  Commissioners  for  the  acquisition  of  such  land,  or  any  part 
thereof,  for  the  purposes  of  allotments  or  small  holdings,  and  such  Councils  may 
proceed  for  the  acquisition  of  such  land  for  the  purposes  aforesaid  under  the  powers 
conferred  on  them  respectively  by  the  Allotments  Acts  1887  and  1890,  *The  Small 
Holdings  Act,  1892,'  and  •The  Local  Government  Act,  1894,'  or  any  of  them/'— 
(J/r.  Chaplin,^ 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••  1228 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.'' 

After  Debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided: — ^Ayes   147;   Noes 
187.— (Diyision  List,  No.  154)  ...  ...  ...  1241 
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FnuicE  BiLL-^-eanHnued. 
New  Claotfe — 

After  Clause  •i,  to  insert  the  following  Claase  : — 

(Provision  for  Estate  Duty  by  life  insurance.) 

**  When  the  deceased  has,  during  his  own  life,  expressly  provided  for  payment  of  the 
ItuUe  Duty  on  any  property  passing  at  his  death,  or  lor  any  part  of  such  Estate 
Daly,  by  insurint?  his  lite  for  that  purpose,  such  sums  of  money  as  shall  be  payable 
tn  lUs  estate  under  such  insurance  policy  shall  not  be  aggregated  with  any  other 
pruperty  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  rate  of  Estate  Duty,  and  no  Estate  Duty 
•haU  he  payable  thereon.*" — (.Vr.  ffmeage.') 

Claase  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••  1242 

IfodoD  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
lime," 

After  Debate,  Motion  and  Claase,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••  1249 

New  Clause — 

(Exemption  of  estates  of  £5,000  of  persons  killed  in  discharge  of  public  duty.) 

*  latote  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  an  estate  the  principal  ralue  of  which  does  not 
exceed  tLre  tbonsand  ponncis,  in  the  case  of  any  perK>n  killed  directly  or  indirectly  in 
the  performance  of  his  duty,  either  in  the  Army  or  the  Navy,  or  who  loses  his  life  in 
the  perfbrmaoce  of  an  heroic  act  of  saving,  or  attempting  to  save,  another  person 
from  danger,  disease,  or  accident," — {Mr,  BartUy.) 

Claase  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••  1258 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.*' 

After  short  Debate,   Question   put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes   83  ; 
Noes  140. — (Division  List,  No.  155)  •••  •••  •••  1258 

New  Claase — 

(If  estate  becomes  again  leviable  within  eight  years  half  duty  only  to  be  charged.) 

**  When  Estate  Dat  j  has  been  paid  in  respect  of  any  property,  and  within  eight  years  after 
the  decease  of  the  person  upon  whose  death  the  duty  beoune  payable,  any  person  to 
whom  any  part  of  snch  property  passed  shall  die,  then,  in  respect  of  so  much  of  the 
mid  property  whether  real  or  personal  which  so  passed  to  the  second  person  as  shall 
have  been  maintained  onchanged  by  him  and  passes  at  his  death,  one-half  only  of  the 
Estate  Duty  otherwise  authorised  by  this  Act  shall  be  leviable  ;  and  this  provision 
•hall  apply  in  respect  of  all  saoosssive  deaths  occurring  within  five  years  from  the 
<leoeaae  of  the  penon  first  named  in  this  section,** — (^Mr,  Courtney.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••  1260 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, ''  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The   House   divided  : — ^Ajes    1 27  ; 
Noes  165. — (Division  List,  No.  156)  •••  •••  •••  1264 

New  Clause — 

(Remiadon  of  Estate  Duty  on  property  passing  to  wife  or  husband.) 

**  If  the  Estate  Duty  payable  in  respect  of  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased 
to  his  or  her  wife  or  husband  for  his  or  her  own  use  or  benefit  shall  not  exceed  the 
■state  Duty  payable  in  respect  of  one- third  of  the  property  passing  on  such  death, 
the  whole  of  such  duty  or,  if  such  duty  shall  exceed  the  Bfstate  Duty  payable  in 
fMpect  of  such  one-thiid,  the  amount  of  the  excess  shall  be  remitted  or  repaid  by  the 
Coaunissionert  to  such  wife  or  husband,'*^ ^Vr.  Byrne.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••  1265 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.*^ 

After  Debate,  Question  put  :^The  House  divided  z^-Ajes  149  ;  Noes  179. 
^Division  List,  No.  157)  «••  •••  •••  •••  1272 
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Finance  Bill — continued. 

New  Claase — 

(Friendly  Societies  (Exemption).)  • 

"  (1)  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  in  respect  of  any 
capital  sum  not  exceeding  two  hundred  pounds,  or  any  annuity  the  principal  value  of 
which  does  not  exceed  two  hundred  pounds  proviiled  by  the  deceasea  in  his  lifetime 
under  the  rules  of  any  friendly,  provident,  or  industrial  society  of  which  the  deceased 
was  a  member,  and  payable  on  his  death  by  the  trustees  of  such  society,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  this  section  the  Customs  Annuity  and  Benevolent  Fund  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  friendly  society. 

(2)  The  duty  mentioned  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act  shall 
not  be  payable  in  respect  of  any  property  which  would  but  for  this  section  be  charge- 
able  with  Estate  Duty,"— ( Jfr.  Butcher,) 

Clause  broagbt  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  ...  1274 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 


time." 


After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  132  ;  Noes  163. 
— (Division  List,  No.  158)  ...  ...  •••  ...  1278 

Further  Proceedings  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

Pilotage  Bill  (So.  287)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Objection  being  taken.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^That  the 
Order  be  discharged  and  Bill  withdrawn," — (Sir  A,  Rollit.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Water  Orders  Gonfimiation  Bill  [Lord*]  (Ho.  283)— Read  the  thini  time,  and 

passed,  with  an  Amendment. 

Message  from  the  Lords, — That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendment  Bill  ...  ...  1279 

Notice  of  Accidents  Bill. 

Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill. 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill. 

That  thej  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled  *^  An  Act  to  make  further  provision 
for  the  establishment  of  Prize  Courts  ;  and  for  other  purposes  connected 
therewith."     [Prize  Courts  Bill  [Lorrf^].] 

Paroohial  Eleotorf  (Registration  Acceleration)  Bill  (So.  282)— As  amended, 

considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 
SUPPLY— Report— 

Resolutions  [6th  July]  reported. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  ld9M. 

1.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £882,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  for  the  Royal  Engineer  Superintending  Staff,  and  Expenditure  for  Royal 
Engineer  Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad  (including  Purchases), 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March,  1896." 

2.  ^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £114,500,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty ,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Establishments  for  Military  Education,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1895/* 

3.  *<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £180,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  for  Sundry  Miscellaneous  Effective  Services,  which  will  como  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1896.'* 

ResolutionB  agreed  to. 
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Zamubar  Indemnity — 

Beulntian  reported, 

'*T1ua  it  U  expedient  to  authorise  the  Treasury  to  indemnify  the  Bank  of  England  with 
respect  to  the  Transfer  of  Consolidated  Bank  Annuities  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
late  8nlum  of  Zanzibar,  and  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  of  any  money  payable  in  pursuance  of  such  Indemnity." 

Seaolatioa  agreed  to. 

Bin  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mellor,  Sir  John  Hibbert,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  Sir  Edward  Grey. 

KU  preaeoted,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  SOS.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  10. 
Pttmtioii  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  (No.  144)— 

AmeodmentA  reported  (acoording  to  Order)  •••  •••  •••  1281 

Several  AmeodmeDte,  proposed  bj  the  Lord  Chancellor,  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Tharsdav  next ;  and  to  be  printed,  as  amended.     (No. 
160.) 

▲mrxBTisiNQ  Post  Office  Sayings  Banks — Qaestions  and  Observations, 
Lord  Stanlej  of  Alderley  t  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  Lord  President  of  the  Connoil  (The  Earl  of  Bosebery)  ...  1283 

Wttsr  Orders  Conftnnation  BUI  [h.l.1  (Ho.  44)~Retamed  from  the  Commons, 

i^ned  to  with  iin  Amendment  ,,,  ...  ...  ...   1286 

iMOBOtiye  Threshing  Engines  Bill  (Ho.  124)— Reported  from  the  standing  Com- 
mittee with  AmendmentA  :  the  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ;  and 
KU  to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  158.) 

Isneny  Act  Annendment  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  136) — Reported  from  the  standing 

Committ'Ce  without  Amendment,  and  to  be  read  8*  on  Thursday  next. 

TOWX   l3fPROV£MBNT8    (BeTTEBMENT) 

Siport  from  the  Select  Committee  (with  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee)  made,  and 

to  be  printeiL 
lOaates  of  BTidence,  together  with  an  Appendix,  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 

dBUrered  oat    (No.  169.> 

loesl  eoremment  (Ireland)  ProYisional  Order  (Ho.  5)  Bill  (Ho.  116)— 

Anendments  reported  (According  to  Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

loesl  Ooremment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  1)  Bill  (ffo.  138)— House 

ia  Comoiittee  (according  to  Order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment :  Standing 
OonmittM  negatiTed ;  and  BiU  to  be  read  9*  on  Thursday  next. 

Ussl  QoTemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  14)  Bill  (Ho.  137)— 

Hoa»  in  Oommittae  (according  to  Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing  Committee 
ae^itirad  :  the  Report  of  Am^dments  to  be  recdTed  on  Thursday  next. 

Iseal  Oovamment  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  16)  Bill  CHo.  127)— Amendment 

repocted  (according  to  Order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Lsssl  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law)  Bill  (Ho.  95) -Read  s* 

(aooording  to  Order),  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned    to   the 
C<wmons        ...  ^,  ...  ...  ...  ...  1287 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

COMMONS,     TUESDAY,    JULY     10.  Page 

PRIVATE     BUSINESS. 


Thames  Conservanoy  Bill — 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [28th 
June]  to  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  now  considered,"  in 
order  to  add  the  words  "  re-committed  to  the  former  Committee," — -{Mr. 
J,  Stuart,) 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  '  now  considered  *  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  considered. 

Several  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  Ume^'^iDr.  Farqnharsan)  ...  ...  ...  ,„   1298 

After  short  Debate,  the  Motion  being  opposed,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 
Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 

Q  ITE  S  TI  0  NS  . 


Assault  on  the  Rev.  W.  M'Cartan — Question,  Mr.  M^Cartan ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Education  in   Egypt  —  Question,  Mr.  Seton-Karr  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)         ...  ...   1295 

CoMMANDEERiNa  IN  THE  Transvaal — Questions,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett, 

Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  Answers,    The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 

Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  .«•  •••  ...  .•«  1296 

The  Naval  Maxceuvres — Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  ..»  .••  1297 

Slave  Raiding  in  Ntassaland — Question,   Mr.  J.   A.   Pease  ;    Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey). 
Fees  to  Crown  Counsel — Question,  Mr.  Powell  Williams  ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  ...  1298 

Lbitrim  and   the  Irish  Reproductive    Loan  Fund  —  Question,  Mr. 

Tally  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  f  ir  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Elections  under  the  Local   Government  Act,  1894 — Question,   Mr. 

Strachey  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 

Shaw-Lefevre)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1299 

CoREA — Question,  Sir  E.  Ash  mead-Bart  lett ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  ...   1300 

Swaziland  —  Question,     Sir    G.     Baden-Powell  ;     Answer,    The     Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  6.  Buxton). 
Merchant    Shipping     Acts    Consolidation     Bill— Question,    Sir    G. 

Baden-Powell ;  Answer,   The  President   of  the  Board   of  Trade  (Mr. 

Bryce). 
Scheme   for  Mitigating  Crimping — Question,     Sir    G.    Baden-Powell; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  •••  ISOl 
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Thi  Case  of  tub  "  Helvetia  " — Question,  Mr.  Macdooa  ;  Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 
The    Limerick  *  Assizes — Questions,  Mr.   T.   W.   Russell,   Mr.    Sexton ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)...  ...   1302 

Accidetvts  at  Uffinoton  Station — Question,  Mr.  Wroughton  ;   Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  •••  ...   1304 

BtTiBioN  Sessions  in  County  Cavan — Question,   Mr.  Young  ;    Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Telegraphic  Communication    between    Canada    and   Australasia — 

QuestioQ,    Sir   G.    Baden-Powell  ;    Answer,    The     Secretary    to     the 

Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)  ...  ...  ...   1306 

Uisa   Land   near   the    Shannon — Question,  Mr.  Tully  ;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibhert). 
fiTBR  at  Malta — Question,  Sir  Seymour  King  \  Answer,  The  Secretary 

of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban nerman)    ...  ...  ...   1306 

EcEOPEAN    Railway    Staff    in    India — Question,    Sir    Seymour    King ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  ..•  1307 

The  Colonies  and  the  New   Estate    Duties — Questions,  Mr.    Gibson 

Bowlee  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S. 

Baxton). 
Colonel  Edward  Mitchell,  R.E. — Question,  Mr.  Rentoul ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)      ...  •••  1308 

Iedian  Staff  College — Question,  Mr.  Rentoul ;   Answer,  The  Secretary 

of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler). 
HoLMFiBTH  County  Court — Questions,  Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilson  ;   Answers, 

The  Attorney  General  (Sir  J.  Rigby)  •••  •••  .••   1309 

TsB  Balfour  Companies — Questions,  Sir  £.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers, 

The  Attorney  General  (Sir  J.  Rigby)  ...  ...  •••  1310 

The    Aged    Poor    Commission — Question,    Mr.    Logan ;    Answer,    The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
Oter-Payment  op  Income  Tax — Questions,  Mr.  Renshaw,  Mr.  Biddulph  ; 

Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
The  Course  of  Public  Business — Questions,  SirA.  Rollit,  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  1312 
BcaisTRr  of  Dreds,  Dublin— Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;    Answer,  The 

Socreury  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  •••  •••  ...  1S13 

The  Naval  Manobuvres — ^^^^^i^i^f  Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

CO  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth). 
Hatal  Training  Ships — Questions,  Mr.  Round  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 

to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)    ...  ...  ...   1314 

Manchester    Telegraphic     Staff — Question,   Mr.   Schwann ;   Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 

ORDERS     OF     THE     DAY. 


Hmdm  BiU  (No.  303)- 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered  •••  ...  •••  ...  1315 

New  Clause — 

(Power  of  Court  to  vary  settlements.) 

**  Anv  person  wbo»  by  an  irrevocable  instrument  effected  before  the  commencement  of 
Um  part  of  the  Act,  Uoa  lettled  any  property  may,  if  Estate  Duty  has  not  already 
besD  paid  In  respect  thereof,  apply  to  the  High  Ck>urt  in  the  nuuiner  directed  by  Rules 
of  Ooort  to  have  it  determined,  and  the  Court  may  thereupon  determine  bow,  as 
between  the  persons  interested  under  the  settlement,  the  payment  of  such  duty  should, 
having  regard  to  the  interests  of  such  persons,  be  provided  for,  and  may  make  such 
wvtia&mM  and  additions  in  and  to  the  trusts  and  powers  contained  in  the  instrument 
eettttng  the  property  as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  such  determination  into  effect,'' 

VOL.  XXVI.      [fourth  8SRIB8.]  [  /  ] 
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FiHAKCE  Bill — continued. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••  1316 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — ^Ajes  195  ;  Noes  233. 
— (Division  List,  No.  159)  ...  •••  •••  •••  1829 

New  Clause — 

(Payment  of  dntiee  in  advance.) 

"  (1)  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Qovemor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  upon 
the  request  of  any  person  desiring  to  provide  against  any  duties  which  may  become 
payable  under  this  Act  in  respect  of  property  passing  on  his  death,  to  open  an  account 
with  such  person  (to  be  called  an  *  Estate  Duty  Account ')  into  which  such  person 
may  from  time  to  time  pay  sums  of  not  less  than  fifty  pounds  at  one  and  the  same 
time,  to  be  dealt  with  as  hereinafter  mentioned. 

(2)  Any  sum  paid  into  the  Estate  Duty  Account  of  any  person  shall  be  invested  by  the 
Qovemor  and  Company  of  the  said  Bank  in  Consols,  and  accumolated. 

(3)  The  Governor  and  Company  of  the  said  Bank  shall,  upon  the  death  of  any  person, 
apply  the  amount,  if  any,  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  Estate  Duty  Account  of  such 
pencm,  in  payment,  in  the  first  place,  of  the  duties  payable  under  this  Act  in  respeet 
of  such  of  the  property  passing  on  his  death  as  he  shall  by  writing  under  his  hand 
direct,  and  shall  pay  the  balance,  if  any,  of  the  amount  standing  to  the  credit  of  such 
account  to  the  executor  of  such  person,  and  Estate  Duty  shall  ho  levied  thereon  at  the 
proper  graduated  rate. 

(4)  Estate  Duty  shall  not,  save  as  hereinbefore  provided,  be  paid  in  respect  of  the 
amount  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  Estate  Duty  Account  of  any  person  at  the  time  of 
his  death. 

(5)  Any  person  may,  with  the  consent  of  the  Commissioners,  but  not  otherwibc,  with- 
draw from  the  said  Bank  the  amount  for  the  time  being  standing  to  the  credit  of  his 
Batata  Duty  Account 

(9)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  sum  paid  into  the  Estate  Duty 
of  anv  person  within  twelve  months  of  his  death  or  the  investments  thereof," — {Mr, 

CUuse  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••  1331 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  secood 
time." 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  184  ;  Noes  220. 
— (Division  List,  No.  160)  •••  ...  •••  •••  1344 

Hew  Clause— 

(Works  of  Art.    Registration.) 

"  (1)  A  register  or  registers  of  works  of  art  shall  be  kept  by  such  person  or  persons, 
public  holy  or  bodies,  Corporation  or  Corporations,  as  the  Commissioners  shall  from  time 
to  time  nominate  for  the  purpose  (herein  referred  to  as  the  registration  authority), 
and  any  person  to  whom  a  work  of  art  passes  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased  may 
(if  iuch  work  of  art  shall  not  already  to  registered  in  the  name  of  the  deceased), 
npon  compliance  with  such  conditions  as  shall  from  time  to  time  be  prescribed  by 
the  registration  authority,  register  in  his  name  in  the  prescribed  manner  a  description 
of  such  work  of  art,  and  the  registration  authority  shall  thereupon  give  such  person 
a  certificate  of  registration. 

(2)  If  a  work  of  art  forming  part  of  property  passing  on  the  death  of  a  deceased  person 
shall  at  the  time  of  his  death  be  registered  in  his  name  or  shall  within  three  months 
after  his  death,  or  such  further  period  as  the  Commissioners  shall  allow,  be  registered 
in  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  it  passes  upon  such  death,  such  work  of  art  shall 
not  be  aggregated  with  the  other  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased,  nor 
shall  Estate  Duty  be  paid  in  respect  wereof  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased. 

(8)  If  a  registered  work  of  art  passing  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased  shall  be  sold 
before  any  farther  death  shall  occur  upon  which  Estate  Duty  shall  or  would  but  for 
the  provisions  of  this  section  become  payable,  duty  shall  be  paid  to  the  Commissioners 
npon  the  amonnt  of  the  consideration  passing  on  such  sale. 

(4)  Upon  payment  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  duty  under  the  preceding  sub-section 
the  certificate  of  registration  shall  be  delivered  up  to  the  Commissioners,  who  shall 
thereupon  vacate  the  registration  and  give  to  the  person  paying  the  duty  a  receipt 
thsrsfor. 
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FuiAifCE  Bill — eonHnued. 

(5)  A  certificate  of  registration  and  receipt  for  dotj  under  this   section    shall    be 
coodioire  eridenoe  of  the  facte  therein  respectively  appearing. 

(€)  The  Commissioners  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  make  rules  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  the  provisions  of  this  section  into  effect. 

(7)  If  a  wurk  of  art  forming  part  of  property  passing  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased 
■hall  not  at  the  time  of  his  death  be  registered  in  his  name,  or  shall  not  within  three 
oMMitha  after  his  death,  or  such  further  period  as  the  Commissioners  shall  allow,  be 
registered  in  the  name  of  the  person  to  wnom  it  passes  upon  such  death,  such  work  of 
art  shall  be  aggregated  with  the  other  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased 
and  the  value  thereof  ascertained  in  the  manner  in  which  the  value  of  other  personal 
prc^rty  passing  upon  the  death  of  a  deceased  person  is  ascertained  under  this  Act. 

(8)  The  expression  *  works  of  art*  shall  include  pictures,  prints,  books,  manuscripts, 
antiqne  plate  and  furniture,  antiquities  of  national  or  historic  interest,  articles  of 
rertfL,  and  such  collections  thereof  and  such  other  objects  or  classes  ot  objects  as  the 
Commiwioners  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe  to  be  within  the  meaning  of  this 
KCtioD/'— (  J^r.  Byrne.) 

Clsose  broagbt  up,  and  read  the  first  time  ...  •••  •••  1348 

Motioo  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.^ 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  86 ;  Noes  123. — 
(Diviaion  List,  No.  161)  •••  •••  •••  ...  1357 

New  Clause^ 

(Works  of  art.    Exemption  from  duty.) 

^(1)  If  any  works  of  art  are  settled  as  heirlooms  any  person  interested  under  the 
Mttlement  may  raster  the  settlement  with  the  Commissioners,  ami  during  the 
oodtin nance  thereof  the  duties  payable  under  this  Act  shall  not  be  levied  in  respect 
of  the  works  of  art  thereby  settled. 

(2)  If  any  work  of  art  settled  by  a  settlement  registered  under  this  section  shall  be 
nld  daring  the  continuance  of  the  settlement,  duty  shall  be  paid  on  the  amount  of 
the  ooQsideration  passing  on  such  sale. 

(S)  If  apon  the  <letermination  of  any  settlement  whereby  works  of  art  arc  settled,  such 
works  of  art  are  not  immediately  thereupon  resettled,  and  the  settlement  registered 
ttoder  this  section,  duty  shall  be  paid  on  the  value  of  such  works  of  art. 

(1)  The  expression  *  works  of  art  '  shall  include  pictures,  printa,  antique  plate  and 
fnmitiire,  antiquities  of  national  or  historic  interest,  articles  of  vertu,  and  such  other 
obJ0cU  or  classes  of  objects  as  the  Commissioners  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe  to 
be  works  of  art  within  the  meaning  of  this  section,**— (^ir  R,  Wehtter,) 

Cbuise  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  cime  •••  ...  •••   1359 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause  be  road  a  second 
uine  •••  ...  •••  •••  •••  •••  iwOvi 

After    Debate,   Question   put : — The   House   divided  : — Ayos   95  ;    Noes 
1 4a.— (Division  List,  No.  162)       ...  ...  ...  ...   1372 


New  Clausi 

(Insurances  for  Estate  and  Settlement  Duty.) 
**  1.  Any  person  desiring  to  provide  against  the  duties  which  may  become  payable  under 
this  Act,  in  respect  of  property  passing  on  his  death,  may  effect  for  tiiat  purpose  a 
policy  of  assurance  (to  be  calM  an  '  Estate  Duty  Policy  *)  upon  his  life. 

"1  Any  moneys  payable  upon  the  death  of  a  person,  under  an  Estate  Duty  Policy 
etfected  by  him«  shall  be  applied  by  the  company  or  office  with  whom  such  policy  in 
cftect«d  in  payment,  in  the  first  instance,  of  the  duties  payable  under  this  Act,  in 
respect  of  so  much  of  the  property  passing  on  the  death  of  such  person,  as  he  shall  by 
writing  under  his  hand  direct,  and  the  balance,  if  anv,  of  such  moneys  shall  be  paid 
to  the  executor  of  such  person,  and  Estate  Duty  shall  be  levied  thereon  at  the  proper 
gradnated  rate. 

*"  8.  Save  as  hereinbefore  provided.  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  paid  in  respect  of  any 
mooeyt  payable  under  an  Estate  Duty  Policy,** — (.Vr.  Bymr,) 

ClaoM  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••  137 

[/«3 
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Finance  Bill — continued. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After    Debate,  Que^jtion    put  : — The    House  divide  I  : — Ayos    12S  ;    Noes 

162. — (Division  List,  No.  163)       ...  .•.  ..•  ...   1381 

New  Clause — 

(Gifts  to  the  nation,  or  any  municipal  body  or  public  institutions.) 

**  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  leviable  in  respect  of  any  picture:*,  prints,  books,  manuscripts, 
or  antiquities  of  national  or  historic  interest  given  to,  or  bcqueathe<l  in  trust  for.  tbe 
nation  or  any  municipal  Ixxly  or  any  institution  maintained!  solely  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public,"— C^Vr.  Butcher,) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  .«•  •••  •••   1382 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  1388 

Amendment   proposed  to  the    Bill,  in   page    1,    line  20,  after    the    word 
"  passes,"  to  insert  the  words  "  to  any  other  person," — (3/r.  Butcher,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted"  •••  •••     1889 

After  short  Debate,  Question    put : — The    House   divided  : — Ayes     121  ; 
Noes  157. — (Division  List,  No.  164.) 

Motion    made,    and    Question     proposed,    "  That    the    Debate    be    now 
adjourned," — {Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Further    Proceeding  on    Consideration,    as    amended,   deferred    till    To- 
morrow. 

Parochial  Blectors  (Registration  Acoeleration)  Bill  (No.  282) — 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time," — (.Vr.  Shaw-Lefevre.) 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••  1890 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mussel  Scalps  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  169)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (iVr.  Birkmyre,) 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 

Standing  Orders — 

Ordered^  That  so  much  of  Standing;  Or  ler  No.  91  as  fixes  Five  as  the  quorum  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders  be  read  and  suspended. 

Ordered^  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  Three  be  the  quorum  of  the  Committee, 
— (JSir  J,  Mowbray.) 

Peebles  Foot  Pavements  Provisional  Orders  Bill  Gfo.  304)— Read  a  second 

time,  and  committed  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1891 

TTnifbnns   Bill   QTo*    12) — Reported  from  the  Select  Committee,  with   Minutes  of 

Byidence. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  212.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  809.] 
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Mbsaagk  fbox  thb  Lords — 

That  they  hare  agreed  to, — 

Loeal  OoTemment  ProTimonal  Orders  (No.  7)  Bill. 

Local  Oarerninent  Provisioiial  Orders  (No.  9)  Bill. 

Local  QoTOnmaiit  Proriaioiial  Orders  (No.  10)  Bill. 

Local  QoTemment  Froyisioiia]  Orders  (No.  19)  Bill. 

Tbat  thar  have  PASsed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under  The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870,  to 
enable  the  School  Boards  for  Barry  United  District,  Bristol,  Brotherton,  Homsey, 
Low  Leyton,  Liverpool,  Sutton  (Surrey),  West  Ham,  Willesden,  and  York  to  put  in 
force  the  Lands  Clauses  Acts."  [Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (Barry.  &c.)  Bill  \Lordt].] 

Bementary  Edneation  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  &o)  Bill 

[Lordt^ — Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  310.] 

PoLicB  AND  Sanitary  Regulations  Bills — 
special  Report  brought  up,  and  read* 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  213.] 
Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed.     [No.  213.] 
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Wallasey  Imbankment  Bill  [Lord#]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  ...  •••  •••  •••  1393 

After  abort  Debate,  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  •••  ...   1394 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

0 

flaanoe  Bill  (No.  808)— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  6,  after  th^  word  *'  deceased,**  to 
insert  the  words  '*  when  sitoate  within  the  United  Kingdom," — {Mr. 
BmUker.) 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      ...  ...  1895 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  •••  ..,  ,..  1397 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
** personal  property,"  to  the  word  "and,"  in  line  23,— (iS'tr  R.  Temple.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill      •••  •••  •••  .••  •••  •••  1399 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  187  ;  Noes  119. 
— (Division  List,  No.  166)  •••  ...  •••  •««  1406 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  29,  to  leave  out  "  and  all,"  and  print 
the  following  four  lines  as  Sub-section  (2),— (ifr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  29,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "pro- 
perly," inclnsiTe,  to  the  word  "Property,"  in  line  33,^^r.  Gibson 
Bowles.) 
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Finance  Bill — continued. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  down  to  *  only,'  in  line  30,  stand  part 
of  the  Bill"  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1408 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••  1412 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  30,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  if,*' 

to  the  word  "  but,"  in  line  31,  and  insert  the  words — 

"  Under  the  law  in  force  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  Legacy  or  Saoceseion  Duty  is 
payable  in  respect  thereof,  or  would  be  so  payable." — (Mr.  R.  T,  Beid,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill"  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1413 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ^'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  32,  after  the  word  "  relationship,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  to  the  deceased," — {Mr.  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted"       ...  ...  1414 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  1415 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  33,  after  ''  not,"  insert  "  be  deemed 
to,"— (iVr.  R.  r.  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  35,  after  the  word  "  deceased,"  to 

insert  the  words 

"  or  under  a  disposition  made  by  the  deceased  more  than  12  months  before  his  death 
where  possession  and  enjoyment  of  the  property  was  hon&  fide  assumed  by  the  bene- 
ficiary immediately  upon  the  creation  of  the  trust,  and  thenceforward  retained  to  the 
entire  exclusion  of  the  deceased,  or  of  any  benefit  to  him  by  contract  or  otherwise/ '«- 
iMr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  2,  after  the  word 

"  death,"  to  insert  the  words 

'*  or  in  the  case  of  a  disposition  for  value  more  or  less  than  12  months  before  his  death/' 
— {Mr.  Byrne.) 

'Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment ...  ...  •••  ••.  «»•  «««   141T 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  141  \  Noes  202. 
— (Division  List,  No.  166)  ...  ...  ..•  ^^  1421 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  8,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  possession  and," — {Mr.  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  '  possession  and '  stand  p»rt  of  the 
proposed  A^mendment." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••  ,•«  1423 

Words  inserted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  2,  after  the  word  ''  boDefit,"  to  insert 
the  words  '^  or  the  use  or  benefit  oif  some  person  for  whom  he  was 
trustee," — {Mr.  Byrne.)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1424 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words  .be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided: — Ayes  148; 
Noes211.— (Division  List,  No.  167)  ...  ...  ...1425 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  2,  after  the  word  **  benefit,"  to  insert 
the  words 

**  or  in  the  case  of  a  lease  for  the  use  or  benefit  of  any  per4on  for  whom  the  grantor 
was  a  trustee/* — (J/r.  Butcher') 
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Tdtamcb  Bill — eanHnued. 

Qneetioii  proposed,  *^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.** 

Amendment  amended  by  leaving  out  ^*  a,"  and  inserting  f'  acting  as  *^  in  the 
last  line. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to   ...  ...  ...  •••  1426 

Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  10,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to 

insert  the  words  ''  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  contained,^' — 

{Mr.  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Qoestion  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.*'  * 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  12,  after  the  word  *' thereof,"  to 
insert  the  words  ^  but  properly  exempted  under  Section  1 7  shall  not  be 
aggregated,"— (iVr.  Cyril  D odd.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to  •••  1427 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  28,  after  the  word  '*  duty,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  called  Settlement  Estate  Duty."— (Jfr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Qoestion  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  29,  to  leave  out  the  word  ^'  but,"  and 

insert  the  words 

*  except  where  the  only  life  interest  in  the  property  after  the  death  of  the  deceased  is 
that  of  a  wife  or  husband  of  the  deceased  ;  oat 

(b")  dnrioff  the  condnoanoe  of  the  settlement  the  settlement  Estate  Duty  shall  not 
be  payable  more  than  once,"— ( Jlfr.  R.  T,  Reid,) 

Qoestion  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  but '  stand  part  of  the  Bill "  ...  1428 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Qoestion,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  31,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 

"  settlement,"  to  "payable,"  in  line  32,  and  insert  the  words 

''the  Estate  Duty  shall  not,  nor  shall  any  of  the  duties  mentioned  in  the  fifth  para- 
graph of  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act  be/'— (.Vr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  agreed  to      ...  •••  •••  •••  •••  1429 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  33,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  unless 
the  deceased,"  and  insert  the  words  "  until  the  death  of  a  person  who," — 
{Mr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Qoestion  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  BUL" 
After  short  Debate,  Question  pot,  and  negatived. 
Qoestion,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  pot,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  34,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''or  had 
been  at  any  time,"— (JIfr.  Butcher.) 

Qoestion  proposed, ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
toe  Bill      ...  •••  •••  ***  ***  ***  i^vU 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  :— Ayes  217  ; 
Noes  174.— (Division  List,  No.  168)  ...  ...  ...1433 
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Finance  Bill — continued. 

Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  Batcher  and  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  39,  after  the  word  "  pajable,**  to 

insert  the  word? — ' 

*•  If,  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased,  a  life  or  any  less  interest  in  such  property  ariset  to- 
the  wife  or  husband  of  the  decea8c<l,  the  payment  of  the  Estate  Duty  and  the  further 
settlement  Estate  Duty  shall  (if  otherwise  payable)  be  postponed  till  after  the 
determination  of  8uch  interest," — (J/r.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After   short    Debate,    Question    put  : — The    House  divided  : — Ayes  161  ; 

Noes  212.— (Division  List,  No.  169)  ...  ...  ...   ^^^ 

It  being  after  half-past   Five  of  the  clock,   Further  Proceeding  on   Coo- 
sidenition,  as  amendc<l,  stooil  adjourned. 

Further  Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

mementary  Education  Bill  (No.  S02)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time," — {Mr.  Acland.) 

After  short  Debate,  it  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the  clock,  and  Objection 
being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

LORDS,    THURSDAY,     JULY     12. 

ME88AOB    FROM    HeR   M08T    GrACIOUS   MaJESTV     THE     QdEEN — EnDOWEI> 

Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh  Intermediate 
Education  Act,  18b9  (Denbighshire  Scheme) — 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  of  the  19th  of  June  last  delivered  bj 

the  Lord  Steward  (J/.  Breadalbane\  and  read  as  follows  : — 
•*  1  have  received  your  Address  praying  that  I  will  withhold  my  consent  to  all  that  part 
of  the  scheme  for  the  county  of  Denbigh  which  relates  to  the  Buthin  Grammar  School  t 
I  will  comply  with  your  advice "  ...  •••  •••  •••    1437 

Message  from  Her  Most  Gracious  Majestv  the  Queen — Endowed 
Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh  Intebmedlate 
Education  Act,  1889  (Denbighshire  Scheme) — 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  of  the  19th  of  June  last  deliverod 

by  the  Lord  Steward  (J/.  Breadalbane\  and  read  as  follows  : — 
•*  I  have  received  your  Address  praying  that  I  will  withhold  my  consent  to  the  following 
portion  of  the  Denbighshire  Education  Scheme,  CUuse  87,  Snb-section  (h.)  from  the 
word  *  boarding-house '  to  the  end,  and  the  whole  of  Sul^section  (<r.)  : 
1  will  comply  with  your  advice." 

Coal  Kines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  (Ho.  16S)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''—{The  Earl  of  ChesUrJield.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2»  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next  •••  •••  •••  1^^ 

Injured  Animals  Bill  (Ho.  184)— 

Commons    Amendment    to  Lords    Amendments  considered  (according  to 
Order). 

After  short  Debate,  Commons  Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Ammj  ExAViif ations — Questions  and  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Strafford  ; 
Answer,  Tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord  Sandhurst). 

Bdctoation  Codk  and  Report — Questions  and  Observations,  Lord  Norton  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Lord  President  of  the 
Coancil  (The  Earl  of  Rosebery)      .•.         '        ...  ...  ...  1445 

Liotl  Ghnremment  Provisional  Orders  (Ko.  11)  Bill  (Ko.  121) -House  in  Com- 
mittee (,»coordin£  to  Onler)  :  an  Amendment  made  :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
the  Report  of  the  Amendment  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

iMftl  GoTenunent  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  12)  Bill  (Ko.  122)— House  in  Com- 
mittee (aooording  to  Order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  and  re-committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee. 

Loeal  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  13)  Bill  (Ho.  126)— House  in  Com- 
mittee (according  to  Order)  :  Amendments  made :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  U)  be  read  3*  To-morrow  „,  .„  ..,  ...   1446 

lead  etovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  5)  Bill  (Ho.  116)— Head  s* 

(aooortling  to    Order),    with    the    Amendments,  and    passed,  and  returned    to    the 
Commons. 

iMal  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  1)  Bill  (Ho.  138) -Head  3- 

(aocofding  to  Order),  and  passed. 

iMal  Government  Jreland)  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  14)  Bill  (Ho.  137)— 

Ameiklments  reported  (according  to  Order), and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

LsMlOovamment  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  16)  Bill  (Ho.  127)-Head  s*  (acoording 

to  Older),  with  the  Amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

teaniet  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  149)— House  in  Committee  (acoording  to  Order) ;  Bill  reported 
without  Amendment ;  and  recommitted  to  the  Standing  Committee. 

ha  Pisheriet  (6hell  Pish)  Bill  (Mo-  14D— House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  : 
Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  ami  re-oommitted  to  the  Standing  Committee. 

Lmeny  Act  Amendment  Bill  Lh.l.]  (Ho.  136)-Head  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 

[■■Mii^  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

HmiiialBleotors  (Ee^istration  Acceleration)  Bill -Brought  from  the  Commons ; 

rl  1*  ;  aDd  to  be  printed.    (No.  162.) 


llrtBte  Law  Bevision  Bill   [hj*.]— Prf«rf«e<j<i  (7^    Lord    Chanoellor)  ;  read  1-  ; 

to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next.    (No.  161)  ...   1447 
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Oonaervancy  Bill  (6y  Order)  ^ 

Order    read,    for    resuming    Adjourned    Debate    on    Question    proposed 

[lOth  July], 
"TbAt   Sunding  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended,   and   that  the  Bill 

be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (Z>r.  Farquharson.) 

Qoestion  again  proposed. 

Debate  reeomed. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^'  That,*'  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  ''  the  Bill  be  reHsommitted  to  the 
former  Committee,**— (iStV  T.  Suiherla$ui.) 
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Finance  Bill — continued, 

AmendmeDts,  proposed  by  Mr.  Batcher  and  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  39,  after  the  word  "  payable,'*  to 

insert  the  words — ' 

"  If,  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased,  a  life  or  any  less  interest  in  such  property  arises  to- 
the  wife  or  husband  of  the  deceased,  the  payment  of  the  Estate  Duty  and  the  further 
settlement  Estate  Duty  shall  (if  otherwise  payable)  be  posti^ned  till  after  the 
determination  of  such  interest," — (.Vr.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After   short   Debate,    Question    put  : — The   House  divided  : — Ayes  161  ; 

Noes  212.— (Division  List,  No.  169)  ...  ...  -•  1436 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the  clock.   Further  Proceeding  on  Coo- 
sideration,  as  amended,  stood  adjourned. 

Further  Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Blementary  Education  Bill  (No.  302) — 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time," — {Mr,  Acland.) 

After  short  Debate,  it  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the  clock,  and  Objection 
being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

LORDS,    THURSDAY,    JULY     12. 

Mbssaoe  from  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen — Endowbi> 
Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh  Intermediate 
Education  Act,  18b9  (Denbighshire  Scheme) — 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  of  the  19th  of  June  last  delivered  bj 

the  Lord  Steward  (Jf.  Breadalbane\  and  read  as  follows  : — 
**  I  have  received  your  Address  praying  that  I  will  withhold  my  consent  to  all  that  part 
of  the  scheme  for  the  county  of  Denbigh  which  relates  to  the  Buthin  Giammar  School : 

I  will  comply  with  youi  advice "  ...  .,,  •••  •••   1437 

Message  from  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen — Endowed 
Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh  Intermediate 
Education  Act,  1889  (Denbighshire  Scheme) — 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  of  the  19th  of  June  last  delivered 

by  the  Lord  Steward  (AT.  Breadalhane\  and  read  as  follows  : — 
"  I  have  received  your  Address  praying  that  I  will  withhold  my  consent  to  the  following 
portion  of  the  Denbighshire  Education  Scheme,  Clause  87,  Sub-section  (h.)  from  the 
word  '  boarding-house '  to  the  end,  and  the  whole  of  Sub-section  (c.)  : 
I  will  comply  with  your  advice." 

Goal  Kines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  (Ho.  163)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (TAe  Earl  of  Chesterfield.) 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next  •••  ...  •••  1^^ 

Iigured  Animals  Bill  (Ho.  184)— 

Commons    Amendment    to  Lords    Amendments  considered  (according  to 
Order). 

After  short  Debate,  Commons  Amendment  agreed  to. 
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or  daughter  reverts  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  (whether  by  operation  of  law  or 
othermse)  to  the  settlor,  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  such  death  in  respect  of 
such  property,"— (.Vr.  Byrw.) 

Qaestiou  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "  •••   1490 

After  Debate,  Question  pat: — The  House  divided: — Ayes  177;  Noes 
223.— (Division  List,  No.  170)       ...  ...  ...  ...  1495 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  3,  after  the  word  "  death,'*  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  If,  upon  the  death  •f  any  person,  Estate  Duty,  or  Estate  Duty  and  Settlement  Estate 
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to  time  direct,"— (J^r.  Byrne,) 

Question  proposed,  •'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  1499 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  3,  after  the  word  ''  death,"  to  insert 
the  words — 
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by  operation  of  law  or  otherwise)  to  the  settlor.  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 
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"grant,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  otherwise," — {jfr.  Gibson  Bowles)    ...  1610 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[Jmiy  12.]  Bige 

FuTAiccs  Bill — conHnued. 

QaastioD  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  or  otherwise  '  be  there  inserted  "    ...  1511 

After  fthort  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  after  the  word 
*•  interest,**  to  insert  the  words  "of  his  successor," — {Mr,  J,  Lowther), ..  1513 

<ju60tioD  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  of  his  successor'  he  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ,,,  ...  ...  1514 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  12,  after  the  word  "  property,"  to 
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**  {(S)  Literest  at  the  rate  of  three  per  cent,  per  annum  on  the  Estate  Duty  shall  be 
psiJ  from  the  date  of  the  death  ap  to  the  date  of  the  deliveiy  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
aAiarit  or  account,  or  the  expiration  of  six  months  after  tne  death,  whichever  first 
happens,  and  shall  form  part  of  the  Estate  Dutj. 

(T)  The  duty  which  is  to  be  collected  upon  an  Inland  Revenue  affidavit  or  account  shall 
bt  doe  on  the  delivery  thereof  or  on  the  expiration  of  six  months  from  the  death, 
vhicheTer  first  happens. 
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Mid  interest  shall  be  due  at  the  expiration  of  twelve  months  from  the  death,  and  the 
mterest  on  the  unpaid  portion  of  toe  duty  shall  be  added  to  each  instalment  and  paid 
aooordinclyt  bat  tne  duty  for  the  time  being  unpaid,  with  such  interest  to  the  date  of 
payment,  may  be  paid  at  any  time,  and  in  case  the  property  is  sold  shall  be  paid  on 
oomplction  of  the  sale,  and  if  not  so  paid  shall  be  duty  m  arrear," — (.l/r.  R.  T.  lleid,) 

Question,  ^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
pat,  and  negatived        •••  •••  •••  •••  ...  1520 

Qoestion  propoaed,  ^*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out 
Sob-section  (6),— (Sir  R,  Webster,) 

Qoestion  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  '  (6)  Interest  at  the  rate  of  three  per 
oeot.  per  annum  on  the  Estate  Duty  shall  *  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Ameadfnept "  ..  ...  •••  •••  •«•  •«•  16S1 
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waiter  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  68  ; 
Noes  125.— (Division  List,  No.  178)  •..  ...  ••.  1526 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  2,  after  the 
word  ''shall,"  to  insert  the  words  ''unless  the  Estate  Duty  is  paid  by 
instalments  as  hereinafter  provided," — {Sir  R,  Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment," 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn  •••  ...  ...  •••  •••   1527 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  8,  after  the 
word  "  property,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  upon  so  much  of  an  Inland 
Revenue  Affidavit  as  relates  to  chattels  real," — (Mr.  Grant  Lawson.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  10,  to  leave 

out  from  the  word  "instalments,"  to  the  words  "and  the,"  in   line    13, 

and  insert  the  words — 

**  Whereof  the  first  instalment  shall  be  dae  at  the  expiration  of  twelve  months  after  the 
date  on  which  the  successor  became  entitled  in  possession  to  his  sucoeesion,  or  to  the 
receipt  of  the  income  and  profit  thereof," — (^Sir  jR.  Temple.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  down  to  the  word  '  date,*  in  line  11, 
inclusive,  stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amendment"  •..  •.•  1528 

After  Debate,  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn        ...  ...  •••  •••  •••  ...  1582 

Amendments  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  11,  to  leave 
out  the  words  "  of  the  death,"  and  insert  the  words  "  at  which  the  first 
instalment  is  due"  ;  and  in  line  12,  to  leave  out  the  words  "with  the 
said  interest," — (Mr,  Brodrick.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line  18,  after  the  word  "debts^"  to  insert 

the  words 

**  (including  debts  dne  from  the  deceased,  if  domiciled  in  the  United  Kingdom  to 
persons  resident  oat  of  the  United  Kingdom)," — (^r.  Butcher.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted"      •••  •••  1588 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ..•  •••  1584 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line  18,  after  the  word  "  iocumbrances," 

to  insert  the  words 

'*and  for  the  reasonable  expenses  of  any  valuation  required  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,"— (Jfr.  ffeytoood  Johnstone.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      •••  •••   1585 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided: — Ayes  109; 
Noes  161. — (Division  List,  No.  174)  .••  •••  •••  1587 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line  18,  after  the  word  "  incumbrances,"  to 

insert  the  words 

**  and  for  any  sum  which  the  deceased  had  covenanted  to  pay  on  or  after  his  deabh  to 
the  trustees  of  any  settlement  made  in  consideration  of  marriage,  and  upon  which  he 
had  paid  interest  to  such  trustees,  at  the  rate  of  not  \em  than  three  per  ceotim  per 
annum  from  the  date  of  such  settlementi"— >(ifr.  €htMt  Lawson.) 

Question  pBopoeed,  "  That  those  words  be.  there  inserted  **     •••  •«•  1588 
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After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  131  ;  Noes  161. 
— (OirisioD  List,  No.  175)  .•.  ...  ...  ...  1544 

Ameodment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line  22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
•^^created,"  to  the  word  "  take,"  in  line  24,  and  insert  the  words  "for 
vmluable  consideration  or,"— (Sir  R.  Webster,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  BiU "  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1545 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  b/  leave,  withdrawn. 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  bj  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line  33,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (2)  of 
Clause  7^— {Mr,  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Qoestioa  proposed,  "  That  the  words  of  the  sub-seotion  down  to  the  word 
'on,'  in  line  8,  stand  part  of  the  Bill  "  ...  ...  ...  1546 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided: — Ayes  138; 
Noes  103.— (Division  List,  No.  176)  ...  ...  ...1547 

Ite  following  further  Amendments  were  agreed  to  : — 
I^ge  5,  line  38,  leave  out  '^  on,**  and  insert  *'  in  respect  of.** 
Fife  5,  line  42,  at  end,  insert  — 

*(1)  Where  the  Ck>maii89ioaer8  are  satisfied  that  any  a  Iditional  expeo!^  in  administoring 
or  realising  property  has  been  incarred  by  reason  of  the  property  beinff  situate  out  of 
the  United  fcingdom,  they  may  make  an  allowance  from  the  valui  of  the  property  oq 
aooooot  of  sQch  expense  not  ezoceding  in  any  case  five  per  centum  on  the  value  of  the 
VfopatJr'-i^fr,  k.  T.  Held.) 

Farther  Proceeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till  To-morrow  1548 

MlsuoK  PROM  THE  L0RD8, — That  thej  have  agreed  to, — 
tocal  Government  Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law)  Bill. 


Indonuiity  Bill   Glo*  308)^l^ead    a  second  time,   and    committed    for 
To-monow. 

flltieil  AtMtSOn  (Scotland)    Bill^-^''^''^^'  C^^  Lord  Advooate,  sir    George 
TWiWmjS  The  Soiieitor  General  for  Scotland  :)'-^Bi\l  preseatei,  aad  raad  first  time. 
[BiU  312.1 

BttTUH  McsBUM  [Purchase  or  Land] — 

CoBridered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

L  Ban] red.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  issae,  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fand  of 
the  United  Kiogdom,  of  a  sam  not  exceeding  £200,000,  for  the  parchase  of  certain 
hzids  bj  the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum. 

1  Beaolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  to  lend 
to  the  Treasury  the  said  sum  or  part  thereof,  and  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of 
BKoeys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  or  (if  those  moneys  are  insufficient),  out  of  the 
GbnaoUdated  Fund,  of  any  annuity  and  interest  required  for  the  repayment  of  such 
yma,^Sir  J,  T,  ffibbert.) 

lenlations  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

LORDS,    FRIDAY,    JULY     13. 

LosTDox  CorjTTT   Council  —  The  Ddcht  of  Lancaster  and  Better- 
ment— Motion  for  Papers  ...  ...  •••  •••  1549 

Mtmd^  **  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House  correspondence  which  has  passed  between 
tiw  Dncfar  of  Lancaster  and  the  London  County  Council  with  reference  to  the 
parchasie  from  the  Duchy  of  the  rerersion  to  the  freehold  of  property  required  for 
wldeoiiig  Wellington  Street  and  the  Strand  ;  and  as  to  the  conditions  imposed  by  the 
Dodiy  against  any  claim  I7  the  London  County  Council  to  lery  a  *  oetterment  * 
ekam  on  property  between  Wellington  Street,  the  Strand,  Saroy  Street,  and 
WeUiiigtoa  P]Me,'*--<I%0  ikW  ^  On^no.^ 
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London  County  Council — continued. 
After  Debate,  Motioo  agreed  to. 
Correspondence  laid  before  the  House,  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  164)       ...  1554 

Commissioners  of  Works  Bill  (No.  68)— Returned  from  the  Commons  with   the 

Amendments  ^^/'^^^  fo  ,,,  ,,,  „•  •••  ...    1555 

Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill  (No.  148)— Returned  from  the  Commons 

with  the  Amemlments  agreed  to. 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  148)— Returned  from  the 

Commons  with  the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law)  Bill— Returned  from  the 

Commons  with  the  Amentlments  agreed  to. 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  (No.  139)— House  in  Committee 

(according  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported   without   Amendment :    Standing    Committee 
negatii-ed  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Order  (No.  4)  Bill  (No.  142)— House  in  Committee 

(according  to  Order) :    Bill  reported    without   Amendment :    Standing    Committee 
negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [h.l.1    (No.    44)  —  Commons   Amendment 

considered  (according  to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

Local  (}ovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  lU  Bill  (No.  121)— Amendment 

reported  (according  to  Order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Local  (}ovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No,  13)  Bill  (No.  125)— Amendments 

reported  (according  to  Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Proirisional  Order  (No.  14)  Bill  (No.  137)— Read  3* 

raccording    to    Order),    with    the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 

Valuation    of  Lands   (Scotland)    Acts    Amendment  Bill  [n.u]^Pre4eiUed 

{The  Lord  Privy  Seal  [L.  Tweedmouth]  )  ;  read  !•;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  163)  ...   1556 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  13. 
QUE  S  TIO  NS. 


Diseased  Sheep  at  Ardrishaig — Questions^  Sir  D.  Macfarlane  ;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  H.  Gardner). 

Nursing  of  Fever  Patients  in  India — Question,    Viscount  Folkestone ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  U.  Fowler)  ...   1557 

Burial  of  Seamen  at  Antwerp  —  Question,  Mr.  Carvoll  Williams ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E. 
Grey) . 

The  East  Indian  Railway — Question,  Sir  J.  Kitson  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)      ...  ,..  ...  1558 

Land  Purchase  in  Ireland — Question,   Mr.  Tully  ;  Answer,   The   Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  •••  ...  1559 

The  Coastguard  in  Cornwall — Question,  Mr.  Luttrell ;  Answer,  The 

Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  Robertson)  ...  ...  1560 

Native  Outbreak  in  Fiji — Question,  Mr.  Hogan  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton). 

The  Central  Telegraph  Office — Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  •••  •••  •••  1561 
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Morton  ;    Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  Robertson)  1569 
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Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
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Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  ...  1571 

Irish   Administrative  Reports — Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  1572 

Australian  Mails  and  the  United  States  Riots — Question,  Mr.  Hogan ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
The  British  Empire  Trade  Conference  at  Ottawa — Questions,  Colonel 

Howard  Vinoent,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles,  Mr.  James  Lowther ;  Answers, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
Electric    Lighting    in    Parliament  —  Question,    Sir    J.    Goldsmid ; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  .••  1574 

Dtcb's  Frescoes — Question,  Sir  J.  Goldsmid  ;    Answer,  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  H.  GUulstone). 
The  Warina  Collision — Question,   Sir  E.    Ashmead-Bartlett ;    Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey). 
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Tiauoe  Bill  (No.  808)— 

Bill,  M  amended,  farther  considered  .«•  ...  ...  ...  1575 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line  42,  at  end,  insert— 

"*  Where  any  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  is  situate  in  a  foreign 
ooQDtry,  ana  the  Commissioners  are  satisfled  that  by  reason  of  such  death  any  duty  is 
payable  in  that  foreign  country  in  respect  of  that  property,  they  shall  make  an 
aUowanoe  of  the  amount  of  that  duty  from  the  TaUue  of  the  property/ '~(6'ir  .1^. 

Qaestion  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.*' 
VOL.  XXV  C.    [rouBTH  series.]  [  ^  ] 
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After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  io  •••  •••  •••   1576 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line  7,  after  the  word  "  property,"  to 
insert  the  words  ^*  ceasing  to  be  used  and  occupied  as  agricultural 
property," — {Mr.  Grant  Lawson,) 

Question  proposed,  "  Tiiat  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      ...  •••   1577 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  ...  1578 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  lino  9,  after  the  word  "  have,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  been  allowed  in  that  assessment,  and  also  such  other 
deductions  as  have," — (Mr.  Hanbury.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line  12,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  five,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  ten,"— (iS^ir  R.  Temple.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  '  ^se  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill"  •••  1579 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  .,.  ...   15S0 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  lines  24  and  25,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  at  that  time,"  and  insert  the  words  "  when  it  falls  into  possession,"^ 
{Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  •••  ...  1531 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  lines  34  to  36,— (iS'ir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  lines  34  to  36  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment,  proposed  by  Mr.  B.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  2,  after  the  word  "  necessary,"  to 
insert  the  words — 

"  (8)  Where  the  CJommisaionere  require  a.  valu«feioii  to  be  made  br  a  ponon  named  by 
them,  the  reasonable  C08t«  of  such  vakiation  shall  be  defrayed  by  the  Com- 
missioners. 

**  (9)  Property  passing  on  any  death  shall  not  be  aggregated  more  than  once,  nor  shall 
Estate  Duty  m  respect  thereof  be  more  than  once  levied  on  the  same  death,"— (Jfr. 
B.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  <*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.'* 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  2,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  reasonable," — {Mr.  Grant  Lawion.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  reasonable  *  stand  part  of  the  pro- 
. posed  Amendment"      •••  •••  •••  ...  •••  1582 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  a^rreec^  to  ..  •  •••  •••  1584 

Amendment  (JIfr.  i?.  T.  Reid)  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  1585 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  9,  after  the  word  '*  Majesty,"  to 
insert  the  words 

*'and  for  the  purpose  of  payment  of  sums  under  one  hundred  pounds  requiring 
repre8entation,*'--(irr.  R.  T.  Reid,') 
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Questioii  proposed,  **  That  thoee  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ,,.  ...  ...  1586 

AmeDdment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  10,  after  the  word  "  Act,"  to  insert 

the  words — 

•  SoctioM  12  to  14  of- The  Costomsiind  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889  (52  &  53  Vict.,  c.  7), 
ud  SecUon  47  of  The  IjocaX  Regjetration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act,  1891  (54  &  65  Vict., 
c.  66),  nhall  apply  as  if  Estate  Duty  were  therein  mentioned  as  well  as  Succession 
Daty,  and  as  if  an  account  were  not  settle<l  within  the  meaning  of  any  of  the  above 
•ectKMii  until  the  duty  payable  ou  such  account  has  been  paid," — (^Mr.  R,  T.  Reid,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  "duty,"  in  lino  4,  to  the  end  thereof, — (^Mr,  Byrne,) 

Question  proposetl,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Amendment "         •••  .••  ...  •••   1587 

After  short  Delmte,  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn  •••  •••  •••  ...  •••  1588 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out  from  the  word  ^^  the,"  in  line  5,  to 
the  end  thereof,  and  adding  the  words  "  time  for  the  payment  of  the 
doty  on  such  account  has  arrived,"  instead  thereof. 

Amendment,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to  •••  .••  1590 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  1 5,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  pro- 
perty," to  the  word  "but,"  in  line  17,  and  insert  the  words  "passing 
to  him  as  executor  of  the  deceased," — {Mr,  Byrne, ^ 

Qneefion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  lines  17  and  18,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"asaeta  of  which  he  has  control,"  and  insert  the  words  "the  assets 
to  which  he  is  entitled  as  executor," — {Mr,  R,  T,  Reid,) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
pat,  and  ntgoHved        •••  .••  ...  ...  •••  1591 

Qoestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  thereon," 
and  insert  the  words  "in  respect  of  such  property," — {Mr,  R,  T, 
Reid.) 

Qoestion,  "  That  the  word  '  thereon  ^  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived  •••  •••  •••  •••  ...   1592 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
•*  property,"  to  the  word  "  every,"  in  line  23,  and  insert  the  words  "  for 
the  time  being  under  his  control," — {Sir  R.  fVebiter,) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
pat,  mod  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  24,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  person,"  to  the  word  "  and,"  in  line  25,  and  insert  the  words  "  to 
whom  any  property  passes  on  such  death," — {Sir  R.  Webiter,) 

Qoestion,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
pot,  and  agreed  to. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  25,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  vested  "  to  the  word  "  shall,"  in  line  27,— (5ir  R.  Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••  1 693 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  at  the  end  of  line  30,  after  the  word 

"  property,"  to  insert  the  words — 

*'  Provided  that  nothiag  in  this  secUoa  contaiaed  shall  reader  a  person  accoontable  for 
duty  who  acts  merely  as  the  ag^ent  or  bailiff  for  another  person  in  the  management 
of  the  property/'^iVr.  Buteher.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  31,  after  the  word  ''duty,"  to  insert 
the  words 

**  shall  be  a  debtor  to  the  Crown  for  the  amount  of  unpaid  duty  upon  which  he  is 
accountable,  and  also  every  such  person,"— (ifr.  B,  T,  Iteid.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,*' 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  after  the  word  ''  account- 
able," to  insert  the  words — 

"  But  any  proceedings  against  him  to  recover  such  unpaid  duty  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  and  limitations  of  The  Debtors'  Act,  1869,"— (^»r  A.  RoUU,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
menc  •••  •••  ...  «««  *««  ..•  idVo 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  1610 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  9,  after  the  word  *'  arrear,"  to  insert 
as  a  new  snb-section — 

**  (7)  The  Commissioners  on  application  from  a  person  accountable  for  the  duty  on  any 

eroperty  forming  part  of  an  estate  shall,  where  they  consider  that  it  can  conveniently 
9  done,  certify  the  amount  of  the  valuation  accepted  by  them  for  any  class  of 
property  forming  part  of  such  estate,** — (J/ir.  R,  T.  Beid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  Debate,  Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  after  the 
word  **  class,"  to  insert  the  words  *'  or  description  of  property,"— (Jlfr. 
Chrant  Lawson)  •••  ...  •••  •••  •••  1612 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words  be  inserted  ia  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Formal  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  12,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"extent,"  to  the  end  of  Sub-section  (7)  of  Clause  8, — {Sir  R.   Temple)  1618 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  and  on  payment  of  such  interest,' 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  18,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  exceeding,"  to  the  word  ^*  and,"  in  line  14,  and  insert  the  words  'Hhree 
per  cent,"— (S^tr  R.  Webster.) 
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Qaestion  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill*'    •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  1615 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — ^Ajes  168  ; 
Noes  1 U.— (Division  List,  No.  177.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  15,  after  the  word  '^  fit,"  to  insert 

the  .words — 

'*  And  where  the  Oommiasioners  have  allowed  payment  of  Estate  Duty  in  respect  of 
property  passing  to  the  executor  as  such  to  be  postponed,  probate  or  letters  of 
administration  shall  be  granted  if  the  certificate  to  be  given  by  the  proper  officer  of 
the  court,  under  section  thirty  of  The  Customs  and  Inland  fievenue  Act,  1881,  shows 
that  the  Commissioners  have  allowed  such  payment  to  be  postponed," — {Mr,  Byrne,") 

Qaestion  proposed, '^ That  those  words  be  there  inserted *'     ...  ...  1616 

After  short  Debate,  Qaestion  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  16,  to  leave  oat  Sab-seotion  (8)  of 
Clause  8,— (&>  R.  Temple.) 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,*' 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  1 7,  after  the  word  '^  duty,*'  to  insert 

the  words 

*'  but  no  person  shall,  in  the  absence  of  fraud  on  his  part,  be  liable  to  pay  interest  on 
more  than  six  years*  arrears  of  Estate  Duty/* — (ilfr.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      ...  ...  1617 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •«.  •••  1620 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  agreed  to^  as  follows  : — 

^'  If  after  the  expiration  of  20  years  from  a  death  upon  which  Estate  Duty  became 
leviable  any  such  duty  remains  unpaid,  the  Commissioners  may,  if  they  thiak  fit,  on 
the  application  of  any  person  accountable  or  liable  for  such  duty  or  interested  in  the 
property  in  respect  of  which  the  duty  is  leviable,  remit  the  payment  of  duty  or  any 
part  thereof  or  interest  thereon,"— (Jfr.  jBynitf)  ...  ,,,  ...  1631 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  20,  after  the  word  '*  them,'*  to  insert 
the  words  ''and  in  cases  where  the  over-payment  was  due  to  over- 
valuation by  the  Commissioners,'* — {Mr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Qnestion  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  .«•  1623 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  43,  at  end,  insert — 

*•  (14)  The  form  of  certificate  required  to  be  given  by  the  proper  officer  of  the  court 
under  Section  30  of  The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881,  may  be  varied  by  a 
rule  of  court  in  such  manner  as  may  appear  necessary  for  carrying  into  effect  this 
Act,"— (JUr.  JB.  T.  Beid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  43,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to 

insert  the  words — 

"  (16)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  render  lial|j>le  to  duty  a  bona  fide  purchaser  for 
valuable  consideration  without  notice/*— (ifr.'iZ.  T.  Beia.') 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  after  the  words 
"  liable  to,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  accountable  for," — {Mr.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  'or  accountable  for'  be  there 
inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  •••  1625 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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AmeDdment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line  3,  after  the  word  **  shali/'  to  insert 
the  words  **  subject  to  all  incumbrances  existing  at  the  death  of  the 
deceased/' — (Mr,  Butcher,) 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  those  words  be  there  iuserted  **      ...  •••    1^626 

After   Debate,    Question    put: — The    House  divided: — Ayes  45;    Noes 

107,— (Division  List,  No.  178)  ...  ...  ...  1629 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line  4,  after  the  word  "  leviable,'*  to 

insert  the  words — 

**  Provided  that  the  property  shall  not  be  so  chargeable  as  against  a  bondjide  purchaser 
thereof  for  valuable  consideration  without  notice  " — (Mr  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...  1630 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Beid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line  23,  after  the  word  "  property,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  not  passing  to  the  executor  as  such,"— (<Str 
B.    Webster,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line  28,  before  the   words  *'  a  person,"  to 

insert  the  words — 

"  An  executor  acting  in  the  administration  of  an  estate  may,  before  probate  or  letters  of 
administration  have  been  granted  to  him,  raise  the  amount  of  Estate  Duty  for  which 
he  is  accountable,  and  any  expenses  properly  paid  or  incurred  by  him  in  respect 
thereof,  by  sale  or  mortgage  of  the  personal  property  (wheresoever  situate)  of  which 
the  deceased  was  competent  to  dispose  at  his  death,  and,**— (Afr.  Byrne,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted "     •••  ...  1631 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  66  ;  Noes 
126.— (Division  List,  No.  179)  ...  ...  ...1688 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line  42,  at  the  end,  to  insert  the  words — 

(1)  Nothing  in  this  Act  contained  shall  affect  any  person  dealing  for  money  or  money*s 
worth  with  any  property  liable  to  a  charge  created  under  this  Act  unless  be  had  notice 
of  such  charge  ; 

(ii)  A  person  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  notice  of  a  charge  created  under  this  Act 
unless — 

(a)  It  is  within  his  own  knowledge,  or  would  have  come  to  his  knowledge  if  such 
inquiries  and  inspections  had  h&^u.  made  as  ought  reasonably  to  have  been  made 
by  him  ;  or 

(b)  in  the  same  transaction  with  respect  to  which  a  question  of  notice  to  such  pur- 
chaser or  mortgagee,  or  person  dealing  for  money  or  money's  worth  arises,  it  has 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  his  counsel  as  such,  or  of  his  solicitor  or  other  agent  as 
such,  or  would  have  come  to  the  knowledge  of  his  solicitor  or  other  agent  as  such 
if  such  inquiries  and  inspections  had  been  made  as  ought  reasonably  to  have  been 
made  by  such  solicitor  or  agent ; 

(iii.)  Upon  the  transfer  of  any  stocks,  funds,  shares,  debentures,  or  securities,  the 
transfer  of  which  is  effected  or  perfected  by  entry  in  a  book  or  register,  nothing 
done  or  suffered  under  this  Act  shall  prevent  such  entry  being  made,  or  prejudicially 
affect  the  person  making  the  same," — (Sir  R,  W&btter^ 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      •••  ...   1640 

After  '  'short    Debate,  Question    put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  90  ; 
Noes  146.— (Division  List,  No.  180)  ...  ...  ...  1643 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line  10,  at  end,  insert — 

*  No  Appeal  shall  be  allowed  from  any  onler,  direction,  determinatioD,  or  decision  of  the 

High  Court  made  under  this  section  except  with  the  leave  of  the  High  Court  or  Court 
of  Appeal,"— {.Vr.  Dodd.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.'* 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line  27,  to  leave  out  the  word  *^  unjust,** 
and  insert  "oppressive,**— -(iS^ir  R.  fFebtter.) 

Xmaudmeui  agreed  to     ...  •••  ...  ...  ...  1644 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  lines  27  and  28,  leave  out  "to  paj  the 
whole  of  the  dutj  claimed,** — (.Vr.  B.  T.  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Ameodmenr  proposed,  in  page  10,  line  28,  after  the  first  word  "  appeal,**  to 

insert  the  words 

"*  to  paj  the  whole  or,  as  the  case  may  be,  any  part  of  the  duty  claimed  by  the  Commis- 
<ioDeni  or  of  such  portion  of  it  as  is  then  payable  by  him,*'— (ilfr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Qoestlon  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  1,  after  the  word 
**  pay,*'  to  inserc  the  words  "  or  give  security  for,*'— (Afr.  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment.*' 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  to  .the  proposqd.  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Amentlment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word 
•*  of,'*— <Afr.  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line  29,  leave  out  from  the  first  "  of,**  to 
^  bat,"  in  line  30,  and  insert 

**ao  duty,  or  of  such  part  only  of  the  duty  as  to  the  Court  seems  reasonable,  and  on 
tecohty  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  being  given  for  the  duty,  or  so  much  of  the 
duty  as  U  not  80  paid,*'— (JTr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Amendmeat  agreed  to,  * 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line  40,  at  end,  add — 

*  Provided  that,  for  the  purpose  of  any  appeal  from  such  county  court,  the  matter  of 
4iich  appeal  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  ooon^  court  matter,  and  shall  be  subjeot  to  the 
mles,  restrictions,  and  conditions  from  time  to  time  applicable  to  appeals  from  county 
ooarta,"-(jrr.  iW^  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...1646 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  1,  leave  out  "  the  duty,**  and  insert 
"  such  duty  or  duties,*'— (J/r.  Butcher.) 

Qoestton  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  BilK»' 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  1646 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  B.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  10,  to  leave  out  the  word  "may," 
and  insert  the  word  "  shall,"— (5tr  R.  Webster.) 

m  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  may '  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 
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After  short  Debate,  Qaestioo  pat,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••  ..•  1648 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 1,  line  10,  leave  out  '^  on,**  and  insert  ^  in 
respect  of,"— ( J/r.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  17,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^^any 
person,"  and  insert  the  words  "the  applicant,"— (5tr  R.  fFebster.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  any  person '  stand  part  of  the  Bill "  1649 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  127  ; 
Noes  91.— (Division  List,  No.  181)  ...  ...  ...  1650 

Some  verbal  Amendments, — {Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,) — agreed  to  ...  ...  1651 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  11,  after  the  word  "  interest,"  to 
insert  the  words 

**  and  shall  give  a  certificate  of  discharge  accordinglj  :  Provided  that  the  certificate 
shall  not  discharge  any  person  from  any  duty  in  case  of  fraud  or  failure  to  disclose 
material  facte,"-<Jirr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  3,  to  leave 
out  the  words  **  any  person,"  and  insert  the  words  "  the  applicant," — 
{Mr.  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  '  any  person  *  stand  part  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment." 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  1652 

Words  inserted. 

Verbal  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  27,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  by  the 
High  Court,"— (.Vr.  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  •••  1653 

Several  Amendments,  proposed  by  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  agreed  to  •••  1654 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 


Coneiliatioii  (Trade  Diiputet)  Bill  OTo.  125>- 
Adjoumed  Debate  on  Second  Reading  [23rd  April]. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

After   short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken,  Adjourned  Debate  farther 
adjourned  till  Monday  next  •••  •••  •••  •••  1655 

Loeal  Ooyemment  Proyiaional  Order  (Poor  Law)  Bill  (Mo.  SSS)— i^oids 

Amendments  agreed  to. 


ild  Birds*  Froteetioii  A«t  a680)  Amandmant  Bill  (Ho.  184)-Lords  Amende 

ments  to  be  considered  forthwith ;  conudered,  and  agreed  ta 

Outdoor  BaUef  (Friendly  Soeieties)  Bill  (9o.  14)— Lords  Amendments  to  be  con- 
sidered forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS, 
[/•f/y  13.]  Page 

OoniBliltionen  of  Works  Bill  (Ho«   196)— Lords   Amendment    to   be    considered 
forthwith  ;  oonndered,  and  agreed  to. 


MissAGS  PBOM  THS  LoRDS — That  thej  have  agreed 

Local  OoTernment  (Ireland)  PpoTisional  Order  (No.  1)  Bill. 

AiDCDdmente  to  Amendments  to^ 

Injared  Animals  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Local  Ooremment  Prorisional  Orders  (No.  16)  Bill,  with  an  Amendment. 

Local  Ooremment  (Ireland)  ProTisional  Order  (No.  5)  Bill. 

That  thej  hare  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Larceny  Act,  1861,  with 
respect  to  the  jurisdiction  exerciaeable  in  esses  relating  to  the  receipt  of  stolen  property.'* 
[Ltroenj  Act  Amendment  Bill  [Lord$]J\ 

TfimflMT   Indemnity  Bill  (Ho.    306)'~0on8idered   in  Committee,  and   reported, 
witboat  Amendment ;  to  be  road  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

Libottren  (Ireland)  Acts  (Extension  to  Fiahennen)  Bill— ^'-'^^  iSir  Thomat 

Enamtde,  Mr,  Donal  Sullivan,  Mr.   YTtf^ft;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[BiU  813.] 

Qronnd  Game  Aot  (1880)  Amendment  (Ho.  2)  BUir-Ordered  iSir  DamUd  Mae^ 

f«rUn0,  Mr.  Beitk,  Dr,  Clark,  Mr,  Weir,  Mr.  Birkmyre,  Mr,  Angus  Sutherland:}^ 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  814.] 

British  Mussum  [Purchase  op  Land] — 
Resolutions  reported ; 

L  "*  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  issue,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  a  sum  not  exceeding  £200,000,  for  the  purchase  of  certain  lands 
by  Uie  Trustees  of  the  Briti^  Museum.** 

1  **  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  National  Debt  Ck>mmissionerB  to  lend  to  the 
Treasury  the  said  sum  or  part  thereof,  and  to  authorise  the  payment  out  of  moneys  to 
be  proTided  by  Parliament,  or  (if  those  moneys  are  insufficient),  out  of  the  Ck>nsoli- 
dated  Fond,  ol  any  annuity  and  interest  required  for  the  repayment  of  such  loan." 

Besolntioiis  agreed  ta 

BiU  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mellor,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert 

Bill  presented*  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  815.] 
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IN    THE 


THIRD     SESSIOX    of    thk    TWENTY-FIFTH  PARLIAMENT  o^^ 
THE     United    Kingdom     of     GREAT    BRITAIN    and    IRELAND 

APPOINTED   TO   MEET    12    MaRCH    1894,    IN    THE     FiFTY-SeVENTH    YeaR     OF 
THE    RsUiN   OP 

HER   MAJESTY    QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


FIFTH    VOLUME   OF    SESSION    1894. 


HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Friday^  22nd  June  1894. 


*^H'KKNZrK  FISHERY  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  109.) 

hECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, roiul. 

Moved,  ^Thmt  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWX, 
>iefore  the  Second  Reading  was  taken, 
V*'X^e«l  t4»  put  a  few  (|nestionH  to  the 
iftoMe  Lonl  iu  charge  of  the  BilL  In  the 
firvt  place,  be  bad  never  heard  of  u  flshcrj 
being  eatabliBhed  in  this  particular 
manner  before.  Apart  frotn  tliat  point, 
the  Order  bj  Clause  4  established  a  sepa- 
rate   fishery    for    the    Municipality    of 

VOL.  XXVI.  [fourth  series.] 


Cockenzie,  but  did  not  state  for  what 
purpose.  Then  it  was  not  stated  whether, 
when  the  mussel  fisheries  were  estab- 
lished, power  was  given  to  sell  the  mussels; 
and,  further,  the  fund  out  of  which  the 
cost  of  establishment  was  to  be  defrayed 
was  not  designated.  He  did  not  know 
whether  any  local  tax  would  bepropos^ 
for  that  purpose.  Perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  a  position  to  inform  the 
House. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Lonl 
Tweedmouth)  :  The  noble  Earl  is  aware 
that  there  are  several  important  beds  near 
Cockenzie ;  that  they  have  not  in  the  past 
been  properly  managed,  and  that  they 
are  very  valnablo  to  the  local  fishermen. 
The  Municipality  of  Cockenzie  is  very 
anxious  to  secure  the  enjoyment  of  those 
beds  to  the  fishermen,  and  the  object  of 
this  Provisional  Order  is  to  give  to  the 
Burgh  Commissioners  power  to  work  and 
manage  the  beds  for  the  benefit  of  the 
locality.     I  think  the  noble  Earl  will  see 
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there  is  no  hardship  on  the  ratepayeis  of 
the  burgh  and  the  iieighl>ourhood  if  some 
charge  is  thrown  on  them  to  maintain  these 
beds  in  a  proper  condition.  The  whole 
object  of  this  Order  is  to  give  the  Local 
Body  power  to  manage  these  beds  for  the 
benefit  of  the  local  fishermen,  and  I 
think,  therefore,  the  noble  Kurl  will  not 
be  inclined  to  raise  anj  objection  to  its 
passing. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  was  hardly  an  answer  to  his  ques- 
tion. What  he  wanted  to  know  was  out 
of  what  funds  these  fisheries  were  to  be 
established  ?  Were  they  to  be  carrietl  on 
at  the  cost  of  the  ratepayers  ?  No  doubt 
the  fishermen  would  have  no  objection 
to-  the  charges  being  defrayed  out  of 
the  rates,  but  were  the  taxpayers  not  to 
be  considered  ?  If  not  out  of  the  rates, 
out  of  what  fund  was  the  cost  to  be 
paid  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  If  the 
fishery  were  not  to  pay  its  way,  I  sup- 
pose the  cost  would  fairly  fall  on  the 
rates.  But  the  noble  Earl  knows  some- 
thing of  the  condition  of  the  fisheries 
round  the  coasts  of  Scotland,  and  he  will 
know,  therefore,  that  these  mussel-beds 
are  rather  a  source  of  revenue  than  of  ex- 
pense. From  my  own  knowledge  of  this 
particular  mussel-bed,  instead  of  it  being 
likely  to  be  a  charge  upon  the  ratepayers 
of  Cockenzie,  it  will  probably  be  a  source 
of  revenue  to  them,  and  be  a  benefit  be- 
sides to  the  local  fishermen. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN: 
But  still  the  noble  Lord  has  not 
answered  my  question.  Will  the  charge, 
if  there  is  any,  fall  on  the  local  rates  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  I  think 
the  noble  Earl  would  do  well  to  save 
questions  of  that  kind  until  details  are 
discussed  at  the  proper  time  and  place — 
namely,  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday 
next. 

MERCHANDISE      MARKS     ACT    (1887) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  66.) 

The  Earl  of  DENBIGH,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, said  he  had,  in  doing  so,  no  idea 
of  dropping  or  shelving  it,  which  was 
sometimes  understood  to  be  the  rosalt  of 

Lord  Tweedmovih 


a  reference  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
believed  a  very  strong  feeling  existed  iu 
the  country  upon  this  subject,  and  that 
the  public  and  traders  alike  required  pro- 
tection from  fraud.  The  Bill  was  sup- 
ported by  many  thousands  of  all  classes 
throughout  the  country  and  by  a  large 
body  among  the  Tnwles  Unions.  All  that 
was  desired  was  to  ascertain  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and  whether  frauds  were  in 
fact  practised  to  the  large  extent  alleged, 
to  the  detriment  of  British  industry. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee."— (T^c  Earl  of 
Denbigh,) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

ELECTRIC      LIGHTING       PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  7:»,) 
Returned   from    the    Commons    with 
the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  9)  BILL. 
(No.  111.) 
House    in   Committee   (according    to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  amendment: 
Standing    Committee    negatived  ;     and 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 

VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  10)  BILU 

(No.  107.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*^  on  Monday  next. 

STATUTE    LAW    REVISION    BILLS    AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 

Moveil,  That  The  Lord  Hobhouse  be 
added  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills  for  the  consideration  of  the  Copy- 
hold (Consolidation)  Bill  [h.l.]  (The 
Lord  Chancellor) ;  agreed  to ;  and  a 
message  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the  Com- 
mons to  acquaint  them  tj^erewith,  and  to 
request  them  to  add  oi^  of  their  Mem- 
bers to  the  said  Joint  Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  the  said  BilL 

LOCOMOTIVE  THRESHING  ENGINES 

BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read  !•  ; 
and  to  l)e  printed.     (No.  124.) 


Forestry. 


LOCAL   OOVKRNHKNT  FUOVrsiONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  BFLL. 
Reftd  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  ibe  Examiners.     (No.  1 25.) 

LOl'AL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL. 
Read  !•;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  llie  Examiners.     (No.  126.) 

UM'AL    (JOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL. 
Read  I»  ;  to  I>e  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners.     (No.  127.) 


UHAL    (SOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  IJI)  BILL. 
Read  1*;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners.     (Xo.  128.) 

UKAh  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  IH)  BILL. 

R<ad  1» ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  tbe  Examiners.     (No.  129.) 

Uofue  aiijoumeil  at  twenty  roirmtes  before 
Vire  o*cluck,  to  Monday  next^,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


{22  JuwB  1894}  Faresity.  6 

The    postmaster    GENERAL 

(Mr.    A.   MoRLEV,   Nottingham,    E.)  : 

From  tbe  time  at  which  letters  for  the 

United    States    leave    the   Post   Offices 

mentioned  to  the  time  of  embarkation  on 

board  the  quick  Atlantic  steamers,  the 

intervals    are     approximately     as     fol« 

lows  : — 

Hours 

( ^>outhampton     2 
Liver,oo,  to  {&!-:„  {'2 

I  am  unable  to  state  the  proportions  of 
the  correspondence  passing  through  the 
three  places  nameil. 


HorsE     OF    COMMONS 
Friday,  22 nd  June  1894. 


Q  u  E  s  r  I  o  y  s . 


THE  AMEKU'AN  M.\IL8. 
Mk.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Pwiick) :  I  he^  to  ask  the  PoMtmaster 
General,  in  regard  10  the  recent  Return 
ginug  the  time  occupied  in  the  transit  of 
tbe  mails  from  Queenstown  and  from 
Soatbampton    to   the   New    York    Post 

^Office,  whether  he  can  state  tbe  average 
time  taken  by  the  mails  from  the  London 

I  Poet  Office,  the  Liverpool  Post  Office, 
whI  the  Ghisgow  Post  Office  till  put  on 
board  a  steamer  at  Queenstown  or  South- 
anptOD  respectively  ;  and  what  proportion 
of  tbe  balk  of  the  mails  in  question  come 

,  tbmagb  London,  tlirough  Liverpool,  and 
tbrough  Glasgow  ? 
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PREPARATION  OF  VOTERS'  LISTS. 
Mr.     LOGAN     (Leicester,     Harbo- 
rough)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  if  he  is  aware 

that,  notwithstanding  the  Circular  on  the 
subject  issued  by  his  Department,  con- 
siderable doubt  exists  in  the  minds  of 
many  Clerks  to  County  Councils,  Over- 
seers, and  other  officials  responsible  for 
the  preparation  of  lists  of  voters,  as  to 
whether  they  have  authority  to  construct 
a  new  list,  and  the  incidental  forms  ren- 
dered necessary  by  the  passing  of  "  The 
Local  Government  Act,  1894,*^  and  the 
new  franchise  created  under  that  Act ; 
and  if  he  will,  either  by  an  Order  in 
Council  or  other  uieauH,  make  the  matter 
clear  to  all  concerned  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  am 
not  aware  that  considerable  doubt  exists 
on  the  part  of  Clerks  to  County 
Councils  and  others  with  regard  to  the 
preparation  of  the  lists  of  voters  ;  but  if 
my  hon.  Friend  will  inform  me  of  the 
facts  as  regards  any  particular  case  which 
has  suggested  this  inquiry,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  consider  them. 

FORESTRY. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLING S  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to  take 
any,  and  if  so  what,  steps  to  carry  out  tbe 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
this  House  on  Forest rv,  which  sat  iu 
1886  ? 

B  2 
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The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. H.  Gardner, 
Essex,   Suffron   Walden)  :  As  the  right 
boD.  Gentleman  is  aware,  the  statutory 
powers    of    the   Board   of   Agriculture, 
which  was  established   subsequently  to 
the   sitting  of  the  Committee  of   1886, 
comprise  certain   important  functions  in 
regard  to  forestry,  and  we  cannot  now 
contemplate   the  creation  of  a  separate 
Board  of  Forestry  as  proposed  by    the 
Committee.      With  regard  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  on  the  sub- 
ject of  education  in  forestry,    we  have 
continued   to  make  a   substantial    grant 
towards   the  *  cost    of    lectures    in    the 
University   of   Edinburgh    and   towards 
the  cost  of  the  Chair  established  in  the 
Durham  College  of  Science  to  include  the 
teaching   of   forestry,  and  the  arrange- 
ments made  in   1892  for  giving  instruc- 
tion to  practical  foresters  and  gardeners 
in  connection   with  the   Royal   Botanic 
Gardens  at  Edinburgh  were  again  made 
last   year.      We  also    continue  to  issue 
special  statistical  information  as  to  woods 
and  plantations  in  the  annual  Agricul- 
tural Returns.     I  think  we  are  doing  all 
that  is   possilde   for   the    promotion    of 
forestry  within  the  limits  of  our  means 
and  powers  ;   but  I  shall  always  be  very 
glad  to  consider  any  suggestions  for  fur- 
ther action  on  our  part,  and  I  trust  that 
the  Act  passed  under  our  auspices  last 
year  for  facilitating  the  planting  of  woods 
or  trees   in    Scotland   may   be   of   some 
service  in  this  connection. 

EMOLUMENTS  OF  LAW  OFFICERS  OF 
THE  CROWN. 

Mr.  H anbury  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther the  Treasury  have  recently  framed  a 
new  Minute  relating  to  the  salaries  and 
emoluments  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  ;  and,  if  so,  when  it  will  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (SirW.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  lay  the  Minute  before 
Parliament  early  next  week. 

RAILWAY    COMMUNICATION     IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  great  incon- 
venience to  residents  in  the  districts 
in   the  Counties   of  Leitrim,  Longford, 


Roscommon,  and  Sligo,  adjoining  the 
Midland  Great  Western  Railway,  owing 
to  the  fact  that,  by  the  order  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  a  few  yejirs  ago,  passenger 
carriages  could  not  be  run  in  conjunction 
with  the  goods  trains  that  leave  8iigo  for 
Dublinevery  nightat9  p.m.,aud  Longford 
for  Sligo  at  1 1  p.m. ;  whether  permission 
to  run  mixed  trains^  has  been  granted  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  Sligo,  Leitrim, 
and  Northern  Counties  Railway  between 
Sligo  and  Enniskillen,  and  is  refused  to 
the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway 
between  Sligo  and  Longford,  though  the 
traffic  in  each  case  is  nearly  similar  ;  and 
whether,  as  this  permission  has  been 
granted  on  the  Northern  Counties  line 
between  Coleraine  and  Derry,  and  on  the 
Derry  Central  Branch,  and  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  he  will  be  prepared  to 
recommend  that  it  be  granted  in  the 
case  of  the  Midland  Great  Western  line 
between  Longford  and  Sligo  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
The  Board  of  Trade  gave  the  Midland 
Great  Western  Railway  Company  per- 
mission to  run  certain  mixed  trains  as 
long  ago  as  March,  1 893,  and  the  Company, 
in  writing,  expressed  themselves  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  arrangements.  Among 
the  mixed  trains  sanctioned  is  one 
leaving  Sligo  ^Longford  and  Mullingar 
at  9  p.m.,  ancoinother  leaving  Mullingar 
for  Longford  and  Sligo  at  9.40  p.m. 
These  are  the  trains  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member.  If  they  are  not  run  ai^ 
mixed  trains  it  is  apparently  because  the 
Company  do  not  choose  to  work  them 
as  such,  although  they  have  the  permis- 
sion of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

IMPORTATIOX  OF  CANADL\X  CATTLE. 
Mr.  JEFFREYS  (llant^,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tarv  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
the  Mr.  D.  M'Eachran,  whose  name 
appears  as  Chief  Veterinary  Inspector  ta 
the  Canadian  Government  in  the  Papers 
relating  to  Canadian  cattle  imported  into 
Great  Britain,  and  published  by  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  last  year,  in  con- 
nection with  the  pleuro-pnenmonia 
inquiry,  is  the  same  Mr.  D.  M^Eachrati 
who  has  for  many  years  been  the  man- 
aging director  of  the  Walrond  Ranche 
in  Alberta,  Canada ;  and  whether  he  is 
the  same  person  as  the  Mr.  D.  M'Eachran 
who  is  so  directly  interested  in  the  trade 
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of  importiDg  CaDadUn  cattle  iuto  Great 
BnUin  ? 

Thi    under     secretary     of 

STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 

BcXT«iX,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The 

Cauadiau  Goverameut  has  reported  that 

Ur.  M*£achran,  the  Chief  Vcteriuary 
Ailrber  of  the  Dominion  Government,  is 
Banagiug  director  of  the  Walroud 
Kaoche,  Alberta,  but  they  add  that 
nocbe  cattle  have  been  increased  in  value 
bf  the  Order  requiring  the  slaughter  of 
Cftiiadiau  cattle  at  the  }>ort  of  disembarka- 
gioti;  and  that  the  proprietors  of  the 
Walrood  Ranche  sell  their  cattle  on  the 
frooud,  and  are  not  exporters. 

PBrsON-MADE  GOODS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Pi^ideot  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he 
W  been  in  communication  with  the 
Twasurj  as  to  the  importation  of  prison- 
Di*ik  goodK,  and  Avith  what  result  ;  if  he 
bai  rend  the  affidavit  submitted  to  him 
of  the  Commissioner  despatched  to  Ger- 
Buu  prisouis  bj  The  JJardwaremaHy  or 
pcfwnallj  conferred  with  him  ;  if  the 
hiqaines  promised  in  Germany  are  yet 
AifflpIetCy  and  what  is  their  tenour  ;  and 
if,  baring  regard  to  the  tale  of  depression 
Pforded  by  the  curreu|^sue  of  The 
Labomr  Gazette^  the  Government  will 
sow  aHseut  to  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  iotroduced  to  restrain  this  traffic  ? 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  No,  Sir  ;  I   have  not 

h»en  ID  commnnication  with  the   Trea- 

fvt  a4  to  the  importation  of    prison- 

infrje  goods,  nor  am  I  at  present  aware 
iifanr  reason  for  such  communication. 
I  hive  seen  the  affidavit  referred  to  by 
«T  hon.  Friend.  The  inquiries,  which 
Art  being  conducted  through  the  Foreign 
Offiee,  are  still  far  from  complete.  Until 
tbey  have  been  completed  it  would  be 
premature  to  make  any  statement  upon 
the  nubject  with  which  the  Bill  referred 
to  in  the  question  proposes  to  deal. 

CoLoxEL  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
IIa»  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  any 
iaqojrj  at  the  Coatoms  ? 

Me.  BRYCE  :  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
riMOQ  why  we  should  inquire  at  the 
Ciutoiiu.  Neither  the  Customs  nor  tlie 
Board  of  Trade  know  what  goods  are 
priioiiHiiade. 


THE  CASE  OF  MR.  W.  E.  WARREN. 
Mr.     HEYWOOD     JOHNSTONS 

(Sussex,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre- 
sident   of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  is 

aware  that  Mr.  W.  E.  Warren,  late  of 
Iping  Paper  Mills,  Sussex,  was  adjudi- 
cated a  liankrupt  on  the  27th  of  August, 
1891,  ho  being  at  the  time  detained  under 
certificates  as  a  person  of  unsound  mind  ; 
if  an  alleged  lunatic  is  liable  to  be  adjn- 
dicateil  a  bankrupt  and  his  estate 
administered  without  anyone  being  ap- 
pointed to  protect  his  interests,  and  with- 
out any  communication  being  made  to 
the  Judge  in  Lunacy  or  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners ;  and  if  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Judge  in  Lunacy,  under  Part  IV.  of 
"The  Lunacy  Act,  1890,"  relating  to 
the  management  and  administration  of 
the  affairs  of  persons  lawfully  detained 
as  lunatics,  is  ousted  or  superseded  by 
the  bankruptcy  of  such  persons  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Mr.  W.  E.  Warren 
was  adjudicated  a  bankrupt  on  the  27th 
of  August,  1891,  in  consequence  of  a 
resolution  of  creditors  to  that  effect  passed 
on  the  26th  of  August.  It  is  believed 
that  he  was  at  the  time  under  detention 
as  a  person  of  unsound  mind.  The  re- 
maining questions  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  relate  to  abstract  points  of  law 
on  which  it  would  not  be  proper  for  me 
to  express  an  opinion.  If  any  opinion  is 
to  be  expressed  it  had  better  be  by  the 
Attorney  General.  In  this  case,  how- 
ever, the  bankrupt  applied  to  the  Court 
to  annul  the  adjudication  on  the  ground 
of  the  alleged  irregularity  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  the  County  Court  Judge, 
in  a  carefully  considered  Judgment,  in 
which  all  the  facts  were  set  out,  refused 
the  application,  stating  in  his  opihion  the 
bankruptcy  was  regular.  lam,  however, 
not  satisfied  that  the  law  or  the  practice 
which  has  grown  up  under  it  may  not 
require  amendment,  and  am  considering 
whether  any  and,  if  so,  what  measures 
can  be  taken  for  the  l)etter  protection  of 
persons  detained  as  of  uu£<ound  mind 
against  whom  bankruptcy  proceedings 
have  been  taken  at  the  instance  of  a 
creditor  or  creditors. 

THE  UNEMPLOYED. 

CoLOX£L  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  Guardians  of  Sheffield  are  stated  to 


11 


Treatment  of 


{COMMONS} 


Rabies, 


12 


be  at  tbeir  wits^  end  to  kuow  how  to  find 
work  for  the  uaemployed  at  the  present 
time  ;  and  Laving  regard  to  the  existence 
of  a  similar  state  of  affairs  In  other  large 
towns,  what  steps  are  contemplated  by 
the  Government  to  terminate  a  state  of 
affairs  which,  if  existing  in  midsummer, 
is  likely  to  become  worse  as  winter 
approaches  and  the  population  increases  ? 
.  Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have  not 
received  any  communication  from  the 
Guardians  of  the  Sheffield  Union  on  the 
subject  of  distress  in  that  Union  prior  to 
the  hon.  Member  giving  notice  of  his 
question  ;  but  in  reply  to  the  inquiries 
which  I  have  addressed  to  them,  they  state 
that  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  employ- 
ment is  very  scarce  and  general  distress 
prevalent,  and  that  the  workhouse  is 
very  full  for  the  time  of  year,  but 
that  at  present  the  Guardians  have  no 
acute    difficulty    in     dealing    with    the 

f)auperism  of  the  Union.  I  regret  to 
earn  that  there  is  a  scarcity  of  employ- 
ment in  this  Union.  But  I  find  that  the 
number  of  persons  in  receipt  of  relief, 
excluding  lunatics  and  vagrants,  is  less 
by  about  600  than  at  the  beginning  of 
the  present  year,  and  less  by  over  3,000 
than  on  the  1st  of  January,  1886.  I 
have  no  information  which  would  lead 
me  to  think  that  there  is  any  exceptional 
pressure  of  pauperism  at  the  present  time 
in  other  large  towns  in  the  country. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  any 
suggestion  as  to  how  work  might  b^ 
found  for  the  unemployed  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  That  opens 
a  very  wide  question,  which  I  cannot 
deal  with  now. 

THE  CASE  OF  NURSE  GILLESPIE. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Go 
vernment  Board  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Justice  Day  at  the  Essex  Assize,  in 
sentencing  Nurse  Gillespie  for  torturing 
little  children,  in  which  he  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  Government  will  institute 
a  thorough  and  searching  inquiry,  because 
the  person  primarily  guilty  is  not  the 
only  person  who  should  be  made  to  suffer, 
but  that  there  must  be  some  who,  by 
censure  or  removal  from  office,  should  be 
stigmati!«ed  as  having  tolerated  this 
hideous  cruelty  ;  and  whether  he  pro- 
poses taking  any  action  with  reference  to 

Colonel  Howard  Jlncent 


the  Guardians  or  proceedings  agoinvt 
the  superintendent ;  if  so,  what  ? 

Mr.  SIIAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  had, 
prior  to  the  conviction  of  the  Nurse 
Gillespie,  determined  that  a  thorough  in- 
vestigation should  be  instituted  into  the 
management  of  the  school,  and,  pending 
this  inquiry,  the  superintendent  has  beeo 
suspended  from  the  performance  of  bis 
duties.  J  (!annot  express  any  opinion  an 
to  the  extent  to  which  responsibility 
may  attach  toothers  until  after  this  inquiry 
has  been  held. 

Major  RASCH  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the 
expenses  of  the  committee  of  the  Guar- 
dians who  were  supposed  to  inspect  thi& 
institution  fortnightly  were  paid  by  the 
ratepayers  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  waf. 
not  aware  of  the  fact. 

DISTRICT  COUNCILS  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  W.M*LAREN  (Cheshire, Crewe): 
I  beg  to  ask  the.  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Board  to  place  the  conduct 
of  the  first  elections  of  Urban  District 
Councils  in  the  hands  of  the  clerks  of 
Boards  of  Guardians ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  statement  to  this  effect  has^ 
caused  much  dissatisfaction  among  the 
Local  Boards  of  Health,  who  desire  to 
nominate  the  person  who  is  to  conduct 
such  elections  ;  and  that  in  some  Poor 
Law  Unions  there  are  several  Local 
Boards,  so  that  the  clerk  to  the  Guardians 
if  made  Returning  Officer  would  be  re- 
sponsible in  some  cases  for  a  considerable 
number  of  elections  on  the  same  day  ; 
and  whether,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
can  see  his  way  to  comply  with  the  desires 
of  Local  Boards  of  Health  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  I  can  only 
again  state  that  the  question  as  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  Returning  Officers  in  the 
elections  referred  to  will  be  fully  considered 
before  the  preparation  of  the  Rules  as  to 
these  elections  is  proceeded  with.  I  have 
not  made  any  statement  as  to  the  persons 
who,  under  those  Rules,  will  act  as  the 
Returning  Officers. 

TREATMENT  OF  RAIUES. 
Mr.  W.  M*LAREN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Ivocal  Government 
Board  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  girl 
named  Jane  Watkinson,  not  being  a 
pauper,  was  sent  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
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Onukirk  BcNird  of  Guardians  to  M. 
Pas(«ar,  in  Paris,  to  be  treated,  she  having 
boen  bitten  by  a  dog,  and  that  the  cost  of 
the  journey  of  the  girl  and  attendants 
amouuted  to  £29  ;  whether  the  Local 
GoTemment  Board  have  sanctioned  the 
payment  of  that  sum  out  of  the  rates  ;  if 
•o,  oo  what  ground  this  unusual  form  of 
oat-relief  was  administered  to  a  non- 
paaper  person  ;  and  whether  this  case  is 
to  be  regarded  as  a  preceilcnt  for  imitation 
ciMwhere  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  girl 
reftfred  to,  who  was  14  years  of  age,  was 
bitten  by  a  dog  suffering  from  rabies,  and 
two  medical  men  certified  that  she  should 
be  pbured  under  the  care  of  M.  Pasteur 
ftt  Paris,  in  order  that  treatment  by  in- 
oealation  might  be  carried  out.  The 
father  of  the  girl  is  a  farm  labourer  with 
a  vife  and  family  who  are  stated  to  be 
dependent  on  his  limited  and  often  uncer- 
taio  earnings,  and,  as  the  case  was  one  of 
icreat  urgency,  the  Inspector  of  Police 
coauDuuicated  with  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  and  with  his  con- 
rnrrence  the  necessary  funds  were  ad- 
TADced  for  sending  the  girl  to  Paris. 
H'hen  the  facts  were  reported  to  the 
(foardians  they  passed  a  resolution  by  17 
rotes  to  2  confirming  the  action  of  the 
Cliairman.  The  Local  Government 
Board,  having  regard  to  all  the  circum- 
cuuiceai  and  to  the  fact  that  the  expense 
bad  already  been  incurred,  considered 
that  the  case  was  one  in  which  they 
night  properly  accede  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Guardians,  and  they  accordingly 
auctioned  the  payment  by  them  of  such 
rrasonable  expenses  as  might  have  been 
mcorred. 

Mr.  W.  M'LARE^^  asked  whether  it 
WM  to  be  understood  that  this,  was  to  be 
taken  as  a  precedent  to  enable  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  send  personn  to  Paris  for 
trmtment,  and  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  father  of 
the  girl,  although  a  labourer,  was  in  no 
•cuse  a  pauper,  and  had  not  made  any 
Application  for  parish  .aid  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  think 
that  eai'h  case  must  be  considered  on  its 
meritiK. 

Mb.  W.  JOUNSTOX  (Belfast,  S.) 
a«ked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  state  what  was  the  result  of  the 
tfvatinent  of  M.  Pasteur  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  No,  Sir;  1 
have  not  heard. 


DISORDER     IN    LUROAN. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
DOW  give  any  further  particulars  as  to 
the  disposition  of  the  police  in  Lurgau 
on  the  10th  instant,  when  the  Rev. 
William  M'Cartan,  on  his  way  home 
through  the  town,  was  beaten  and 
wounded  in  one  of  the  streets  ;  and  if  he 
will  state  what  has  been  done  to  brin^ 
the  assailants  to  justice. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  kor 
IRELAND(Mr.  J.  MoRLEY,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  have  this  morning  re- 
ceived from  the  Divisional  Commissioner 
a  very  full  police  report  regarding  the 
disposition  and  employment  of  the  police 
on  tlie  occasion  referred  to.  The  matter 
obviously  requires  careful  consideration, 
and  probably  it  may  be  necessary  to  call 
for  some  further  information.  Until  I 
have  had  an  opportunity,  therefore,  of 
examining  the  matter  in  all  its  bearings 
it  will  not  be  possible  for  me  to  give  my 
hon.  Friend  the  information  for  which 
he  asks  in  the  first  part  of  the  question. 
As  regards,  however,  the  second  inquiry, 
I  may  state  that  some  18  persons  have 
been  identified  as  having  taken  part  in 
the  attack  on  the  reverend  gentleman, 
and  that  proceedings  will  be  instituted 
against  these  persons.  In  addition  to 
this,  proceedings  have  been  already  taken 
against  other  offenders  in  connection  with 
the  occurrences  on  the  date  mentioned, 
and  at  Petty  Sessions  on  the  9th  and 
11th  instant  neven  persons  were  made 
amenable  and  dealt  with — ^^q  of  them 
receiving  seven  days^  imprisonment  each 
for  stone-throwing  and  riotous  conduct, 
one  a  month  (or  assaulting  the  police,  and 
another  was  fined  £1  for  stone-throwing. 
In  all  25  persons  are  so  far  being  mad  ' 
amenable. 

ALLEGED  ATTACK  UPON  AN  IRISH 
MAGISTRATE. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlio 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  attack  made,  upon  Mr. 
M*Nally,  J.P.,  of  Lurgau,  when  driviug 
with  two  young  children  to  his  farm  in 
Derryinver,  by  a  drumming  party,  led  by 
a  soldier  in  uniform,  who  rushed  at  the 
horse  and  stopped  him  while  the  drum- 
ming party  kept  beating  their  drums  and 
caused  the  horse  to  rear  and  plunge,  and 
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did  their  best  to  put  tbe  horse  aud 
vehicle  containing  Mr.  M'Nallj  and  his 
children  into  an  open  drain  at  the  side  of 
the  road,  and  also  threw  stones  at  the 
vehicle,  wounding  the  driver  in  the  head; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  M*Nallv 
reported  the  outrage  to  several  constables 
whom  he  noet  on  the  road,  but  that  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Gray,  six  or  seven  weeks 
after  the  occurrence,  intimated  to  Mr. 
M'Nallj  that  the  constabulary  declined 
to  take  up  the  case ;  and  whether,  con- 
sidering the  unprovoked  attack  made 
upon  this  Magistrate,  and  the  early  in- 
formation given  to  the  police,  he  will 
make  inquiry  as  to  what  steps  were  taken 
by  them  against  the  offenders  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  occurrence  to 
which  this  question  refers  took  place 
on  March  26  last.  It  appears  that 
Mr.  M'Nally  with  his  two  children  aud  a 
man  named  M'Mahon  were  driving  along 
a  road  in  the  locality  mentioned  when 
they  met  an  Orange  dnimming  party. 
Most  of  the  members  of  the  band  ceased 
playing  when  approaching  the  horse,  but 
some  of  the  drummers  continued  to  beat 
their  drums.  Two  of  the  crowd,  how- 
ever, took  it  by  the  head  and  led  it 
through.  Some  stones  were  thrown 
after  the  trap  and  one  struck  M^Mahon, 
though  he  was  not,  I  understand,  injured. 
Mr.  M*Nally  reported  the  occurrence  to 
the  police  some  distance  from  the  scone. 
The  matter  was  closely  investigated,  but 
no  overt  act  could  be  proved  against  any 
particular  individual,  and  the  Divisioual 
Commissioner  was  of  opinion  that  there 
was  not  the  slightest  chance  of  a  suc- 
cessful prosecution.  The  Attorney 
General  also  advised  that  there  was  no 
evidence  to  sustain  a  prosecution,  and 
Mr.  M*Nally  was  informed  to  this  effect. 


WHISKY   PERMITS. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (^Wicklow,  VV.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether,  in  the  case  of  the 
recent  offences  against  the  Excise  Law 
perpetrated  by  Messrs.  Duuville  and  Co., 
Belfast,  the  whisky  was  represented  to 
the  firm's  customers  (in  the  permits  and 
on  the  casks)  as  older  than  it  really  was; 
whether  this  is  an  offence  under  the 
ordinary  Criminal  Law  and  under  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Acts,  as  well  as 
under  the  Excise  Acts ;  and  whether, 
in  the  case  of  future  fracids  on  their 
customers  by  distillers,  which  would  be 

Mr.  M' Carta n 


{COMMONS} 

punishable  under  the  ordinary  Criminal 
Law,  he  will  direct  the  Inland  Revenue 
authorities  not  to  exercise  their  power  of 
privately  compounding  the  offences  for  a 

fine  ? 

Sir  W.  H ARCOURT  :  In  only  two 
cases  was  another  year  substituted  for 
that  obliterated.  Moreover,  as  I  have 
before  said,  the  figure  on  the  permits  and 
casks  does  not  purport  to  represent  the 
age  of  the  whisky,  but  only  the  date  of 
the  blending  (or  racking).  The  offence 
of  which  the  Inland  Revenue  took  cog- 
nisance was  a  penal  offence  against  the 
Excise  Laws.  The  mere  substitution  of 
one  date  for  another  on  the  permits  or 
casks  would  not  be  a  criminal  offence, 
and  the  Inland  Revenue  have  no 
knowledge,  nor  means  of  knowledge, 
whether  there  are  any  circumsUnces 
beyond  their  cognisauce  which,  taken  in 
connection  with  such  substitution,  might 
constitute  the  offence  a  criminal  one.  I 
do  not  think  there  was  any  offence  under 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Act*.  I  cannot, 
in  these  circumstances,  direct  the  Board 
not  to  exercise  the  discretion  vested  in 
them  by  Statute. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
in  August,  1 892,  a  hogshead  of  whisky 
was  sold  by  the  firm  of  William  Cowan 
and  Company,  Church  Lane,  Belfast,  to 
John  Boston,  Bally macarrett,  Belfast, 
which  did  not  correspond  with  the  parti- 
culars stated  on  the  permit  accompanying 
the  whisky ;  that  the  permit  had  been 
altered  by  the  sellers  after  it  had  passed 
the  Excise  officials  ;  that  a  summons  was 
taken  out  in  Belfast  Police  Court  against 
the  sellers,  and  adjourned  ;  and  that, 
during  the  adjournment,  the  offence  was 
compounded  for  by  the  payment  of  a  fine 
to  the  Excise  ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the 
reason  for  adopting  this  course,  and  what 
was  the  amount  of  the  fine  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Except  that 
the  permit  was  granted  by  the  Customs 
and  not  by  the  Excise,  the  facts  are  as 
stated.  Proceedings  were  commenced  by 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  against 
the  then  proprietor  of  the  business  for 
the  Excise  offence  of  tampering  with  a 
permit.  Those  proceedings  were  with- 
drawn upon  payment  of  a  compromise 
fine  of  £300.  The  Board  exercised  the 
discretionary  power  conferred  on  them 
by    Statute,   of    compromising    offences 


17        Pa^w^nt  of  Probate  {22  June  1894)        Registrars  in  Ireland.         18 


Against  tbe  Excise  Laws,  on  two  grounds 
— uuiwIt.  that  the  circumstances  dis- 
eloied  no  fraud  on  tbe  Revenue ;  and 
that  tbej  were  satisfied  tbat  tbe  then 
proprietor    bad    no    cognizance    of   tbe 


Mb.  J,  O'CONNOR:  Upon  whom 
the  fraud  perpetrated  ;  was  it  not  on 
tbe  person  who  bought  tbe  whisky  ? 

Si«  H\  HARCOURT:  I  really 
aoDoc  say.  I  cannot  be  expected  to 
uiwer  a  qneistion  of  tbat  kind  without 
Mtice. 

tOMMAXPEEBINU  IN  TBE  TRANSVAAL. 

Su  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
iSbeifield,  Ecclesall) :  1  beg  to  ask  tbe 
Xtt^t  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Colonies 
whether  it  is  correct,  as  stated  in  tele- 
cnnM  from  South  Africa,  tbat  British 
«Qbjert4  in  tbe  Transvaal  were  forcibly 
njomandeereil  on  Wednesday  and  sent  in 
pHMM)  wagons  to  fight  in  tbe  Boer  Army  ; 
tod,  if  so,  what  action  Her  Majesty^s 
tyoreniment  proposed  to  take  to  put  an 
««iii  to  »ocb  outrage  ? 

Ma.  S.  BUXTON  :  We  sent  a  tele- 
ria  to-day  on  the  subject,  but  have  as 
m  rpreived  no  reply. 

SiK  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  Is 
■1  oot  the  fact  tbat  German,  French,  and 
Ptftu^uese  subjects  in  tbe  Transvaal  are 
&M  frum  this  liability  ? 

Mt  S.  BUXTON  :  It  is  true  they  are 
fm,  and,  as  I  have  formerly  stated,  tbe 
Colooiat  Office  has  made  representations 
totikeHigh  Commissioner  of  tbe  South 
ifricaa  Republic  on  tbe  matter. 

Me  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
i^jold  tike  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
txcbet^uer  whether  we  are  not  tbe  Suzc- 
ib  of  ib(*  Transvaal,  and,  if  so,  whether 
&  that  pf>sition  we  have  no  power  of 
<*otrolling  their  proceedings  over  British 
Ejects  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mt  DARLING  (Deptford)  :  Can  the 
^w«tioii  be  answered  whether  Her 
MtjNty  is  still  Suzerain  of  the  Trans- 
isi,  or  oot  ?  Perhaps  tbe  hon.  and 
4Voed  Solicitor  General  can  toll  us. 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Sia  D.  MACFARLANE :  I  beg  to 
fiTe  notice  that  I  shall  put  a  question 
opoQ  this  matter  on  Monday. 

Mt.  HARTLEY  :  May  I  point  out 
(hat  we  have  not  yet  had  an  answer  to 


the    question   of   my   hon.   and   learned 
Friend  behind  me  ? 

{No  reply  was  made.] 

THE  DEATH  DUTIES. 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight)  : 
I  beg  to  ask,  in  reference  to  tbe  question 
of  Death  Duties  on  colonial  property, 
whether  tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
would  have  any  objection  to  lay  on  tbe 
'Table  tbe  joint  letter  dated  June  12, 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  by  the  Representatives  in 
London  of  all  the  self-governing  Colonies 
except  Natal  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes,  I  wiU 
lav  it  on  tbe  Table. 

BRITISH  GOODS  IN  SOUTH  AFRICA. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Ex- 
chequer if  be  will  name  a  day  for  tbe 
consideration  of  tbe  action  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  tbe  Colonies  in  rejecting 
the  offer  of  tbe  Premier  and  Government 
of  Cape  Colony  and  tbe  British  South 
Africa  Company  to  admit  British  goods 
into  Matabeleland  and  Masbonaland  on 
more  favourable  terms  than  foreign 
goods  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  unable 
to  name  a  day  for  tbe  purpose.  But  the 
boD.  Gentleman  must  not  assume  tbat  I 
admit  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  of 
fact  in  the  question. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
When  will  the  Colonial  Vote  be  taken  ? 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  say. 

PAYMENT  OF  PROBATE  REGISTRARS 
IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  BARRY  (Wexford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
what  tbe  average  number  of  probate  and 
administrations  extracted  per  annum  in 
Ireland  is,  and  what  proportion  of  them 
would  be  included  in  the  provisions  of 
Clause  13  of  the  Finance  Bill,  taking  any 
recent  year  as  an  example  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  average 
number  of  probates  and  administrations 
extracted  in  Ireland  during  tbe  three 
years  ending  March  31,  1893,  was 
7,108.  Taking  tbe  year  ending 
March  31,  1893,  as  an  example,  tbe  total 
number  of  grants  extracted   was  7,674« 
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Those  uuder  the  value  of  £1,000  num- 
bered 6,566,  of  which  5,938  were  also 
under  the  value  of  £500.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  pay  what  proportion  of  the  grants 
extracted  in  Ireland  will  be  included  in 
the  provisions  of  Clause  1 3  of  the  Finance 
Bill,  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  under  the 
Bill,  the  real  estate  will  for  the  first  time 
fall  to  be  aggregated  with  the  person- 
alty. 

Mk.    BARRY  :    I     beg    to   ask   the 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how  many 

of      the     District     Registrars     of     the 

Court  of  Probate  in  Ireland  are  at 
present  paid  by  fees  ;  what  their  average 
income  from  fees  is  ;  and  whether  any 
estimate  has  been  made  as  to  how  their 
position  will  be  affected  if  Clause  13  of 
the  Finance  Bill  passes  into  law  in  its 
present  form  ? 

.  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  fiwe  Dis- 
trict Registrars  of  the  Court  of  Probate 
in  Ireland  were  paid  by  fees,  and  the 
average  net  income  from  fees  in  the 
three  years  ending  1892-93  was  £2,020 
amongst  the  ^\e. 


tion  on  the  sites  selected  by  the  Director 
General  or  the  War  Office  of  building* 
recently  wrecked  by  explosion  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  such  representations  were 
opposed  to  the  reconstruction  on  those 
sites  or  any  of  them  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Representations  were  made  by  Colonel 
M*Clintock  of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the 
question.  Those  representations  were 
contrary  to  the  opinion  he  had  previously 
concurred  in,  and  were  opposed  to  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Director 
General  of  Ordnance  Factories,  upon 
whom  rests  the  responsibility  for  the 
processes  of  manufacture,  and  whose 
views  are  supported  by  the  technical 
experts  of  the  highest  authority,  upon 
whose  advice  we  are  acting  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  H anbury  :  I  suppose  this 
opinion  was  given  before  his  dismissal  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Yes. 


FORAGE  ALLOWANCE  TO  VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Colonel  BRIDGEMAN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  issuing  forage  or  giving  the  forage 
allowance  to  mounted  officers  of  Volun- 
teer corps  when  in  brigade  camps  ? 

The  secretary  or  STATE  for 
WAR     (Mr.    Campbell -Bannerman, 
Stirling,   <&c.)  :    I   am   afraid  I    cannot 
accept  the  suggestion  in  the  hou.  and 
gallant  Member's  question.     In  the  first 
place,  capitation  grants  are  for  corps  and 
not  for  individuals  ;  and,  in  the  second, 
the  camp  allowance  to  Volunteers  is  in- 
tended to  cover  all  the  expenses  incurred 
i2<xcQb^utbem.  in  going  into  camp,  so  far  as 
recent  offences  agtftrae  as  a  public  charge, 
perpetrated  by  Messrs.  i^ 
Belfast,  the  whisky  was  r^y^   POWDER 
the  firm's  customers  (in  the  |i*5 
on  the  casks)  as  older  than  h  reh^  ^^  ^gj^  ^jj^ 
whether  this    is   an   offence   w°^©*', ether  any 
ordinary  Criminal   Law  and    under        ^o  the 
Merchandise    Marks    Acts,   as    well    *«tories 
under   the   Excise  Acts ;   and   whether»j^^.jj| 
in   the   case   of  future   frauds   on  their  i\^^^ 
customers  by  distillers,  which  would   be    ,^^^ 

Mr.  M^Cartan 


STRENGTH    OF    CAVALRY    REGIMENTS. 
Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Sute  for 
War  whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
men  and  horses  composing  an  English 
cavalry   regiment   on  a   peace   footing  : 
how    many   additional    men    and    horset* 
would   he   required   to   place   the   same 
regiment   on    a    war   footing  ;    whether 
cavalry  reservists   received  any  training 
in   their    mounted   duties  ;  and  whether 
there  is  any  reason  to  suppose  that,   in 
the   event    of   sudden   mobilisation,    the 
requisite    number   of   trained   men    and 
tniined  horses  would  be  forthcoming  for 
the  purpose  of  placing  the  cavalry  regi- 
ments  on  a    war   footing    without   any 
dangerous  delay  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
A  cavalry  regiment  on  a  peace  footing  at 
home  varies  in  strength  from  428  men 
with  280  horses  in  the  seven  regiments 
last  for  foreign  service  to  656  men  with 
410  horses  in  the  six  regiments  which 
are  first  to  go  abroad.  On  a  war  footing, 
a  cavalry  regiment  would  consist  for 
home  service  of  5b  1  men  and  511  horses, 
or  for  foreign  service  of  634  men  with 
530  horses.  There  is  an  ample  number 
of  trained  m^  in  the  Reserve.  They 
have  not  beeu  tmiueil  in  their  raountetl 
duties   while  in  the  Reserve;  but  they 
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Im? e  ail  »erveil  to  cavalry  regimonU,  and 
it  waft  found  at  the  last  mobilbatioa 
that,  miur  a  very  short  time,  such  meu 
were  quite  corapeteut  to  take  the  field. 
Aj»  regiirds  horses,  cavalry  regiments  do 
not  require  as  many  horses  as  meu. 
Tbeir  horses,  so  far  as  required,  would 
be  drawo  from  those  registered  for  Army 
•enrice.  These  are  civilian  horses  and 
hare  not  had  Army  training ;  but  in 
every  case  of  mobilisation,  where  there  is 
ft  large  increase  of  horses,  many  animals 
without  military  training  must  of  neces- 
fity  be  employed. 

THK  DONEGAL  ARTILLERY. 

Mr.  REXTOUL  (Down,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  vk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Colonel  Stewart, 
oominanding  the  Donegal  Artillery,  has 
repoatedly  reported  certain  members  of 
the  permanent  staff  of  his  regiment  for 
ioelBcieney  and  misconduct,  and  that  no 
notice  has  been  taken  of  his  Reports,  and 
tiiat  iu  January  last,  when  he  reported 
two  sergeants  of  the  permanent  staff,  his 
immediate  superior  officer.  Colonel  Perry, 
commanding  at  Londonderry,  jn  for- 
Wftrding  Colonel  Stewart*s  Report,  stated 
that  he  considered  the  tone  of  Colouel 
Stewart *s  remarks  in  his  letter  of  the  31  st 
of  January,  1894,  most  improper  and 
ufftir,  as  it  showed  a  very  decided 
pcnonal  animus  towards  the  members  of 
tbe  permanent  staff,  and  that  Colonel 
Stewart  forthwith  applied  for  an  investi- 
ptioo  of  this  grave  charge  ;  and  will  he 
txplain  why  Colonel  Stewart's  Reports 
hftvebeen  disregarded,  and  the  in  vest  iga- 
tioo  which  he  demanded  not  granted  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
War  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman, 
Stifling,  &p.):  Colonel  Stewart's  Reports 
bftve  not  been  disregarded  ;  but,  the  sub- 
jwi  of  them  having  been  inquired  into  by 
the  Geneial  Commanding  his  district  and 
hj  the  Field  Marshal  Commanding  in 
IreUod,  those  officers  have  not  thought 
it  uecemary  to  grant  the  investigation 
lieiDaiMled  ;  and  I  do  not  propose  to  inter- 
fere with  their  decision. 

THK  CNDEROROUND  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  WELR  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  certain  art'cles  and  oorrespond- 


I  ence  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette  as  to  the 
state  of  the  atmosphere  in  the  Under- 
ground Railway,  and  the  means  of  puri- 
fying it ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  deal  with  the  matter  effectually  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  have  myself  had 
such  frequent  and  painful  experience 
of  the  state  of  the  atmosphere  in 
certain  parts  of  the  Underground 
Railway  that  no  newspaper  articles 
could  make  me  feel  more  strongly 
than  I  do  the  inconvenience  from  which 
the  public  now  suffers.  But  Parliament 
has  not  intrusted  the  Board  of  Trade  with 
any  powers  which  would  enable  them  to 
deal  effectually  with  the  mischief  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  complains. 

Mr.  weir  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the 
Report  which  was  furnished  to  him  by 
the  Metropolitan  Railway  Company  a 
few  days  ago  was  of  an  extremely 
weak  and  unsatisfactory  character — so 
much  so,  that  he  should  be  compelled  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  matter  again  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  that  did  not 
affect  the  answer  he  had  given — namely, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  did  not  possess 
the  power  to  interfere  effectually  in  the 
matter. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Are  there  no  means  of  dealing  with  a 
Railway  Company  who  violate  the  law 
in  this  way  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  already  told 
the  House  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
has  no  power  to  deal  with  the  matter. 


UNIVBRSITY  OF  ST.  ANDREWS. 
Paper    fpresented  21st   June]    to  be 
printed.     \_So,  183.] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  ST.   ANDREWS. 
Accounts  [presented  21st  June]  to  be 
printed,     [^o.  184.] 

SUMMARY   JURISDUmON  ACT,  1870 

(SECTION  8). 
Return    [presented  21st  June]   to  be 
printed,     [i^o.  185.] 

SEA  FISHERIES  ACT,  1868. 
Copy   presented,— of   Report   of    the 
Board  of  Trade  under  Part  III.  of  the 
Act.     Orders  for  Fishery  Grants,  1893-4 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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Those  uuder  the  value  of  £1,000  num- 
bered 6,566,  of  which  5,938  were  abo 
under  the  value  of  £500.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  say  what  proportion  of  the  grants 
eiLtracteil  in  Ireland  will  be  included  in 
the  provisions  of  Clause  1 3  of  the  Finance 
Bill,  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  under  the 
Bill,  the  real  estate  will  for  the  first  time 
fall  to  be  aggregated  with  the  person- 
alty. 

Mu.    BARRY:    I     beg    to   ask   the 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how  many 

of      the     District     Registrars     of     the 

Court  of  Probate  in  Ireland  are  at 
present  paid  by  fees  ;  what  their  average 
income  from  fees  is  ;  and  whether  any 
estimate  has  been  made  as  to  how  their 
position  will  be  affected  if  Clause  13  of 
the  Finance  Bill  passes  into  law  in  its 
present  form  ? 

.Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  dwe  Dis- 
trict  Registrars  of  the  Court  of  Probate 
in  Ireland  were  paid  by  fees,  and  the 
average  net  income  from  fees  in  the 
three  years  ending  1892-93  was  £2,020 
amongst  the  five. 

FORAGE  ALLOWANCE  TO  VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Colonel  BBIDGEMAN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  issuing  forage  or  giving  the  forage 
allowance  to  mounted  officers  of  Volun- 
teer corps  when  in  brigade  camps  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell -Bannermam, 
Stirling,  <&c.)  :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
accept  the  suggestion  in  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member^s  question.  In  the  first 
place,  capitation  grants  are  for  corps  and 
not  for  individuals  ;  and,  in  the  second, 
the  camp  allowance  to  Volunteers  is  in- 
tended to  cover  all  the  expenses  incurred 
0)v  them  in  going  into  camp,  so  far  as 
they  can  be  tn^r^e  as  a  public  charge. 

THE    GOVERNMfi^NT    POWDER 
FACTOR! 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  be>^o  ask  the 
SecreUry  of  State  for  War  wT^tber  any 
representations  have  been  mad^  to  the 
Director  General  of  Ordnance  Factories, 
or  the  War  Office,  by  Colonel  MHJliffitock, 
the  late  Superintendent  of  Walitham 
Factory,  with  reference  to  the  reconstr^uc- 

Sir  W,  Harcourt 


tion  on  the  sites  selected  by  the  Director 
General  or  the  War  Office  of  buildings 
recently  wrecked  by  explosion  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  such  representations  were 
opposed  to  the  reconstruction  on  those 
sites  or  any  of  them  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Representations  were  made  by  Colonel 
M*Clintock  of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the 
question.  Those  representations  were 
contrary  to  the  opinion  ho  had  previously 
concurred  in,  and  were  opposed  to  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Director 
General  of  Ordnance  Factories,  upon 
whom  rests  the  responsibility  for  the 
processes  of  manufacture,  and  whose 
views  are  supported  by  the  technical 
experts  of  the  highest  authority,  upon 
whose  advice  we  are  acting  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  suppose  thit* 
opinion  was  given  before  his  dismissal  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Yes. 

STRENGTH  OF  CAVALRY  REGIMENTS. 
Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
men  and  horses  composing  an  English 
cavalry  regiment  on  a  peace  footing  : 
how  many  additional  men  and  horses 
would  he  required  to  place  the  same 
regiment  on  a  war  footing  ;  whether 
cavalry  reservists  received  any  training 
in  their  mounted  duties  ;  and  whether 
there  is  any  reason  to  suppose  that,  in 
the  event  of  sudden  mobilisation,  the 
requisite  number  of  trained  men  and 
trained  horses  would  be  forthcoming  for 
the  purpose  of  placing  the  cavalry  regi- 
ments on  a  war  footing  without  auj 
dangerous  delay? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
A  cavalry  regiment  on  a  peace  footing  at 
home  varies  in  strength  from  428  men 
with  280  horses  in  the  seven  regiments 
last  for  foreign  service  to  656  men  with 
410  horses  in  the  six  regiments  which 
are  Hrst  to  go  abroad.  On  a  war  footing, 
a  cavalry  regiment  would  consist  for 
home  service  of  5hl  men  and  oil  horsen, 
or  for  foreign  service  of  634  men  with 
630  horses.  There  is  an  ample  number 
of  trained  mmi  in  the  Reserve.  They 
have  not  been  trained  in  their  raounteil 
duties   while   in  the  Reserve ;  but  they 
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kftre  dl  ^erreil  in  cavalrj  regimonU,  aud 
it  was  found  at  the  last  mobilisation 
tbac,  afc«r  a  very  short  time,  such  men 
were  cjuit^  competent  to  take  the  field. 
At  regards  horses,  cavalry  regiments  do 
oo(  require  as  many  horses  as  men. 
Tbeir  horses,  so  far  as  required,  would 
be  drawu  from  those  registered  for  Army 
Mrrice.  These  are  civilian  horses  and 
kre  not  had  Army  training ;  but  in 
efeiy  ctu^e  of  mobilisation,  where  there  is 
•  large  increase  of  horses,  many  animals 
vithoat  military  training  must  of  neces- 
fitr  he  employed. 

THK  DONEGAL  ARTILLERY. 

Ma.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  :  I  beg 
«o  Mk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
vfaetber  he  is  aware  that  Colonel  Stewart, 
coaifflandiug  the  Donegal  Artillery,  has 
rvfnatedly  reported  certain  members  of 
dM  permanent  staff*  of  his  regiment  for 
iacmciencT  ami  misconduct,  and  that  no 
Mtice  has  been  taken  of  his  Reports,  and 
Uat  id  January  last,  when  he  reported 
two  sergeants  of  the  permanent  staff,  his 
inaediate  superior  officer.  Colonel  Perry, 
eotuaandiug  at  Londonderry,  in  for- 
varding  Colonel  Stewart's  Report,  stated 
tbtt  be  considered  the  tone  of  Colonel 
Stewart's  remarks  in  his  letter  of  the  3 1st 
4  January,  1894,  most  improper  and 
tabir,  as  it  showed  a  very  decided 
^enonal  animus  towards  the  members  of 
4e  permanent  staff*,  aud  that  Colonel 
Sftfwart  forthwith  applied  for  an  investi- 
(UJOD  of  this  grave  charge  ;  and  will  he 
aplain  why  Colonel  Stewart*s  Reports 
kiebeen  disregarded,  and  the investiga- 
tmi  which  be  demanded  not  granted  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
^AR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman, 
*Hiriiog,  &c.):  Colonel  Stewart's  Reports 
hve  DOC  been  disregarded  ;  but,  the  sub- 
JBrt  of  them  having  been  inquired  into  by 
^  Genet  al  Commanding  his  district  and 
br  the  Field  Marshal  Commanding  in 
hviaiid,  tho«e  officers  have  not  thought 
X  iMcessary  to  grant  the  investigation 
^tttaoded  ;  and  I  do  not  propose  to  inter- 
^  with  their  decision. 

THK  UKDERQBOUND  RAILWAY. 

He.  weir  (Roas  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
^  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Tt»de  whether  his   attention  has  been 


ence  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette  as  to  the 
state  of  the  atmosphere  in  the  Under- 
ground Railway,  and  the  means  of  puri- 
fying it ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  deal  with  the  matter  effectually  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE:  1  have  myself  had 
such  frequent  and  painful  experience 
of  the  state  of  the  atmosphere  in 
certain  parts  of  the  Underground 
Railway  that  no  newspaper  articles 
could  make  me  feel  more  strongly 
than  I  do  the  inconvenience  from  which 
the  public  now  suflTers.  But  Parliament 
has  not  intrusted  the  Board  of  Trade  with 
any  powers  which  would  enable  them  to 
deal  effectually  with  the  mischief  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  complains. 

Mr.  weir  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the 
Report  which  was  furnished  to  him  by 
the  Metropolitan  Railway  Company  a 
few  days  ago  was  of  an  extremely 
weak  and  unsatisfactory  character — so 
much  so,  that  he  should  be  compelled  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  matter  again  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  that  did  not 
affect  the  answer  he  had  given — namely, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  did  not  possess 
the  power  to  interfere  effectually  in  the 
matter. 

Sir  E.  ASIIMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Are  there  no  means  of  dealing  with  a 
Railway  Company  who  violate  the  law 
in  this  way  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  already  told 
the  House  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
has  no  power  to  deal  with  the  matter. 


UNIVERSITY  OF  ST.  AXDREWS. 
Paper    fpresented  2l8t   June]    to  l>e 
printed,     [^o.  183.] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  ST.   ANDREWS. 
Accounts  [presented  21st  June]  to  be 
printed,     [^o.  184.] 

SUMMARY   JURISDIcmON  ACT,  1879 

(SECTION  8). 
Return    [presented  21st  June]   to  be 
printed,     [iio.  185.] 

SEA  FISHERIES  ACT,  1868. 
Copy   presented,— of   Report   of    the 
Board  of  Trade  under  Part  III.  of  the 
Act.     Orders  for  Fishery  Grants,  1893-4 
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WAYS    AND    MEANS. 
Resohition  [21st  June]  reported  ; 

"  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  yalue  for  the 
purpose  of  Succession  Duty  of  a  succession  to 
real  proi)erty  arising?  on  the  death  of  a  deceased 
person  shall,  where  the  successor  is  competent 
to  dispose  of  the  property,  be  the  principal 
value  of  the  property,  and  that  provision  shall 
be  made  for  the  payment  of  such  duty  with 
interest  from  the  expiration  of  twelve  months 
after  the  date  of  the  death  on  which  the  suc- 
cession aro^e.  and  the  provision  of  the  existing 
Law  with  respect  to  discount  shall  not  apply." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Ordered,That  it  bean  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Fiuanee  Bill  that  they 
have  power  to  make  provision  therein 
pursuant  to  the  said  Resolution. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  190.) 
COMMITTEE.     lProgresSy2l8t  June.'] 

[seventeenth  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  14. 

Mr.  B ARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  moved 
ftn  Amendment  to  reduce  the  rate  of  duty 
OQ  estates  between  £500  and  £1,000 
value  from  £2  to  30s.,  the  Amendment 
being  the  first  of  a  series  designed,  he 
said,  to  ease  off  the  heavy  jumps  which 
occurred,  particularly  at  the  bottom  of 
the  scale.  A  person  whose  life  was  in- 
sured for  £500  was  a  comparatively  poor 
person,  and  if  a  sum  exceeding  £500 
•were  to  pay  so  heavy  a  tax  as  £10  in- 
stead of  50s.,  life  insurance  would  be 
discouraged  and  persons  would  be  tempted 
to  insure  for  lower  amounts  in  order  to 
avoid  the  heavy  Estate  Doty.  The  people 
who  could  leave  a  provision  of  no  more  than 
from  £500  to  £1,000  were  the  class  who 
deserved  consideralioo,  certainly  as  com- 
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pared  with  those  who  left  from  £1,000 
to  £10,000;  and  he  therefore  moved 
that  the  duty  should  be  reduced  from  £2 
to  dOs.  per  cent. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
25,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'  two  pounds,*' 
and  insert  the  words  ^^  thirty  shillings. 
— (Mr,  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
*  two  pounds'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcol  rt,  Derby) 
said,  it  might  be  inferred  from  the  hou. 
Memher*s  speech  that  the  Government 
were  raisuig  the  duties,  whereas  they 
were  reducing  them  on  £1,000,  and  still 
more  on  £500.  He  should  be  glad  if  the 
Exchequer  could  dispense  with  any  tax 
at  all  under  £1,000,  but  it  could  not 
afford  tc  do  so.  He  had  very  carefully 
considered  whether  he  could  go  further 
than  be  had  done.  He  believed  that 
people  who  could  leave  only  £500  or 
under  were  the  people  who  most  de- 
served consideration,  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  only  1  per  cent,  was  charged 
under  £500  and  2  per  cent,  between  £500 
and  £1,000 — in  both  cases  a  very  sensible 
reduction. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  it 
must  be  rememl>ered  that  the  scale  was 
effectively  made  much  higher  by  bringing 
a  much  larger  amount  of  property  under 
duty  ;  realty  and  settled  personalty  were 
both  brought  within  the  scope  of  Estate 
Duty. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  is  not 
much  aggregation  under  £1,000. 

Mr.  HANBURY  hoped  there  would 
be  in  future,  because  the  tendency  of 
legislation  was  to  split  up  realty.  This 
high  duty  would  hit  poor  people  and 
would  discourage  small  holdings  in  laud. 
These  now  escaped  duty  under  probate, 
and  for  the  first  time  would  be  taxed  for 
Estate  Duty. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  felt  oblige<l  to  take  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  under  his  protection 
as  to  this  Amendment,  which,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Exchequer,  was  not 
one  he  could  accept ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  there  was  alreadv  in  the  Bill  a 
remarkable  reduction  on  £1,000  to  a 
stranger,  who  now  paid  £125,  and  noder 
the  Bill   would  pay  £20,  thus  escaping 
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£105  of  taxes,  while  an  EDglish  widow 
taking  the  same  amouot  in  foreign  pro- 
pertj  would  pay  £20  more  than  at 
pmeou 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  169  ; 
Soes  104.— (Division  List,  No.  120.) 

Usu  BARTLEY  said,  his  further 
Amendments  were  on  the  same  lines.  If 
tkt  Government  would  not  give  way  it 
wu  no  use  to  waste  time. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  HARCorRT,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
^g«  10,  line  37,  leave  out  from  "per 
«oL  **  to  end  of  line  38. 

Ma.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
wocld  move,  after  the  word  "  over  "  in  the 
Aaeodment,  to  insert  the  words  "  ten 
ftmds  or.' 


t< 


Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
•»ver,"  to  insert  the  words  "  ten  pounds 
ar." — (.Vr.  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Qae«tion  proposed,  **  That  those  wonls 
b  there  inserted." 

Sii  W.  H  ARCOURT  said,  he  preferred 
at  words  as  they  stood. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Then,  in 
^  interest  of  accuracy,  I  shall  divide 
ipco  it. 

Sia  R.  WEBSTER  :  It  seems  to  rae 
!ta(  tbe^e  words  are  necessary. 

8m  W.  HARCOURT  :  Rather  than 
Mn  ft  Division  I  will  agree  to  the 
iumdment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Ma.     HEYWOOD     JOHNSTONE 

'J^tiiiex,  N.W.)  said,  he  desired  to  move 
totdd  to  the  clause  the  following  : — 

"  Wbrre  by  rca^iii  of  another  death  a  Kecond 
Doty  ffball   become  payable  upon  the 
property  within  four  years,   it  shall  be 
ana  paid  in  rwpect  of  such  property  at 
a»4alf  of  the  rate  payable  upon  the  princi|)al 
of  tbe  estate  in  which  it  is  inclmled/' 


mied 


It  had  been  estimated  that  everv  estate 

m 

n  fto  avemgo  should  fall  in  for  Estate 
1^5  once  in  30 years.  But  there  might 
^  OMny  cases  in  which  the  succession 
■igbt  be  roach  quicker,  and  in  which  tho 
^wdeD  of  the  duty  would  be  so  heavy  as 


to  materially  diminish,  if  not  dee  troy  ^ 
the  property  altogether.  A  personal 
friend  of  his  who  took  an  interest  in  this 
subject  had  informed  him  a  few  dayt* 
ago  that  in  his  own  family  not  far  back 
three  successions  had  taken  place  within 
a  space  of  14  months.  Though  such  ii 
thing  did  not  often  occur,  at  any  rate  it 
was  a  matter  which  they  should  provide 
for.  Take  the  case  of  quick  succession 
between  brothers  or  husband  and  wife,  or 
persons  of  the  same  age — or  a  case  where 
in  an  accident  husband  and  wife  or  brothers 
perished  practically  a*t  the  same  time, 
th)ugh,  ill  the  eyes  of  the  law,  ^ihau 
interval  sufficient  to  give  succession, 
should  full  Estate  Duty  be  paid 
a  second  time?  It  was  with  a 
view  of  meeting  cases  of  this  kind,  which 
he  considered  were  cases  of  real  hardship 
— though  they  would  not  often  occur — 
that  he  had  put  down  his  Amendment. 
He  would  ask  the  Committee  to  bear  in 
mind  that  the  Amendment  did  not  touch 
the  principle  of  aggregation  or  gradua- 
tion, and  did  not  in  any  shape  favour 
real  property.  He  was  quite  certain  that 
if  the  Amendment  were  not  accepted  in 
the  cases  he  referretl  to,  the  duty  would 
he  paid  with  a  sense  of  injustice,  and 
hardship,  and  robbery. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
38,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the 
words — 

*'  Where  by  reason  of  another  death  a  second 
Estate  Duty  shall  >K!come  payable  ui>on  the 
same  property  within  four  years,  it  shall  be 
levied  and  paid  in  respect  of  such  property  at 
one-half  of  the  rate  payable  upon  the  principal 
value  of  the  estate  in  which  it  is  include* I.— 
(J/r.  Jfi't/tcipod  JofiMstone,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  abided." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  quite 
understood  the  feelings  which  had 
inspired  this  Amendment.  He  quite 
agreed  that  in  some  cases  where  the 
successions  followed  rapidly  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  Estate  Duty  would  constitute 
a  considerable  hardship.  They  must  all 
know  of  such  cases.  The  difficulty  he 
had  in  providing  against  this  wns  tliut  so 
fur  he  had  betni  nnaldc  to  «;et  af  what 
would  be  a  fair  avtjragc  period  to  allow 
for  successions  taking  place,  and  he  con- 
sidered that  the  fault  of  the  Amendment 
was  that  it  did  not  deal  in  a  practical  war 
with  the  case.     It  seemed  to  him  that  it 
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ORDERS     OF     THE    DAV. 


WAYS    AND   MEANS. 

Resolution  [21  st  June]  reported  ; 

"  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  yaluo  for  the 
purpose  of  Succession  Duty  of  a  succession  to 
real  proi)erty  arising?  on  the  death  of  a  deceased 
person  shall,  where  the  successor  is  competent 
to  dispose  of  the  property,  be  the  principal 
value  of  the  property,  and  that  provision  shall 
be  made  for  the  payment  of  such  duty  with 
interest  from  the  expiration  of  twelve  months 
after  the  «late  of  the  death  on  which  the  suc- 
cession aro«^%  and  the  provision  of  the  existing 
Law  with  res|)cct  to  discount  shall  not  apply." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Ordered,That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Finance  Bill  that  they 
have  power  to  make  provision  therein 
pursuant  to  the  said  Resolution. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  190.) 
COMMITTEE.     [^Progress^  2l8t  June,"] 

[seventeenth    NIGHT.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  14. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  moved 
AD  Amendment  to  reduce  the  rate  of  duty 
-on  estates  between  £500  and  £1,000 
value  from  £2  to  30s.,  the  Amendment 
being  the  first  of  a  series  designed,  he 
said,  to  ease  off  the  heavy  jumps  which 
occurred,  particularly  at  the  bottom  of 
the  scale.  A  person  whose  life  was  in- 
sured for  £500  was  a  comparatively  poor 
person,  and  if  a  sum  exceeding  £500 
•were  to  pay  so  heavy  a  tax  as  £10  in- 
stead of  50s.,  life  insurance  would  be 
discouraged  and  persons  would  be  tempted 
to  insure  for  lower  amounts  in  order  to 
avoid  the  heavy  Estate  Doty.  The  people 
who  could  leave  a  provision  of  no  more  than 
from  £500  to  £1,000  were  the  class  who 
deserved  consideration,  certainly  as  com- 
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pared  with  those  who  left  from  £1,000 
to  £10,000;  and  he  therefore  moved 
that  the  duty  should  be  reduced  from  £2 
to  30s.  per  cent. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
25,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'  two  pounds,'* 
and  insert  the  words  *'  thirty  shillings.** 
— {Mr,  Hartley,) 

Question  propose<l,  *'  That  the  words 
*  two  pounds'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  chancellor  or  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) 
said,  it  might  be  inferred  from  the  hon. 
Member's  speech  that  the  Government 
were  raisuig  the  duties,  whereas  they 
were  reducing  them  on  £1,000,  and  still 
more  on  £500.  He  should  be  glad  if  the 
Exchequer  could  dispense  with  any  tax 
at  all  under  £1,000,  but  it  could  not 
afford  to  do  so.  He  had  very  carefully 
considered  whether  he  could  go  further 
than  he  had  done.  He  believed  that 
people  who  could  leave  only  £500  or 
under  were  the  people  who  most  de- 
served cousideratiou,  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  only  1  per  cent,  was  charged 
under  £50lo  and  2  per  cent,  between  £500 
and  £1,000 — in  both  cases  a  very  sensible 
reduction. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  the  scale  was 
effectively  made  much  higher  by  bringing 
a  much  larger  amount  of  property  under 
duty  ;  realty  aud  settled  personalty  were 
both  brought  within  the  scope  of  Estate 
Duty. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  There  is  not 
much  aggregation  under  £1,000. 

Mr.  HANBURY  hoped  there  would 
be  in  future,  because  the  tendency  of 
legislation  was  to  split  up  realty.  This 
high  duty  would  hit  poor  people  and 
would  discourage  small  holdings  in  laud. 
These  now  escaped  duty  under  probate, 
and  for  the  first  time  would  be  taxed  for 
Estate  Duty. 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  felt  obliged  to  take  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  under  his  protection 
as  to  this  Amendment,  which,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Exchequer,  was  not 
one  he  could  accept ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  there  was  alreadv  in  the  Bill  a 
remarkable  reduction  on  £1,000  to  a 
stranger,  who  now  paid  £125,  aud  under 
the  Bill  would  pay  £20,  thus  escaping 
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£105  of  Uxes^  while  an  Eogliah  widow  |  to   materiftUy    diminish,  if  not  destroy. 


taking  the  same  amount  in  foreign  pro- 
perty would  pay  £20  more  than  at 
pfvseDt. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes   169  ; 
Noes   104.— (Division  List,  No.  120.) 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  his  further 
Amendments  were  on  tlie  same  lines.  If 
the  Government  would  not  give  way  it 
DO  use  to  waste  time. 


On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  Harcocrt,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  10,  line  37,  leave  out  from  '*per 
eeoL  ^  to  end  of  line  38. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
woald  move,  after  the  word  "  over  ^*  in  the 
Amendment,  to  insert  the  words  '^  ten 
pounds  or.^^ 

Amendment  projwsed,  after  the  word 
**over,"  to  insert  the  words  **  ten  pounds 
Of.** — {Mr.  Gibson  Boicies,) 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  those  wonls 
be  there  in*erte4l." 

Sir  W.  H  ARCOU  RT  said,  he  preferred 
ikut  words  as  they  stood. 

Mr,  (;IBS0N  BOWLES  :  Then,  in 
the  interest  of  accuracy,  I  shall  divide 
upon  it. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  It  seems  to  me 
that  thehc  words  are  necessary. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Rather  than 
h«re  a  Division  I  will  agree  to  the 
Aaiendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendtnent,  &^  amended,  agreeil  to. 

Mr.  HEYWOOI)  JOHNSTONE 
(KMaex,  N.W.)  said,  he  desired  to  move 
to  add  to  the  eUuse  the  following  : — 

"  Whrre  by  reason  of  another  death  a  Keetmd 
■state  Dnty  shall  become  ftayable  uf>on  the 
mmt6  property  within  four  years,  it  shall  ho 
Wriei  and  paid  in  rwpect  uf  such  property  at 
i«M>half  of  the  rate  pavable  upon  the  principal 
rmtac  of  the  estate  in  which  it  ix  included/* 

It  had  heen  estimated  that  everv  ontatc 
ott  au  average  should  fall  in  for  Estate 
I>«ty  oooe  in  30  years.  But  there  might 
be  manv  cases  in  which  the  succession 
■iffat  be  much  quicker,  and  in  which  the 
bnideo  of  the  duty  would  be  so  heavy  as 


the  property  altogether.  A  personal 
friend  of  his  who  took  an  interest  in  this 
subject  had  informed  him  a  few  dayt* 
ago  that  in  his  own  family  not  far  back 
three  successions  had  taken  place  withitf 
a  space  of  14  months.  Though  such  u 
thing  did  not  often  occur,  at  any  rate  if 
was  a  matter  which  they  should  provide 
for.  Take  the  case  of  quick  succession 
bet^veen  brothers  or  husband  and  wife,  or 
persons  of  the  same  age — or  a  case  where 
in  an  accident  husband  and  wife  or  brothers^ 
perished  practically  sTt  the  same  time, 
thnigh,  in  the  eyes  of  the  l<iw,  \\ihuii 
interval  sufficient  to  give  succession, 
should  full  Estate  Duty  be  paid 
a  second  time?  It  was  with  a 
view  of  meeting  cases  of  this  kind,  which 
he  considered  were  cases  of  real  hardship 
— though  they  would  not  often  occur-^ 
that  he  had  put  down  his  Amendment. 
He  would  ask  the  Committee  to  bear  in 
mind  that  the  Amendment  did  not  touch 
the  principle  of  aggregation  or  gradua- 
tion, and  did  not  in  any  shnpe  favour 
real  property.  He  was  quite  certain  that 
if  the  Amendment  were  not  accepted  in 
the  cases  he  referred  to,  the  <luty  would 
be  paid  with  n  sense  of  injustice,  and 
hardship,  and  robbery. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
38,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the 
words — 

*'  Where  by  reason  of  another  death  a  second 
Estate  Dnty  shall  become  payable  upon  the 
same  property  within  four  yean*,  it  Hhall  be 
levied  and  paid  in  renpect  of  such  property  at 
one-half  of  the  rate  payable  uiM)n  the  principal 
value  of  the  estate  in  which  it  is  include<I.— 
(.Vr.  Jfr9fic*Hjd  Johnatone,^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  mlded." 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  quite 
understood  the  feelings  which  had 
inspired  this  Amendment.  He  quite 
agreed  that  in  some  cases  where  the 
successions  followed  rapidly  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  Estate  Duty  would  constitute 
a  considerable  hardship.  They  must  all 
know  of  such  cases.  The  difficulty  he 
had  in  providing  against  this  wiis  tliut  so 
fur  he  had  betn  unable  to  j:(»t  at  what 
would  be  a  fair  average  period  to  hIIow 
for  successions  taking  place,  and  he  con- 
sidered that  the  fault  of  the  Amendment 
was  that  it  did  not  deal  in  a  practical  way 
with  the  case.     It  seemed  to  him  that  it 


27 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


28 


proposed  simply  to  deprive  the  Revenue 
of  all  that  it  wished  the  estate  to  gaio, 
while  at  the  same  time  it  offered  the 
Revenue  no  corresponding  advantage  to 
make  up  for  what  it  was  to  lose.  They 
might  have  intervals  of  60  or  70  years 
between  successions.  The  Revenue  was 
obliged,  like  the  individual,  to  take  the 
rough  with  the  smooth.  Probably  some- 
where about  30  years  would  be  a  fair 
average  to  reckon  that  successions  (vould 
occur,  but  at  the  same  time  there  were 
many  cases  on  record  where  an  estate 
had  not  changed  hands  for  nearly  twice 
that  period.  The  Revenue  in  that  case 
could  not  provide  beforehand  that  an 
extra  rate  of  duty  should  be  paid,  and 
therefore  thev  should  not  be  asked  to 
accept  less  in  those  cases  than  the  present 
Amendment  wished  to  shield.  While 
he  was  fully  aware  that  there  was  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  point  raised 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  he  regretted  that  he 
could  not  see  his  way  to  accept  his 
Amendment  because  it  would  not,  in  his 
opinion,  really  meet  the  case. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted the  hardship  which  in  certain 
cases  must  arise,  but  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  he 
would  not  deal  with  it  because  of  the 
difficulty  which  would  occur  in  the  case  of 
good  lives.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  admitted 
that,  so  far  as  good  lives  were  concerned, 
they  could  not  deal  with  the  case  because 
this  was  a  measure  providing  for  Death 
Duties, and  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
propose  bringing  lives  to  a  termination 
before  their  natural  end.  Nevertheless, 
the  hardship  complained  of  was  so  apparent 
that  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  see  his  way  either  to  accept  the 
Amendment  or,  at  any  rate,  to  provide 
some  remedy  to  prevent  the  injustice  that 
he  admitted  might  in  certain  cases  be 
done  by  the  imposition  of  the  tax.  If 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment  was 
sound — and,  for  his  part,  he  thought  it 
was — the  proposal  did  not  go  quite  far 
enough.  He  thought  that  the  period  of 
30  years  was  not  sufficiently  long  for  an 
average.  On  the  other  hand,  cases  had 
been  known  where  there  had  been  three 
or  even  four  successions  to  the  same  pro- 
perty within  the  period  of  half-a-dozen 
years.  Suppose  the  property  were  worth 
£1,000,000,  the  rate  of  duty  that  would 

Sir  W,  Harcourt 


have  to  be  paid  would  in  some  cases  be 
as  high  as  18  per  cent.  So  that,  as- 
suming there  were  three  successions  in 
six  years,  if  the  18  per  cent,  were  multi- 
plied three  times,  nearly  half  the  property 
would  have  been  in  that  short  time  paid 
away. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  ;  They  would 
be  three  strangers. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  did  not  care 
who  they  were.  A  tax  that  in  six  years 
could  swallow  up  half  a  man^s  property 
was  surely  nothing  more  or  less  than 
confiscation.  No  doubt  the  case  he  had 
taken  was  an  extreme  one,  but  it  only 
showed  that  a  great  hardship,  might  arise, 
and  therefore  it  was  clearly  the  duty  of 
the  Committee  to  provide  against  it.  He 
believed  that  the  Committee  were  most 
willing  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  such 
an  injustice,  and  it  would  be  prevented 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  sane* 
tion  the  proposal.  He  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  his  way 
to  meet  their  wishes  and  would  agree  to 
allow  a  more  liberal  reduction  even  than 
that  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  moved  the  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  said,  he  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
who  imputed  to  him  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
the  desire  to  take  three  18  per  cents,  from 
an  estate  that  under  the  present  law 
three  14  per  cents,  were  taken,  that  this 
was  in  the  case  of  succession  by  strangers. 
He  should  have  no  objection  himself  to 
inherit  property  on  the  terms  provided  in 
the  Bill.  He  considered  that  a  man  who 
was  fortunate  enough  to  inherit  a  million 
of  money  from  a  stranger  should  not 
mind  having  to  pay  the  Exchequer 
handsomely  for  the  right  to  enjoy  it. 

ViscouxT  CR  ANBORNE  (Rochester) 
said,  he  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  make  a  concession  in  this 
case.  No  doubt  a  fair  average  period  of 
succession  was  the  idea  they  would  like 
to  arrive  at.  There  was  no  justice  in  the 
argument  put  forward  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  because  the  estate 
of  the  man  who  lived  for  many  years  paid 
too  little,  therefore  they  had  a  right  to 
make  the  estate  of  the  man  who  enjoyed 
the  property  only  a  few  years  pay  too 
much.  The  effect  of  making  these  heavy 
charges  on  estates  in  cases  where  there 
was  rapid  succession  would  be  to  deprive 
the  owners  of  es totes  of  the  power  of  doing 
their  duty  by  their  property.  If  three  mem- 
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ber«  of  ft  fftmitj — one  snceeediDg  the 
other — perished  in  a  railway  or  other 
accident,  and  the  previous  holder  had 
died  a  short  time  l>efore,  they  would  have 
io  the  coarse  of  a  few  months  or,  it 
might  he  weeks,  an  enormous  hunlcn 
tfaroirn  on  the  property.  The  result 
vonld  most  likely  be  that  for  many  years 
after  the  accident  there  would  be  a  non- 
resident owner  of  the  property,  and  all 
the  evils  that  they  knew  to  flow  from 
sbseateeism  would  ensue. 

Si»  W.  HARCOURT  :  Does  it  not 
oceor  now  ? 

ViscocNT  CRANBORNE  said,  that 
in  connection  with  the  Death   Duties  it 
woolil  always   be    the    case     to    some 
extent ;  hut  the  complaint  was  that,  owing 
to  the  enormous  extent  to  which    the 
Katies  were  increased  by  the  right  hon. 
(reotleman.  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
che^iner,  it  would  l>e  more  difficult  for 
owners  who  lived  on  their  proporty  to  do 
their  duty  by  their  cottagers  and  tenants. 
The  idea  that  it  was  a  good  system   for 
ovneni  to  live  upon  their  property  was 
u  idea  with  which  (he  right  hon.  Geutle- 
■an  himself  would  agree.     It  was  only 
IB  extreme  cases  that  the  duty  would  be 
iinintahed  under  the  Amendment.     The 
iaswer  to  the  Amendment  seemed  to  l)e 
tiat  justice  must  be  done  to  the  Ex- 
chequer.    Well,  what  they  wanted  was 
tkat  jasiice  should  be  done  to  the  in- 
^irvlual  and  to  the  pro(>erty,  and  that  the 
Exrbeqner   should   stand  in  the  second 
or  thinl  place. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  said, 
he  »hoald  like  to  point  out  how  hardly 
ike  tax  which  would  be  imposed  by  the 
BOl  might  fall  upon  a  family  three  or 
(oar  brothers  of  which  might  happen  to 
Wtenring  Her  Majesty  in  a  campaign 
« the  same  time.  He  knew  a  case  in 
vhich  two  or  three  brothers  had  served 
in  the  Crimea  at  the  same  time.  It  was 
pOMible  that  all  those  lives  might  have 
licen  lost  within  a  short  period  of  each 
other,  and  the  result  might  have  been 
diMutroQA  to  the  family  property.  The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  no  doubt  bound,  in 
Maoce  of  his  natural  feelings  as  cus- 
todian of  the  Public  Purse,  to  stand  by 
Ikk  original  proposition.  If  the  Ex- 
cheqncr  would  lose  rather  than  gain  by 
the  proposed  alteration,  the  fact  would 
weigh  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
hot  it   could  not  be  too  distinctly   im- 


pressed on  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  did  not  understand  these 
things  themselves,  that  the  direct  result 
of  this  rapid  transference  of  estates  from 
one  owner  to  another,  coupled  with  piling 
up  of  burdens  on  property,  was  disastrous 
not  only  to  the  individuals  who  succeeded, 
but  also  to  all  the  people  connected  with 
the  property,  and  to  all  the  residents  and 
all  the  rural  life  of  the  district.  If  they 
were  able  to  strike  a  balance  between  the 
national  loss  and  national  advantage  re- 
garding this  subject,  they  would  find 
that  the  national  loss  would  bo  greater 
than  the  advantage  from  the  heaping 
up  of  burdens  on  estates  and  that 
national  benefit  would  be  derived  from 
the  acceptance  of  a  moderate  proposal 
such  as  that  now  before  the  Committee. 
If  in  this  matter  they  could  find  a  crevice 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^  armour 
through  which  they  could  reach  his 
sense  and  justice,  and  coiild  induce  him 
to  make  this  concession,  it  would  tend  to 
the  advancement  of  the  right  hon.  Gcn- 
tleman*s  own  reputation  both  as  a 
financier  and  as  a  sympathiser  with 
national  needs. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  the 
Amendment  dealt  with  the  case  in  which 
the  Estate  Duty  became  payable  for  the 
second  time  on  the  same  property  within 
four  years.  If  the  average  succession 
was  at  the  end  of  30  years,  it  was  clear 
that  when  it  occurreil  at  the  end  of  four 
years  the  Revenue  got  a  windfall.  All 
that  the  supporters  of  the  Amendment 
asked  was  that  the  wind  which  brought 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
windfall  should  be  tempered  to  the  shorn 
lamb  who  succeetled  to  the  property. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  so  moderate  that  he 
only  proposed  that  the  second  Estate 
Duty  should  be  levied  at  half  the  rate  of 
the  first.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer met  that  by  pleading  for  justice 
to  the  Revenue,  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  a  majority  at  his  back  and 
acted  as  judge  in  his  own  cause.  The 
right  hon.  (gentleman  was  sure  to  have 
justice,  but  those  he  (Mr.  Lawson)  repre* 
sen  ted  had  onlv  one  vote  for  one  con- 
stituency— or  would  only  have  one  vote 
when  certain  reforms  were  carried  out. 
Instances  had  been  quoted  in  which, 
unless  this  section  were  amended  in  the 
manner  proposed,  or  some  sueh  manner, 
the  Estate  Duty  would  swallow  up  the 
whole  income  of  an  estate.     The  noble 


I 


81 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


32 


Yificouut  bad  pointed  oat  that  in  certain 
cases  where  three  persons  succeeded  eacli 
other  in  rapid  succession  the  Exchequer 
would  get  half  the  estate,  but  there 
would  be  cases  in  which  the  Exchequer 
would  take  the  whole  of  the  estate,  at 
any  rate,  for  eight  years.  For  instance, 
he  was  told  of  a  case  the  other  day, 
within  the  personal  knowledge  of  an  hon. 
Member,  in  which  in  connection  with  a 
small  property  of  £10,000  there  were 
three  successions  in  eight  years.  The 
father  died  and  left  the  property  to  his 
illegitimate  son.  The  son  died  and  left 
it  to  his  cousin  in  blood,  who  was,  of 
course,  a  stranger  in  law.  The  second 
successor  had  to  pay  £365  a  year  out  of 
a  net  income  of  £300.  That  was  what 
was  called  in  Roman  law  a  damnosa 
hereditas.  It  was  recognised  that  landed 
property  only^paid  3  per  c^nt.,  wliich  was 
putting  it  rather  high. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Then  you 
take  the  value  of  land  at  33  years^  pur- 
chase. 

Mk.  grant  LAWSON  said,  that 
more  tbau  3  per  cent,  could  not  be  got 
from  landed  property.  He  was  making 
a  liberal  estimate  when  he  mentioned  3  per 
oeiit.  If  three  instalments  of  duty  were 
running  together  there  would  be  little  or 
nothing  left  for  the  proprietor  to  live 
upon.  Amongst  lineals  it  was  not  easy 
to  find  cases  where  3  per  cent,  would 
swallow  up  the  whole  property — except 
where  a  million  of  money  was  left. 
Between  £100,000  and  £150,000  the  in- 
crement would  be  one-eighth  of  6  per 
cent.,  and  if  three  duties  were  running  at 
a  time  the  proprietor  would  have  three- 
fourths  per  cent,  left  to  live  on.  When 
you  get  amongst  brothers  you  soon  get  a 
case  in  which  the  whole  interest  on  the 
property  is  swallowed  up  by  three  sets  of 
instalments  running  together.  Between 
£1,000  and  £10,000  the  instalment  would 
be  oiie-ei|^lith  of  6  per  cent.,  and  if  three 
of  these  were  running  together  the  pro- 
prietor would  have  three-fourths  per  cent, 
left  to  live  on.  Between  £10,000  and 
£25,000  the  instalments  would  be  one- 
eighth  of  7  per  cent.,  or  seven -eighths  on 
the  value  of  the  property  ;  and  if  three 
were  running  t'it'ctlief  it  would  mean 
twenty-one-eighths,  which  would  leave 
three-eighths  to  the  proprietor  to  live  on. 
From  £50,000  to  £75,000  the  instalments 
would  be  one-eighth  of  8  per  cent.,  or 
I    per    cent.,    and     tlu^ee      instalments 
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running  together  would  absorb  3  per 
cent.,  or  the  whole  value  of  the  estate. 
He  might  add  as  following  favourite  pro- 
positions in  Euclid  **  Q.E.D/* 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  was  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man for  favouring  him  from  time  to  time 
with  arithmetical  acrostics,  but  he  would 
point  out  that  in  the  case  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  it  appeared  to 
be  assumed  that  all  the  instalments  were 
always  running  together,  but  that  could 
only  be  the  case  if  all  three  persons  died 
at  the  same  instant  of  time — a  thing 
which  could  never  be  considered  as  likely 
to  happen.  In  the  case  of  two  person^ 
dying  at  sea  the  presumption  of  Roman 
law  was  that  the  eldest  would  live  the 
longest. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  his 
acrostic,  but  had  not  attempted  to  g^ve 
them  t^e  least  solution  of  it.  He  had 
put  the  case  if  the  three  instalments 
overlapped.  While  the  overlapping 
went  on  the  proprietor  of  the  estate 
would  be  practically  dispossessed.  He 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ought  to  endeavour  to  avoid  possible  in- 
justice. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  answered  the  case  mentioned  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  a  few  night« 
ago,  which  was  an  absolute  case.  At 
this  moment  there  were  four  instalments 
running  upon  that  estate,  which  was  of 
some  £10,000  value.  The  succession 
devolved  upon  one  of  three  old  ladies  in 
1890.  In  April,  1893,  that  old  lady  died, 
who  left  it  to  another  who  died  in  August, 
1893,  and  left  it  to  a  third  who  died  on 
the  11th  of  April  of  the  present  year. 
If  the  charge  upon  each  death  were  £75 
the  amount  payable  would  be  £300 
on  the  whole  income  of  the  estate. 
Hon.  Members  would  ask  why  the  owners 
did  not  sell  the  property  ?  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  were  willing  to  sell  it  for  half 
its  value,  but  could  not  get  a  bid  for  it. 
They  were,  therefore,  bound  to  keep  the 
property,  and  pay  the  rates,  whilst  under 
the  preMent  Bill  they  would  be  forced  to 
pay  the  whole  of  the  income  of  the  pro- 
perty— namely,  £300,  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  see  that  the  facts  of  this  kind 
were  sufficient  to  make  out  a  prima  facie 
case  for  considering  the  Amendment.     If 
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Um  cImim  remaioed  iu  its  present  form 
the  reeuit  would  be  to  substitute  a 
fuabling  for  a  business  transactiou  as 
ftf  as  the  Exchequer  was  coDcerued,  iu- 
Mmucb  as  it  was  probable  that  what 
would  be  lost  upon  one  estate  would  be 
irained  upon  another.  It  was  obvious 
UuU  people  who  saw  that  the  whole  of 
tbcir  iocoine  would  go  to  the  Exchequer 
woald  make  provision  to  prevent  this 
happening,  and  there  would  be  unlimited 
tvaftion  of  the  Bill.  Ue  would  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
beforr  the  Report  stage,  he  could  not 
co&fider  what  would  be  the  financial 
efffct  of  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  ? 
8ttrelj  it  would  be  within  the  right  hon. 
(teotleman*8  power,  even  if  he  did  not 
accept  the  limit  of  four  years,  to  agree  to 
a  Unit  which  would  not  rob  the  Exche- 
quer, but  which  would  prevent  the  oc- 
canvQces  of  the  extremely  hard  cases 
thai  were  likely  to  occur  if  the  clause 
«cf«  passed  in  its  present  form. 

Um.  TUORBUEN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) said,  he  had  heard  of  a  case  in  which 
tknt  old  ladies,  sisters,  aged  respectively 
VI,  H3,  and  90,  died  in  one  week.  Under 
tkt*  clause  such  a  case  would  be  a  very 
kaid  one,  and  he  thought  provision  ought 
to  be  made  to  meet  it. 

Mk.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Ctvtral)  said,  this  was  really  a  very  im* 
ponaiit  question,  and  he  should  like  to 
kU  bis  appeal  to  those  which  had  l>een 
■ade  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
^ocr.  Several  cases  of  very  great  hard- 
•btp  had  been  mentioned.  The  Chan- 
ed&or  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  deny 
ike  hardship,  but  admitted  it,  and  his 
aal?  answer  was  to  point  out  hanlships 
vhich  existed  under  the  present  law.  No 
^bt  hardships  did  exist  under  the  pre- 
•tftt  law  ;  but  when  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  took  in  hand  the  reform  of 
the  whole  system  of  Death  Duties,  surely 
^  object  should  be  to  remove  hardships. 
la«teB4l  of  removing  hardships  the  right 
koa.  Gentleman  was  increasing  tliem. 
Tka  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  an 
attempt  were  made  to  remove  a  particu- 
W  class  of  hardship  the  result  would  be 
tkat  the  Sute  would  lose.  He  (Mr. 
Balfour)  must  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
(y^otWinan  that  there  were  occasions  on 
which  it  was  better  that  the  State  should 
k>4r  than  that  individuals  should  lose.  It 
waa  hotter  that  the  estate  should  lose 
than  that  property  should  pay  the  Estate 
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Duty  three  or  four  times  over  within  a 
very  short  period.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  that,  on  the  whole,  he 
was  doing  rough  justice.  This  reminded 
him  of  the  story  of  a  certain  cynical 
Judge,  who  was  reported  to  have  said 
that  rough  justice  was  done  by  the  Courts 
because,  although  it  was  perfectly  true 
that  a  certain  number  of  guilty  persons 
were  found  not  guilty  a  certain  number 
of  innocent  people  were  convicted. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT:  My  hon. 
Friend  says  that  we  ought  to  consider 
this  question  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  advantage  of  individuals  rather  than 
from  that  of  the  advantage  of  the  State. 
But  ho  must  observe  that  in  the  case  of 
rapid  successions  by  death  there  are 
several  individuals  \\ho  profit,  whereas  if 
there  is  a  long  interval  between  succes- 
sions there  is  only  one  who  profits  during 
that  period.  Those  who  succeed  rapidly 
get  more  than  they  have  a  right  to  ex- 
pect. They  are  made  happy  under 
circumstances  which  they  had  no  right  to 
look  forward  to.  I  think,  therefore,  my 
hon.  Friend  should  accept  the  arrange- 
ment as  one  of  the  greatest  happiness  to 
the  greatest  numl>er. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  the 
reply  to  the  extraordinary  argument  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
that  if  a  couple  of  deaths  occurred  with- 
in a  very  short  period  the  successor  who 
survived  for  only  a  short  time  could  not 
be  said  to  rejoice  to  any  extent.  In  the 
case  of  real  estate  it  would  be  the  estate 
itself  which  would  sufl^er. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich^  z  No  no. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
was  perfectly  aware  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Brunner)  always 
pooh-poohed  that  argument,  but  he  did 
not  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  could 
have  had  much  experience  of  real  estate. 
He  imagined  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
hon.  Gcntleman*s  pro{>orty  was  in  per- 
sonalty. Those  who  were  acquainted 
with  estates  in  the  country  knew  how 
great  an  evil  it  was  if  such  an  estate  was 
so  burdened  that  the  proprietor  was  not 
able  to  do  justice  to  it. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Dorset, 
N.)  said,  there  were  gentlemen  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House  who 
talked  omctimes  al>out  real  property,  and 
OLe  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  other  night 
that  he  would  support  every  line  of  the 
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Bill  because  he  did  uot  happen  to  own  a 
single  acre.  When  statements  of  this 
kind  were  put  forward  he  (Mr.  Wing- 
field-Digby)  thought  that  some  words 
ought  to  be  spoken  to  show  the  hard- 
ship that  would  fall  upon  others  besides 
the  actual  successors  to  property  unless 
some  Amendment  of  this  kind  were 
adopted.  All  the  agricultural  labourers 
who  were  employed  on  the  property  and 
all  the  fanners  who  were  connected  with 
it  would  necessarily  suffer.  The  trades- 
men in  small  towns,  the  village  carpenter 
and  the  small  builder  who  got  work  to 
do  in  connection  with  improvements  and 
repairs  on  the  estate  would  also  suffer. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Unj- 
versity)  said,  that  the  cases  dealt  with  in 
this  Amendment  would  frequently  occur, 
and  in  such  cases  an  injurious  effect 
would  be  produced  upon  the  pro- 
perty. As  the  hon.  Grentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Wingfield-Digby)  had  pointed 
out,  it  was  necessary  to  consider  the  in- 
terests of  the  locality.  If  there  were 
two  successors  within  a  year  who  had 
to  pay  7  per  cent.,  a  total  of  14  per 
cent.,  the  Estate  Duty,  with  the  Legacy 
Duty,  would  bring  the  payment  up  to, 
say  20  per  cent.  This  payment  by  the 
Bill  was  spread  over  eight  years,  and 
would  absorb  the  whole  income.  The 
practical  result  would  be  that  during 
those  years  the  State  would  be  the 
beneficial  owner  and  would  obtain  all  the 
beneficial  interest.  He  asked,  was  the 
State  prepared  to  perform  the  duties  of 
the  landlord  ?  Of  course,  hon.  Members 
knew  it  was  not.  That  being  so,  it  was 
clear  that  unless  some  such  Amendment 
as  this  were  adopted  great  disadvantage 
would  result  to  all  the  persons  living  on 
<his  property,  and  it  was  in  their  interest 
that  he  pressed  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  grant  some  alleviation  in 
such  cases. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  ever 
ready  to  meet  arguments  brought  forward 
with  reference  to  this  taxation,  as  it 
directly  affects  individuals,  but  I  must 
also  say  a  word  upon  its  indurect  action, 
because  not  only  in  this  House  but  out  of 
it  I  hear  an  argument  which  I  cannot 
give  any  assent  to— namely,  that  par- 
ticular classes  of  the  community  are  to  be 
exempteil  from  taxation  in  a  manner  in 
which  other  classes  are  not  exempted,  in 
order  that  they  may  be  generous  and 
munificent.     That  is  a  view  to  whioh  I 
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will  never  assent.  I  am  glad  that 
people  should  be  munificent  and  generous ; 
that  they  should  keep  great  houses  and 
should  open  them  to  their  neighbourA ; 
but  I  am  not  willing  that  such  muDifi- 
cence  and  generosity  should  be  founded 
upon  the  fact  that  the  money  used  for 
the  purpose  is  an  exemption  from  taxa- 
tion to  which  other  people  are  liable. 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
That  argument  has  never  been  used  out- 
side this  House  nor  in  it.     It  has  not 
been  demanded  that   people  should   be 
exempt  from  taxation  because  they  are 
munincent  or  generous.     The  demand  put 
forward  has  been  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  should  consider  the  effect 
of  the  new  taxation  he  seeks  to  impose. 
The  custom  of  (this  country  has  been  that 
persons   who  possess  landed  property  do 
not  spend  all  the  proceeds  of  it  upon 
themselves.     They  spend  a  portion  upon 
the    community    around   them.      They 
spend  a  proportion  of  the  money  they 
receive  in  the  employment  of  labour  and 
the  employment  of  tradesmen,  and  in 
a  manner  which  does  not  affect  the  person 
who  spends  it  so  much  as  it  does  those 
who  receive  it.     I  know  one  estate  with 
which  I  have  had  to  deal  officially  where 
there  is,  of  course,  a  non-resident  owner— 
the    Duchy   of  Cornwall.     Even   there, 
there  are  charges  on  that  estate  which 
have  become  as   certain   charges   as   if 
they   were  the  indebtedness   caused  by 
mortgages — the  endowing  and  repairing 
of  churches  and  schools,  and  the  main- 
tenance of  persons  in  the  locality.    The 
charges  for  these  and  other  purposes  have 
now  become  fixed  charges  on  that  estate, 
and  they  make  a  very  substantial  differ- 
ence  between   the  gross   and    the    net 
income.  Those  who  say  that  these  are  ex- 
penses incurred  through  generosity  only 
must  recollect  that  if  you  take  away  the 
means  of  meeting  such  expenditure  you 
injure  not  so  much  the  person  who  makes 
the  payment  as  the  person  who  receives 
it.     If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
says,  '*  I  am  careless  whether  these  pay- 
ments are  made  or  not,  and  I  am  going 
to   cripple   the  person  who   has.  made 
them,*'  he  will  injure  not  the  person  he 
is  aiming  at,  but   the   person   who   has 
hitherto   benefited   by   these   payments. 
That  is  the  argument  which   has  been 
used  in  this  House.     The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  misrepresented  that 
argument,   but  he  has  never   answered 
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ic  I  thiuk  he  ought  to  answer  it. 
If  he  prevents  these  benefits  being  con- 
tiooed  from  what  source  are  they  to  come? 
If  thej  are  discontinued  will  he  tell  the 
Committee  who  will  suffer  :  will  it  bo  the 
penon  who  does  not  continue  them,  or 
the  persons  who  do  not  receive  them  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  twice 
ia  mj  hearing  has  said  this  is  an  attempt 
(i  a  class  to  obtain  exemption  from 
taxation. 

Ax  boo.  Mbm BBR :  So  it  is. 

8nt  H.  JAMES  :  Let  those  who  say 
"^loit  is,**  in  a  way  that  conveys  no 
•rgnment,  meet  us  in  fair  argument.  If 
by  this  taxation  you  take  away  the  means 
of  those  who  have  spent  money  for  the 
Wiwfii  of  a  conunnnity,  where  is  the  vast 
expenditure  to  come  h*om  ?  If  they  gave 
u  tome  information  upon  that  point,  they 
vould  support  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
fheqoer  much  better  than  by  saying  ''  so 
a  if,**  which  conveys  no  argument  what- 
tnr,  I  would  appeal  to  him  to  be  good 
fttOQgb  to  say  how  the  case  that  has  been 
pat  to  him  is  to  be  met  ? 

Sit  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  I  can 
toiwer  my  right  hon.   Friend    by  this 
i&Bftration  :    A   man   keeps  a    certain 
limber  of  horses  ;  he  employs  a  certain 
ambtf  of  servants,  a  certain  number  of 
pnleoers,   and   so    forth ;     you    might 
cmble  him   to  keep  more  servants  and 
•ore  horses,  and  more  gardeners,  if  you 
rdirred  him  from  all  taxation,  and  you 
wr,  by  any  taxation  you  put  upon  him, 
■ske  it  more  difficult  for  him  to  keep  so 
•aay   horses,   and   so    many    servants, 
uJ  M>  many  gardeners.     But  if  it  does 
IDC  apply  to  the  Estate  Duty  only,  why 
h  roQ  not  relieve  him  from  the  Income 
Tftx^  or   when   you  are   increasing  the 
iaaj  say  it  shall  not  be  increased  upon 
tieiii,  because  if  you  do  they  may  keep 
:aif  Hb-dosen  less  horses,  half  a  dozen  less 
rooms,  gardeners,  and  so  forth.     It  is 
^veauseoithis  very  argument — that  would 
fo  to  the  extent  of  relieving  this  parti- 
ndmr  class,  because   they  employ,  it  is 
«aid,  on  their  estates  a  certain  number  of 
people,  and  therefore  should  be  furnished 
with  the  means  of  doing  so  by  an  excep- 
tiooal  proposal  of  taxation — that  we  can- 
not accept  that  principle. 

•Km  H.  JAMES:  That  is  not  the 
prioriule  we  have  asked  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  accept ;  he  has  not  met  the 
point  at  all ;  I  am  not  asking  for  ex- 


emption where  money  is  being  spent 
on  the  employment  of  horses  or  servants, 
or  anything  in  the  nature  of  personal 
luxury,  but  where  money  is  spent  upon 
subjects  which  are  fixed  charges  of  occu- 
pation. Take  the  case  of  open  pleasure 
grounds  —  and  I  know  of  one  that  is 
visited  by  half  a  million  of  people  free 
of  charge  during  every  year,  but  which 
grounds  will  have  to  be  closed  if  this 
taxation  is  imposed.  All  this  is  a  benefit 
to  the  public,  and  it  is  no  answer  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say 
you  have  so  many  servants,  so  many 
grooms,  or  so  many  horses.  I  said 
nothing  about  them,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  entirely  changed 
the  issue  by  putting  forward  a  case  that 
is  not  suggested ;  he  has  not  answered 
the  case  tnat  has  been  put  to  him,  and 
he  seems  to  think  when  arguments  are 
used  outside  this  House  it  is  fair  to 
those  who  use  them  to  change  them  to  a 
new  form  of  issue.  I  say  that  no  answer 
has  been  given. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  said,  it  was  most  ex- 
traordinary to  him  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  some,  if  not  all,  of 
his  supporters  continually  met  their 
assertion  by  saying  that  they  on  their 
side  of  the  House  had  asked  for  ex- 
emption from  taxation.  They  were 
doing  nothing  of  the  kind,  but  in  this 
instance  they  asked  that  where  a  par- 
ticular  tax  under  certain  circumstances 
inflicted  hardship  and  injustice  that  it 
might  be  modified.  He  trusted  that  even 
yet  the  Government  might  accept  this 
reasonable  Amendment  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex  (Mr. 
Heywood  Johnstone).  If  they  were  to 
go  to  a  Divbion  let  there  be  no  mistake 
as  to  what  the  issue  was.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  inflict  an 
additional  blow  upon  an  industry  that 
was  already  very  heavily  burdened  let 
him  say  so  boldly.  The  effect  of  accept- 
ing this  Amendment  upon  the  Revenue 
would  be  very  small,  as  it  could  not  arise 
in  a  great  number  of  cases  ;  but  it  would 
not  be  small  in  the  particular  cases  put 
forward  by  his  hon.  Friend,  because  it 
would  not  only  affect  the  case  of  the 
estate,  but  all  those  who  were  dependent 
upon  the  estate,  therefore  to  them  it  was 
a  very  great  question,  whilst  to  the 
Revenue  it  was  very  small.  What  they 
had   to  decide   was  whether  they  were 
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going,  with  their  eyes  open,  to  vote  for  a 
thing  that  must  be  the  means  of  inflict- 
ing great  hardships  upon  many  persons  ? 

•Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberweil,  Peck- 
ham)  said,  the  case  alluded  to  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
very  different  to  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  represented,  and  if  the 
Committee  would  allow  him  he  would  tell 
them  an  instance  which  he  knew  to 
be  a  fact,  an  instance  which  was  occurring 
at  the  present  momeut.  It  was  the  case 
of  a  property  the  owners  of  which 
let  the  house  and  the  shooting, 
consequently  there  was  no  question 
of  keeping  servants,  grooms,  gardeners, 
and  so  forth  ;  but  yet  it  cost  the  owners 
£1,500  a  year  in  wages  to  agricultural 
labourers,  estate  carpenters,  and  others 
who  dwelt  in  the  village  couuected  with 
the  estate.  During  the  last  five  years, 
whilst  the  expenses  had  been  £1,600  a 
year,  the  net  income  was  only  £160  a 
year.  The  owners  had  determined  to  go 
on  with  this  expense  for  the  sake  of  those 
dependent  on  the  estate  for  employment, 
but  if  the  Government  were  going  to 
inflict  these  duties  upon  them  it  would 
be  absolutely  impossible  for  their  suc- 
cessors to  continue  this  expenditure  of 
£1,600  a  year. 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  The  argument  used  by  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  amounts  to 
this:  that  if  you  pay  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  income  for  laudable  pur- 
poses it  is  not  fair  to  tax  the  capital 
on  which  that  income  arises,  and  he 
introduced  the  element  of  charities, 
saying  that  sums  of  money  are  given — 
and  I  admit  most  wisely  and  properly 
given — for  the  support  of  churches  and 
educational  purposes,  and  that  that  was 
expenditure  that  entitled  the  money  to 
be  exempted  from  taxation.  But  is 
liberality  confined  to  the  owners  of 
land?  Are  there  not  large  sums  of 
money  given  by  those  whose  property 
consists  entirely  of  personalty?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  has  entirely  changed  the  issue. 
The  case  shown  is  one  of  hardship  with 
reference  to  duties  recurring  too  fre- 
quently, whereas  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bury  is  an  argu- 
ment against  taxing  large  properties 
altogether,  but  the  Committee   has  do- 
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cided  that,  and  it  cannot  be  reopened. 
A  case  was  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peebles  (Mr.  Thorbum),  which, 
he  said,  had  recently  arisen,  the  case  of 
three  ladies  dying  within  a  week  where 
the  property  was  taxed  three  times. 
Suppose  that  property,  instead  of  being 
land,  was  Consols — £10,000  of  Consols — 
there  is  no  addition  to  the  duty  payable 
under  the  present  Bill,  but  the  existing 
law  would  require  on  the  second  and 
third  death  the  same  duty  to  be  paid  as 
on  one ;  the  Probate  Duty  would  be  paid, 
and  if  it  was  not  a  case  of  transmitting 
property  from  father  to  child,  Legacy 
Duty  would  have  to  be  paid  in  addition  ; 
therefore  there  is  no  new  principle  intro- 
duced into  the  law  as  to  personal  property* 
Take  real  property.  Suppose  the  interest 
was  one  of  a  tenant  for  life,  if  he  died 
pending  the  payment  of  the  duty  with  no 
instalment  paid,  the  estate  would  not  be 
called  on  to  pay  the  unpaid  instalments  ; 
but  supposing  he  was  absolutely  entitled, 
or  was  a  tenant  for  life  with  a  power  of 
appointment  on  his  own  death,  that 
privilege  would  not  apply,  and  he  would, 
or  his  estate  after  him  would,  be  liable 
to  pay  the  whole  unpaid  instalments. 
But  the  Government  have  met  that  very 
liberally.  On  large  landed  estates  they 
provide  that  only  one  duty  shall  be  paid 
under  one  settlement,  no  matter  how 
many  lives  take  an  interest  in  that  settle- 
ment. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  gave  an  unsettled 
case 

•Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  know  ;  but 
the  great  bulk  of  landed  estates  in  this 
country  are  settled,  and  where  these  rapid 
transmissions  take  place  from  brother  to 
brother — for,  after  all,  that  is  the  real  case 
that  is  put,  suppose  that  one  brother  dies 
in  the  service  of  the  Queen,  in  warfare, 
and  he  is  succeeded  by  another  brother — 
no  further  money  is  paid  ;  1  per  cent, 
covers  all  the  transmission  from  one  to 
the  other.  W  by  should  a  person  absolutely 
entitled  to  landed  property  be  put  in  a 
different  position,  with  reference  to  the 
payment  of  the  duty,  to  persons  abso- 
lutely entitled  to  personal  property  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  In  the  case  I 
mentioned  he  neither  receives  income  nor 
can  he  dispose  of  the  principal. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  think  there  is  no  other  property 
on  which  there  is  no  income  ?  During 
the  last  few  years   there   has   been  an 
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enonnoas  amooDt  of  personal  property 
In  thi»  ooaDtry  that  has  not  brought  in 
MT  income.  Does  he  suppose  there 
u  not  a  very  large  amount  invested  in 
trade  that  brings  in  a  very  small  income  ? 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  IS  that  if  you  compel  an  owner 
to  close  bis  place  or  cease  keeping  up  his 
wtate  you  are  putting  a  large  number  of 
persons  oat  of  employment.  So  you  are 
where  the  cotton  millowner  is  obliged  to 
close  his  mills.  I  do  not  know  what  hon. 
Members  bebind  me  will  say  as  to  the 
cotton  trade,  but  in  the  iron  trade  the 
profits  have  not  been  of  late  years  3  per 
cent,  apon  the  capital  employed  in  it.  In 
tt«e8slng  taxes  you  cannot  go  into  the 
qoettion  of  what  is  the  productive 
dianMiter  of  that  in  which  this  capital  is 
bretted.  Tou  take  it  on  the  value  of  the 
iorested  capital  at  the  time,  whether  it  is 
rouoa  mills,  ironworks,  Consols,  or  landed 
estates,  and  I  am  sure  the  Amendment  to 
Um  clause  introduced  into  the  Bill  by  the 
right  hon.  (gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
0)ipQsition  has  very  fully  guarded  the 
nomiunity  against  any  excessive  taxa- 
tion with  regard  to  property  under  special 
Aifprroiation  'arising  from  the  causes  to 
vfaieh  hon.  Members  have  alluded.  There 
W  00  desire  to  inflict  any  injustice  upon 
uj  class  at  all,  though  one  would  sup- 
poie,  according  to  hon.  Members,  that 
the  Government  have  some  vindictive  pur- 
poK  in  introducing  this  measure,aud  desire 
lo  Dttke  the  tax  as  onerous  as  possible. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  laid 
^vo  that  the  principle  of  wise  taxation 
»to  collect  the  tax  with  as  little  friction 
M  possible,  and  he  has  shown,  by 
tt«  large  numW  of  Amendments 
W  has  accepted,  his  readiness  to 
&^t  the  views  of  hon.  Members  on  that 
pQiou  The  hon.  Member  opposite  put  a 
>QMihle  case.  1  will  not  say  such  a  case 
^  oot  happened,  but  he  puts  a  case  and 
»»i»  the  Government  to  introduce  a  priu- 
nf»le  that  would  strike  at  the  root  not 
(«If  of  this  Bill,  but  of  the  Probate 
l>«tT.  I  know  where  settled  estates  have 
Mi  bw»o  di^tnrbeil  for  60  years,  and 
»h<*rr,  ander  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, no  additional  duty  would  be  pay- 
ftble.  The  tame  applies  to  large  owners 
of  penonal  property — if  they  have  a  long 
life  TOQ  might  say  the  State  loses  ;  if 
ther  b«vr  a  short  life  the  State  gains, 
and  jet  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Member 
vooU  be  aatooished  if  the  Government 


proposed  that  every  estate  should  pay  at 
a  certain  fixed  period.  That  is  not  the 
principle  on  which  we  have  gone,  and, 
without  going  into  the  general  question 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James) 
raised 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  :  No,  no  ;  the  Chan-^ 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  raised  it. 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  is  incorrect ;  the  question 
was  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don, and  I  was  reply in^r  to  him. 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  :  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said,  *^  I  am  replying  to 
speeches  made  out  of  this  House  and 
in,"  and  1  was  replying  to  those  observa- 
tions. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  By  whom  ? 
Sir  H.  JAMES  :  You  know. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  Now  let  me 
recall  the  Committee  to  the  Amendment 
before  it,  which  is  whether  there  is  to  be 
exceptional  legislation  in  the  case  of 
estates  which,  from  exceptional  causes, 
change  hands  at  a  more  rapid  rate  than 
in  the  normal  state  of  affairs.  Unless 
you  are  prepared  to  take  both  sides  of 
the  question  and  deal  with  estates 
which  do  not  change  hands  so  rapidly,  it 
is  impossible  to  accept  the  principle  of 
this  Amendment. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK :  I  wish  just  to 
say  a  word  by  way  of  explanation.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  followed 
me  id  Debate,  but  he  has  not  answered 
me.  I  said  nothing  whatever  about 
munificence ;  I  was  talking  about  the 
repairs  to  farm-buildings  and  expenses  of 
that  kind,  and  my  argument  was  that 
for  several  years  the  State  would  be  the 
real  owner,  but  would  do  nothing  to  keep 
up  the  property. 

^Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  did  not 
think  that  anyone  on  that  side  of  the 
House  would  find  fault  with  the  rebuke 
admiuistered  to  his  colleague  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India.  At  the  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rose  ho  (Mr.  Cohen)  was 
trying  to  catch  the  Chairman's  eye,  in 
order  to  do  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  did — namely,  to  bring  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  back  again  to  the 
Amendment  they  had  been  discussing  up 
to  that  time.  The  Chancellor  of  tlie  Ex- 
chequer would  l>e  the  last  to  say  that 
after  he  had,  no  doubt  unintentionally, 
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altogether  misrepresented  the  argument, 
which  he  did  not  condescend  to  answer, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  was  wrong  in 
endeavouring  to  reply  to  the  remarks 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
so  irrelevantly  introduced.  The  Com- 
mittee would  see,  as  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  pointed  out,  the 
Question  before  them  at  this  moment  was 
the  question  to  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  in  the  latter  part  of  his 
speech,  addressed  himself,  whether  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  give 
exceptional  treatment  to  estates  under 
exceptional  circumstances,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  was  a  good  argument  to  adduce 
that  m)  case  was  made  out  for  exceptional 
treatment  because  under  a  different  con- 
dition of  affairs  this  exceptional  treatment 
was  not  necessary.  It  was  because  the 
duty  was  now  proposed  to  be  seriously 
increased,  to  an  extent  which  under 
certain  circumstances  became  .abso- 
lutely oppressive,  that  they  thought 
a  case  had  been  made  out,  not  in  the 
interests  of  any  particular  class,  but  in 
the  interests  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself.  He 
would  not  cite  cases  of  a  million,  as  he 
thought  the  case  was  strengthened  by 
referring  to  those  that  arose  week  by 
week  and  day  by  day,  and  if  brothers 
succeeded  to  an  estate  of  £40,000  or 
£50,000,  surely  not  a  very  large  amount, 
within  a  short  interval  they  were  eating  up 
those  estates  and  destroying  them  within  a 
period  of  20  or  30  years.  And  what  did  the 
Exchequer  do  ?  They  were  not  spending 
their  money  on  reproductive  work,  in  main- 
taining and  increasing  the  value  of  their 
estate,  but  as  it  passed  from  successor  to 
successor  they  ate  it  up  and  destroyed  it 
nntil  in  time  there  was  absolutely  no 
backbone  and  no  reserve  in  this  country. 
It  was  in  the  interest  of  the  Exchequer 
of  this  country  that  the  strength  of  the 
country,  which  consisted  in  its  wealth, 
should  be  preserved,  and  the  Amendment 
had  been  proposed  in  that  view  and,  he 
thought,  ought  to  be  accepted. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E^)  :  I  wish  to  say  one  word  about  this 
very  important  case.  The  Government, 
through  the  mouth  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  stated  the  special  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  against  which  this 
Amendment  is  directed,  are  not  intended 
for  the  defence  of  any  class.      I  accept 
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that,  and  it  is  not  in  defence  of  a  class 
that  I  wish  to  offer  a  defence  of  this 
Amendment.       The   Chancellor   of   the 
Exchequer  tells  us  this  scheme  works  out 
"  fairly,  upon  the  average  " ;  but  what 
does  his  "fairly,  upon  the  average"  mean  ? 
It  means,  in  the  mind  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  he  will  not  get 
out  of  the  property  on   the  whole  more 
than  he  ought  to  get  out  of  it,  but  by  the 
particular  method  in  which  this  taxation 
IS  levied  it  will  be  inequitable.     There 
will  be  a  large  number  of  individuals  at 
one  end  of  the  scale  who  will  be  clearly 
ill-used,  and  at  the  other  end  of  the  scale 
there  are  others  who  will  not  pay  what 
they  ought  to  pay.     By  what  canon  of 
justice  do  you  get  rid  of  an  inequality  by 
simply    throwing    an    unfair    share   of 
burden  upon  the  owners  of  those  estates 
on  which  there  happens  to  be  a  larger 
number  of    deaths   in   a   comparatively 
small  space  of  time  ?     That  is  the  broad 
issue,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  dwell  upon  it, 
as  it  has  been  before  the  Committee  at 
sufRcient  length.     But  there  is  one  thing 
that  has  not  been  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  pointed 
out  truthfully  that  one  method  was  pro- 
vided under  this  Bill  by  which  the  grosser 
forms  of  this  inequality  could  be  avoided 
by  the  owners  of  property,  and  that  was 
the  method  of  putting  your  estates  into 
settlement.     If  you  do  that,  no  doubt, 
however  many  deaths  occur,  no  special 
taxation  is  thrown  on  the  capital  value 
of  the  property  ;  but  is  it  part  of   the 
deliberate  policy  of  the  Government  to 
compel  everyone  to  put  their  property  in 
settlement  ?     I  have  always  understood 
that  while   settlement  was  a  procedure 
tolerated  by  the  various  Governments  of 
this  country,  it  was  not  one  generally 
approved  by  any,  and  not  at  all  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.     I  thought  it  was 
one  of   the  canons  of  their  policy  that 
settlement  should  be  discouraged  ;  but  if 
you  are  going  to  provide  settlement  as 
the  only  way  in  which  gross  injustice  to 
individuals  is  to  be  avoided,  then  every- 
one who  anticipates  such  a  disaster  will, 
of  course,  feel  driven  to  settle  their  pro- 
perty, however  they  would  be  glad  to 
leave  it  in  some  other  way.     This  is  an 
argument  it  is  worth  while  the  Committee 
bearing  in  mind,  and  it  affords  me  an 
additional    reason    for    supporting    th^ 
Amendment. 
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Mb.  hey  wood  JOHNSTONE 
said,  it  was  not  until  the  concluding  sen- 
taoce  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  that  he  had  anj  idea  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  ever  read  the  Amendment. 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  said  that  the 
Amendmoot  asked  the  Committee  to 
introdace  a  new  principle  into  the  taxa- 
tion suggested  hy  this  measure.  There 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
fallen  into  exactly  the  same  error  which, 
with  all  due  respect  to  him,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  fallen  into 
in  imagining  that  the  certain  injury  to 
the  individual  was  to  he  in  any  degree 
outweighed  by  loss  of  profit  to  the  State. 
Was  it  a  loss  of  profit,  after  all  ?  because, 
on  the  hypothesis  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  himself,  it  should  be  re- 
|:arded  rather  as  a  windfall.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  did  not  lose  a 
certain  amount  of  money  which  would 
otherwise  come  to  him,  but  he  was  put 
iaio  the  fortunate  position  of  receiving, 
within  a  rapid  interval,  what  might  he 
ipread  over  a  considerable  number  of 
Tstrs.  He  asked  hon.  Members  to  read 
tbb  Amendment  before  they  voted  upon 
it  and  to  remember  that  it  did  not  inter- 
fere with  graduation  and  with  aggrega- 
tion, and  it  raised  no  difference  whatever 
botween  the  treatment  of  real  property 
■ad  perM>nal  property.  It  did  .  not 
•ttenpt,  in  any  way  whatever,  to  favour 
realty  at  the  expense  of  personalty,  and 
be  asked  the  Conunittee  to  adopt  the 
Anendment. 

Um.  BKODRICK  said,  that  as  so 
■aov  references  had  lieen  made  to  the 
ittall  amount  which  the  Exchequer 
voold  loee  under  this  proposal  he 
would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchrquor  if  he  had  made  any  estimate 
M  lo  snch  losK  ? 

Hm  W.  HARCOURT  was  under- 
•too(|  to  reply  in  the  negative. 

CoLoxEL  KEN  YON  -  8LANEY 
( Shmpshire,  Newport )  said,  there 
■eemed  to  be  a  general  consensus  of 
opinion  that  if  the  system  of  Death 
Duties  as  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  to  take  effect  and  this 
Amendment  were  not  accepted,  the  re- 
•alt  must  be  the  withdrawal  of  a  large 
MRD  of  money  now  annually  8pent,and  upon 
which  the  agricultural  community  of  the 
eootttry  depewided.  If  that  were  so,  what 
the  use  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 


going  about  the  country  and  professing  to 
say  they  wanted  to  keep  the  agricultural 
labourer  upon  the  land,  when  the  result 
of  this  clause  must  be  to  withdraw  the 
expenditure  on  which  the  agricultural 
labourer  depended  ?  The  Government 
by  their  action  would  be  withdrawing 
the  inducement  for,  or  the  possibility  of, 
the  agricultural  labourers  remaining  in 
the  country  ;  therefore  let  it  be  clear  that 
when  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  acknow- 
ledged they  withdrew  the  money  on 
which  the  labourers  lived,  the  effect  of 
that  withdrawal  must  he  to  drive  the 
agricultural  labourers  from  the  villages 
into  the  towns.  The  Government  were 
taking  up  this  line  upon  this  Amendment, 
and  he  dared  them  to  go  to  the  country 
afterwards.  [^Ministerial  cheers,']  He 
wished  they  were  as  ready  to  take  up 
his  challenge  as  they  were  to  cheer. 
After  taking  up  this  attitude  he  would 
challenge  the  Government  to  go  to  the 
country  and  tell  the  agricultural  labourers 
they  were  advocating  their  cause  and 
were  desirous  of  keeping  them  in  their 
homes,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
were  adopting  legislation  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  driving  them  out  of 
their  homes. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  38,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add 
the  words — 

**  Where  by  reason  of  another  death  a  second 
Estate  Duty  shall  become  payable  upon  the 
same  property  within  four  vcars,  it  shall  be 
levied  ana  paid  in  respect  of  such  property  at 
one*balf  of  the  rate  payable  upon  the  prindpal 
value  of  the  estate  in  which  it  is  included.*  — 
{Mr,  HeyxjOiWtUJohnstQne.) 

Question  put,  *^  That  those  words  be 
there  added.'* 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  160  ; 
Noes  199. — (Division  List,  No.  121.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro(K)Hed, 
**  That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
|>art  of  the  Bill.'' 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said, 
that  this  clause  raised  for  the  first  time 
to  any  extent  the  suggestion  of  progres- 
sive, graduated  taxation.     lie  would  not 

stop  to  inquire  whether  they  had  been 
right  or  wrong  in  the  principles  which 
in  this  country  they  had  hitherto  held — the 
principles  of  encouraging  individual  exer- 
tion and  protecting  the  individual  in  the 
enjoyment  of  the  fruits  that  ho  had  won 


A 


47 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


48 


by  his  labour.      The  graduation  of  taxa* 
lion  took  an  entirely  different  view  of  the 
matter.     The  view  now  put  before  them 
was,   that   in   the   case   of  a  man  who 
exercised     frugality,    thrift,    and     dili- 
gence, and  who  by  those  qualities  won 
a  great  prize,  the  State  was  to  step  in 
and  take  a  large  share  of  it  away.     The 
greater  the  frugality,  thrift,  and  diligence, 
and  the  greater  the  prize  won,  the  larger 
was  the  amount  taken  away  from  him  as 
a  penalty  for  having  been  so  successful 
and  industrious.     It  had  been  said  of  the 
rich    man,   of   the  successful  man,  '*he 
heapeth   up   riches  and  cannot  tell  who 
shall    gather  them,^*  but    he   could  tell 
now.     It    was    the    Chancellor   of   the 
Exchequer  who  would  gather  them.     He 
should  like  to  know   what  kind  of  en- 
couragement  this   new   principle  in   its 
application  would  bo  to  the  industrious 
man  starting  in  life  conscious  of  ability 
and  capable  of  making  great  exertions  ? 
Would  it  not  be  a  discouragement  to  him 
to  know  that  if  he  succeeded  greatly  he 
would  be  despoiled  greatly  ?     If  he  ac- 
quired a  large  fortune,  instead  of  leaving 
it  to  his  children,  a  much  larger  portion  of 
it  would  by  this  progressive  or  graduated 
principle    be  taken   from    his   children 
than    if   he    had    been    less    successful 
in    the    race    of    life.      If    it    be    the 
real    object,    as    it  was  with  some,   to 
reduce  them  all  to  one  level,  he  thought 
the   principle  of   graduation  should    be 
applied  a  little  earlier — namely,  to  the 
earnings   of  a  man  rather  than   to  the 
property  he  left.     They  should  have  an 
all    round     8s.    per    day,    for    Solicitor 
Generals  and   all — even  Chancellors   of 
the  Exchequer.     That  was  the  true  ap- 
plication of  the  principle;  but  when  they 
left  a  man  free  to  earn  any  wage  by  any 
means,  then,  having  left  him  free  all  his 
life,  to  come  in  at  the  end  of  life  and  say 
they  were  going  to  take  away  the  prize 
was  a  kind  of  public  policy  calculated 
to  stunt  the  growth  of   this  country  and 
to  degrade  the  individual  in  it  to  some- 
thing much  lower  than  anything  he  had 
ever  been  known  to  be.    But  if  they  were 
going  to  apply  this  progressive  principle, 
at  any  rate  let  them  apply  it  rationally. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  had  said 
they  should  apply  it  in   such  a  way  as 
to  produce  equality  of    sacrifice  and  to 
equalise  taxation.  Yet  how  did  they  apply 
it  in  the  clause  as  it  stood  ?     Under  this 
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clause,  the  millionau-e  who  inherited 
£1,000  from  a  butler  paid  £20,  but 
the  butler  who  inherited  £1,000  from 
a  millionaire  paid  £80.  That  sounded 
like  a  comic  invention,  but  it  was  in  the 
Bill.  If  they  were  going  to  apply  gra- 
duation that  was  not  the  way  to  apply 
it.  But  graduation  in  any  shape  iuilioted 
a  very  grave  disability  and  serious  diffi- 
culty upon  the  tax-collector,  and  he,  for 
one,  had  never  been  able  to  shake  himself 
free  from  those  principles  of  tax  collec- 
tion he  imbibed  during  the  five  or  six 
years  he  spent  in  the  Legacy  Office. 
The  difficulty  in  connection  with  gradua- 
tion was  that  if  they  levied  a  greatly 
increased  tax  upon  the  larger  estates 
they  would  render  the  sum  payable  for 
duty  so  large  that  every  kind  of  ingenuity 
would  be  exercised  in  order  to  prevent 
the  State  from  getting  it.  There  were 
two  ways  by  which  the  State  might  be 
prevented  getting  the  tax^-one  was  eva- 
sion and  the  other  avoidance. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  principle  of 
graduation  of  the  Estate  Duty  is  not  open 
to  discussion.  The  only  question  open  is 
the  scale.  You  must  take  the  clause  as 
it  is. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  presume 
I  am  not  out  of  Order  in  discussing 
graduation. 

The  chairman  ;  It  would  be  out 
of  Order  to  discuss  anything  else  but  the 
scale 

Mu.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
inasmuch  as  the  scale  was  founded  on 
graduation,  he  understood  he  might  refer 
to  it,  though  not  at  great  length.  He 
had  been  curious  to  know  where  this  pro- 
gressive graduation  principle  was  bor- 
rowed from.  He  at  first  thought  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  in- 
vented it ;  but  when  he  came  to  reflect  on 
the  usual  genesis  of  things,  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  be  should  find  it  in 
the  French  Revolution.  There  accord- 
ingly, having  searched,  he  did  find 
the  original  inventor  of  progressive 
taxation,  and  the  name  of  that  original 
inventor  was  Tom  Paine — English  out- 
law, French  law-niaker,  member  of 
the  French  Convention,  atheist,  and 
revolutionary.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  a  degenerate  descendant 
of  the  great  atheist,  for  he  had  not 
applied  the  principle  properly,  and  Tom 
Paine  was  much  cleverer  than  the  right 
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boo.  Geotlemaii.     In  his  Ripkis  of  Man^ 
written  in  1792,  Paine  said  this — 

*  Admitting  thmt  any  annual  sura,  saj,  for 
titftance^  ooe  thoosand  pounds,  ia  necessary  ur 
•ttfficieat  for  the  support  of  a  family,  con* 
Mqaontly  the  second  thousand  is  of  the  nature 
of  s  Inxary,  the  thinl  still  more  so,  and  by  pro- 
as»lhifr  on,  we  shall  at  Ust  arrive  at  a  sum  that 
■ay  xtoc  improperly  be  called  a  prohibitable 
AXttiy.  It  wouJd  not  be  politic  to  set  bounds 
Ui  property  acquired  by  imlustry,  and  therefore 
a  b  nirht  lo  place  the  prohibition  l)cy()nd  the 
probable  aoquisitJon  to  which  industry  can 
extend ;  favt  there  ouf^t  to  be  a  limit  to  pro- 
pffty  or  the  accamulatioa  of  it  by  bequest.  It 
itiwl.t  m«  in  some  other  line.  The  richest  in  every 
nstkio  have  poor  relatione, and  those  often  very 
Mssr  ia  cooaanguinity.  The  foHowing  table  of 
pqpnsive  taxation  is  constructed  on  the  above 
pnariplea,  and  as  a  substitute  for  the  commuta- 
U«  tai«  It  will  reach  the  uoint  of  prohibition 
bv  i  resmlar  operation  and  thereby  supersede 
tie  iriftocratical  law  of  primogeniture." 

That  waa  exactly  the  sanae  object  as  the 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's,  but  the 

way  In   whioh   Tom  Paiue's  scale  was 

carried  oot  waa  a  scientific  way.  It  pro- 
cbkM  thus:  On  the  first  £1,000,  1 
percent.;  on  the  second  £1,000,  2  per 
ant.,  and  not  when  there  were  £2,000  to 
pot  the  whole  extra  charge  on  the  whole 
£24XX),  but  only  on  the  second  thousand, 
wfacroas  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
pt  the  extra  charge  on  the  whole.  Under 
PlHne*8  sjstem  the  charge  at  this  rate 
«  the  £2,000  would  be  30  per 
•tot,  whereae  noder  the  Chancellor  of 
tW  Exchequer's  system  it  would  be  40 
per  cent.  On  the  other  hand,  as  they 
i^Me  higher  on,  the  scale  increased,  and 
Tom  Paine's  scale  wonld  catch  up  to  the 
CiMnoellor  of  the  Exchequer's,  and  the 
Ivger  properties  would  give  him  a  higher 
^y  than  beeven  now  asked  for.  He  there- 
lore  itncerely  regretted  that  among  all 
ths  studies  of  Adam  Smith  and  other 
P«at  men  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
^M  aloof  from  the  sympathetic  pages  of 
Too  Paine,  and  that,  consequently,  in- 
of  pn»enting  to  them  a  scientific 
»4ng  on  a  proper  on  rye  and  acting  on  a 
ipreheosible  principle  he  had  presented 
to  them  a  scale,  whioh,he  ventured  to  say, 
was  a  very  had  scale  indeed.  In  Victoria 
exactly  the  same  mistake  ha<l  boon  made*, 
«ad  be  quoted  Victoria  because,  like 
Adam  Smith  and  Tom  Paine,  Victoria 
*as  one  of  the  authorities  the  Chancellor 
<tf  the  Exchequer  believed  in.  lu 
Victoria,  as  he  had  said,  exactly  the  same 
Mistake  waa  made  ih  proposing  progres- 
•>▼«  taxation  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 


Exchequer  was  making  at  this  moment- 
When  first  proposed  in  1870,  the  wbolo 
range  of  properties  from  £1,000  to 
£100,000  was  put  into  ^sq  cate- 
gories. But  it  was  found  that  the 
jumps,  not  merely  in  the  limits  of  the 
property,  but  also  in  the  rate  of  tax,  were 
so  great  that  hardship  was  indicted  iu 
some  cases,  and  the  Estate  Duty  wtis 
evaded  or  avoided  in  others.  The  result 
was,  that  in  1890  an  amending  Act  was 
passed  in  which  the  five  categories  of 
properties  were  increased  to  nine,  and 
two  years  ago  a  still  further  amending 
Act  was  passed,  by  which  the  categories 
of  property  which  originally  stood  at  ^vq 
were  increased  to  37.  Consequently, 
we  should  be  exposed  in  this  country  to 
the  same  inconvenience  to  which  people 
of  Victoria  were  exposed  before  they 
made  the  Amendment.  Before  long  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  find 
it  necessary  to  do  what  had  been  done  in 
Victoria  —  luimely,  to  make  the  period 
shorter,  and  make  the  steps  in  the  variations 
of  duty  shorter,  and  consequently  bring 
his  scale  more  into  accordance  with  the 
facts  of  life.  But  the  scale  applied  us 
well  to  property  outside  as  within  the 
Unitef]  Kingdom,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  more  than  once  ad- 
mitted that  he  could  not  get  the  duty 
upon  property  outside.  Take  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Carnarvon 
Boroughs,  who  might  be  aj^sumed  to 
be  a  millionaire,  and  who  said  he  had 
half  his  property  invested  abroad.  Upon 
that  £500,000  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer could  not  get  the  duty.  Aggre- 
gating that  sum  with  the  other  £500,(K)0 
in  this  country  it  would  be  chargeable 
with  8  per  cent.  ;  but  since  the  duty  could 
only,  as  was  now  admitted,  be  got  out  of 
the  property  here,  the  propt»rty  hero 
would  therefore  be  charged  at  the  rate  of 
16  per  cent.;  an  extra  tax  nj>on  projKTty 
in  this  Kingdom,  of  a  very  remarkable 
kind.  Not  only  that,  but  by  the  fact  of 
the  aggregation  the  property  pays  more 
than  it  should.  Supposing  an  individual 
has  £500,000  of  property  abroml  out  of 
a  million,  it  would  l»e  linblo  to  8  )>er  rent., 
and  the  €500,000  here  would  fwy  tlu* re- 
fore  £80,000  duty,  while  a  property  of 
an  equal  amount  here — namely,  £500,(K)0, 
if  all  here  would  only  pay  £35,0i)0.  This 
was  the  result  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  scale,  and  he  would  hardly 
mend  it  by  setting  up  re<M'pn)c!ty,  which 
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apparently  meant  that  duty  levied  on 
property  in  Victoria  might  be  deducted 
from  the  amount  of  duty  on  that  property 
payable  here,  if  the  duty  levied  on 
property  here  were  deducted  from  the 
iimount  of  duty  on  that  property  payable 
in  Victoria.  But  there  was  no  such  duty 
us  that  payable  in  Victoria. 

The  CiHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  Committee  was  not  now  discussing 
general  principles. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said, 
ho  would  not,  of  course,  dispute 
the  Chairman^s  ruling,  but  he 
was  addressing  himself  to  the  pro- 
posed scale.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  gone  to  a  considerable 
length  in  framing  this  scale.  Two  dif- 
ferent systems  were  proposed  :  one  for 
the  Colonies,  and  the  other  for  foreign 
countries.  But  he  had  always  hitherto 
in  Customs  Duties  repudiated  that 
system  of  differentiation.  It  seemed  that 
the  system  which  was  renounced  at  the 
Custom  House  was  to  be  set  up  and 
worshipped  at  Somerset  House.  He 
could  show  that  this  scale  of  duty  when 
put  into  operation  would  yield  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  less  money 
tlian  he  collected  under  the  present 
system,  quoting  from  the  Returns  of 
1891-2.  No  tax  varied  so  much  as  the 
Death  Duties.  That  was  one  of  the 
objections  to  them.  They  came  in  an 
unequal  manner,  but,  broadly  speaking, 
they  came  to  4^  per  cent,  ail  round. 
There  was  a  very  important  matter  in 
regard  to  the  reductions  on  small  estates. 
Estates  under  £50,000  formed  99-j^  per 
cent,  in  number,  and  in  value  they 
constituted  60  per  cent,  of  the  whole. 
Under  this  scale,  broadly  speaking, 
there  wan  no  increase  on  properties  under 
£50,000,  but,  on  the  contrary,  a  decrease 
on  the  tax  levied  upon  the  smaller 
estates.  This  Estate  Duty,  wliich  was 
going  to  give  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer such  an  enormous  result,  from 
£3,500,000  to  £4,000,000,  must  therefore 
arise  from  other  properties  beyond  those  of 
smaller  value  to  tlie  extent  of  60  per 
cent. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  asked  from 
what  the  hon.  Member  was  quoting  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  was 
quoting  from  the  statistical  abstracts 
issued  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  pointed  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  dealing  with 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles 


settled  property,  and,  leaving  out  real 
estate,  was  only  taking  .personal  pro- 
perty. 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
was  taking  all  property,  real  and  per- 
sonal, which  was  dubject  to  Death 
Duties,  and  for  the  purposes  of  the 
proportion  the  figures  he  was  giving 
were  sufficient.  At  all  events,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  wrong  in 
fact  when  he  said  that  real  estate  was 
left  out.  On  only  40  per  cent,  in  value 
would  the  duty  be  increased — in  some 
cases  considerably,  but  on  the  whole  to 
an  extent  much  less  than  the  Chancel- 
lor thought,  for  the  reason  he  would 
give.  It  was  extremely  dangerous 
greatly  to  increase  the  scale  only  in 
the  case  of  the  large  estates,  because 
they  would  thereby  greatly  increase  the 
temptation  to  both  evasion  and  avoidance. 
So  hardly  would  this  scale  press  upon 
people  that  they  would  try  to  a  much 
greater  extent  Uian  at  present  to  avoid 
the  payment  of  Estate  Duty  by  making 
gifts  to  eldest  sons  and  others  during 
their  lives.  In  itself  that  would  no 
doubt  be  a  good  thing,  but  it  would  be 
bad  for  the  Exchequer.  Something 
would  be  gained  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  settlements  and  something 
on  real  estates,  but  it  would  be  very 
little,  probably  not  above  ^  par  cent. 
He  would  also  gain  something  by 
charging  on  the  capital  value  of  real 
estate  instead  of  upon  the  annual  value 
of  life  interests.  In  introducing  his 
Budget  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
represented  that  that  would  be  something 
enormous  ;  but  he  had  since  admitted  that 
the  whole  result  upon  the  equalisation  of 
realty  with  personalty  by  charging  upon 
capital  value  instead  of  life  interests 
would  only  bring  in  £100,000,  which 
was  exactly  1-1 40th  of  the  entire  duty  ho 
expected  to  get.  He  had  told  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  at  the  l>eginning 
that  the  results  of  this  great  alteration 
would  be  very  small.  The  only  really  large 
increase  arose  from  property  out  of  the 
United  Kingdom,and  that  being  now  given 
up  the  basis  for  the  anticipated  increase 
from  this  Finance  Bill  was  gone.  In  a 
large  number  of  cases  of  real  estate  there 
would  be  an  absolute  diminution  of 
chargeable  value.  What  with  giving  up 
property  out  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
what  with  the  exemptions  of  property 
under  the  £300  scale,  the  4^500  scale. 
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Me.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  since  the 
AmeodmeDt  introdaced  by  the  Leader  of 
tbe  Opposition  with  reference  to  the 
mode  of  valaing  agricultural  land,  it  was 
obriooi^  that  the  principle  ought  also  to 
be  applied  to  Clause  15,  d^ing  with 
Saccession  Dutj,  because  that  duty  was 
to  be  levied  on  the  principal  value,  and  it 
would  not  be  fair,  under  the  circnm- 
ftUoces,  to  deal  with  it  in  the  way  pro- 
Tided  by  Statute.  But  neither  the 
AmfiBdmeot  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  nor 
tbe  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York,  lower  down  on  the 
Pkper,  was  near  the  mark  of  what  he 
woald  like.  What  he  would  suggest  was 
tbe  insertion  of  the  following  words  as  a 
Mw  anb-section  : — 

**Tbe  principiU  raloe  of  real  property  for  the 
pttTpoae  of  Boooetsion  Duty  f  hall  be  ascertained 
a  die  mme  manner  as  it  would  be  ascertained 
imfer  tbe  proTisioiis  of  this  Act  for  the  pur- 
posei  of  Estate  Duty." 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  contended  that  the  interpretation  of 
*^  principal  value,*^  if  inserted  in  the 
■anoer  suggested  by  the  Solicitor 
Geoeral,  would  apply  only  to  cases 
vbere  the  successor  was  competent  to 
4icpo6e  of  the  property.  How,  then,  if 
tbe  luecessor  took  only  a  life  interest, 
voold  that  interest  be  reckoned  ?  Would 
it  sot  be  according  to  the  mode  in  which 
i  life  interest  was  at  present  reckoned 
nder  the  Succession  Duty  Act  ?  There- 
fore, would  there  not  be  different  modes 
cf  reckoning  the  value  of  the  estate  in 
tbe  case  of  tuccetsion  to  the  full  estate 
mmI  in  the  ease  of  succession  to  a  life 
iaterest?  He  thought  the  mode  of 
•nifing  at  the  value  of  the  property  for 
tba  purpose  of  Succession  Duty  should 
^  tbe  same  in  both  cases;  and  he 
4oQbted  whether  that  would  be  provided 
Qoderthe  wonls  suggested  by  the  Solicitor 
OeaeraL 

Ml.  R.  T.  REID  said,  it  wan  perfectly 
true  that  where  a  successor  was  not  com- 
pHent  to  dispose  of  the  property  the  mode 
of  valuation  under  the  Succession  Duty 
Act  applied.  The  only  case  in  which 
tbere  would  be  a  change  in  the  valuation 
wu  when  the  successor  was  competent  to 
dispose  of  the  property. 

Sit  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he 
wished  to  exphitn  what  he  meant.  The 
point,  no  doubt,  was  oomplicated,  but  it 
was  a  very  importAOt  point.  Under  the 
SaoectsioQ  Duty  Act  a  successor  who 
Aerely  took  a  life  interest  would,  if  the 


clause  passed  in  its  present  shape,  only 
pay  on   the  value  of  his  life  interest — 
namely,  on   a  certiiiu  number   of   years 
calculated  on  the  term  of  life  at  which  he 
had  arrived.     Where  the  successor  took 
the  full  estate  he  would  pay  the  duty  on 
tbe  full  estate.     But  whethc^r  he  paid  on 
his  life  interest  or  on  the  full  value  of  the 
estate,  surely   the   mode   of   calculatiug 
what  the  value  of  the  estate  was  ought  to 
be  precisely  the  same  in  both  cases.     If 
they  allowed  the  law  to  stand  as  it  was 
at  the  present  moment,  they  would  have 
under  the  Succession  Duty  Act  a  special 
and  most  complicated  form  of  arriving  at 
the  value  of  the  life  interest  in  the  case  of 
realty.     For  instance,  the  mode  in  which 
timber  was  valued  was  extremelv  com- 
plicated  ;    and  was   by  no   mean?*,  as  he 
was  personally  aware,  either  satisfactory 
to  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities  or  to 
the  person  succeeding.     Real  estate  was 
only  liable  to  pay  on  the  value  of  the 
timber  on  the  estate,  according  as  the 
timber  was  cut  and  realised  for  sale,  and 
the    liability    might    continue    througii 
sixty  years  if  the  life  was  as  long,  so 
that  the  owner  never  escaped  from  the 
liability  to  the  duty  for  the  whole  of  his 
life.      That  was  a  complicated  way  of 
levying  duty,  and  the  result,  ho  believed, 
was  that  a  great  deal  of  duty  was  never 
paid.     Now,    what    was    the    proposal 
which  the  Government  had  adopted  in 
order  to  arrive  at  the  principal  value  of 
agricultural  property  on  the  Motion  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend   the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  ?  It  was  this  :  that,  subject  to 
the  governing  principle   of    the  market 
value,  the  principal  value  of  agricultural 
property  should  be  based  on  the  assess- 
ment  of   Scheilule  (A)  of   the  Income 
Tax  Returns.     That  got  rid  of  all  those 
difficulties  and  complications  that  were 
inherent  in  the    present    system  of    the 
Succession    Duty    Act.      It    would    he 
fair     to    the    taxpayer,    and    infinitely 
less  troublesome  to  the  Inland  Revenue. 
His    point,   therefore,   was    that   where 
payment  of  Succession  Duty  was  made 
on  the  life  interest,  as  it  would  be  in  all 
cases  of  set^ed  property,  and  where  it 
was     made    on    the  full  value    of    the 
estate,  as  it  would  l)e  in  future  when  the 
property  was   not  settled,  in   either  case 
the   same    rule   of   valuation   should    be 
acted   on    in  calculating  the  amount  of 
the  duty  that  was  to  lie    paid.     He  was 
sure  that  if  the  Solicitor  General  con- 
sidered the  matter  further  and  consulted 
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had  last  spoken  to  whom  his  father  had 
abeady  commeuced  assigning  his  pro- 
perty. There  was  one  thing  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  must  have  heard 
with  satisfaction.  The  one  infallible  au- 
thority on  the  subject — the  hon.  Member 
for  Lynn  Regis — had  assured  the  country 
gentlemen  that  land  would  pay  less  under 
the  Budget  than  it  did  now. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  did  not 
say  that ;  I  said  in  some  instances.  The 
large  estates,  of  course,  will  pay  more. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  under- 
stood the  statement  to  be  that  under  this 
Budget  less  money  would  be  collected 
than  at  present,  including  the  large 
estates. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
really  could  not  allow  himself  to  be  both 
contradicted  and  misrepresented.  His 
prediction  was  that  the  whole  return  of 
Death  Duty  would  be  less  under  this 
scheme  than  now,  not,  in  the  case  of 
land  alone,  though  many  estates  would 
pay  much  less  than  at  present.   - 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  the 
country  gentlemen  were  not  concerned 
for  the  large  estates  ;  it  was,  of  course, 
merely  the  small  estates  that  they  cared 
for.  The  hon.  Member  said  that  less 
money  would  be  paid  by  the  landed  in- 
terest than  formerly,  and  on  that  ground 
he  invited  the  support  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  could  not 
submit  to  be  so  misrepresented.  He  must 
repeat  that,  in  his  belief,  the  whole  re- 
turns .for  the  Death  Duties  would  be 
less  than  they  were  now — not  the  returns 
from  land  alone.  A  good  many  landed 
estates  would  pay  less  than  they  do  now, 
but  the  large  estates  would,  no  doubt, 
]>ay  a  great  deal  more. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R.» 
Holdcmess)  pointed  out  that  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  accepted 
cither  of  the  scales  proposed  on  the  pre- 
vious day,  this  desirable  result  would 
have  l>een  achieved — that  those  who 
provided  for  the  payment  of  the  Est4ito 
Duty  by  the  purchase  of  an  annuity  or  by 
saving  money  would  have  had  that  money 
taxed  on  the  lowest  scalt.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin  had  piSoposed  that 
annuities  should  escape  aggregation,  be- 
cause he  argued,  fairly  enough,  that  a 
man   might   buy   an   annuity    with    the 
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object  of  creating  sufficient  funds  to  pay 
the  tax  ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  objected  that  it  would  be 
absurd  and  unreasonable  to  free  that  par- 
ticular form  of  providing  for  the  tax,  and 
that  there  would  be  just  as  much  claim 
to  relief  where  a  man  had  saved 
sufficient  to  pay  his  Estate  Duty.  His 
object  in  referring  to  the  matter  was  to 
pomt  out  that  where  a  person  bad  either 
by  purchase  of  an  annuity  or  by  saving 
money  collected  enough  to  pay  the 
Estate  Duty,  on  his  death,  that  sum, 
although  not  completely  escaping  taxa- 
tion, should  be  taxed  on  the  lower  scale. 
People  should  be  encouraged  to  make 
provision  of  that  kind  during  their  life- 
time by  allowing  the  money  to  pass,  if 
not  free  of  taxation,  at  all  events  with  as 
little  charge  as  possible.  By  that  means 
»  feature  of  justice  would  be  introduced 
into  this  Bill,  and  it  was  worth  the 
careful  consideration  of  the  Committee 
whether  even  later  on  some  modification 
might  not  be  made  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 

question  involved  was  not  the  question 

of  graduation,  but  the  method  by  which 
that  principle  was  to  be  applied.  The 
scale  proposed  by  the  ChanceUor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  open  to  grave  objection 
on  grounds  of  expediency  and  justice, 
and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friends  would 
divide,  taking  the  view  of  the  scale  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  192  ; 
Noes  145. — (Division  List,  No.  122.) 

Clause  15. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  GuUdford) 
moved,  in  page  11,  line  5,  after  the 
words  "principal  value,^*  to  insert  the 
words  "ascertainable  in  manner  before 
meutioned.^^  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  secure  that  the  amount  'of 
Succession  Duty  was  arrived  at  by  the 
same  mode  of  valuation  as  was  provided 
for  Estate  Duty  by  the  new  clause  moved 
by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  last 
week,  and  accepted   by  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 1 ,  line  5, 
after  the  words  "  principal  value,''  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  ascertainable  in  manner 
before  mentioned.'' — {Mr.  Hrodrick.) 

Questiqn  proposetl,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


\ 
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Mm.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  Hince  the 
Ameadmeat  iDtroduced  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Oppoeitioa  with  reference  to  the 
node  of  valaing  agricaltural  land,  it  was 
obriooti  that  the  principle  ought  also  to 
be  applied  to  Clause  15,  dealing  with 
SoeceftsioD  Dutj,  because  that  dutj  was 
to  be  levied  on  the  principal  value,  and  it 
wonld  not  be  fair,  under  the  circum- 
itADces,  to  deal  with  it  in  the  way  pro- 
vided by  Statute.  But  neither  the 
Ameadment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  nor 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York,  lower  down  on  the 
Pkper,  was  near  the  mark  of  what  he 
voald  like.  What  he  would  suggest  was 
tbe  insertioQ  of  the  following  words  as  a 
Mw  Bab-«ection  : — 

•Tbe  prindpAl  valac  of  real  property  for  the 
ptnoM  of  Baooewion  Duty  «baJI  be  ascertained 
m  Uw  nine  maaner  aa  it  would  be  ascertained 
■Oder  the  prorisionfl  of  this  Act  for  the  pur- 
fMWi  of  Estate  Daty.*^ 

•Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  contended  that  the  interpretation  of 
**  principal  value,^*  if  inserted  in  the 
■aimer  suggested  by  the  Solicitor 
Geoeral,  would  apply  only  to  cases 
vbere  the  successor  was  competent  to 
4iipo«e  of  the  property.  How,  then,  if 
the  successor  took  only  a  life  interest, 
Toald  that  interest  be  reckoned  ?  Would 
it  ooi  be  according  to  the  mode  in  which 
i  life  interest  was  at  present  reckoned 
■ader  the  Snecessioa  Duty  Act  ?  There- 
fore, would  there  not  be  different  modes 
ti  reckoning  the  value  of  the  estate  in 
the  case  of  tucceesion  to  the  full  estate 
tod  in  the  ease  of  succession  to  a  life 
taieresi?  Ue  thought  the  mode  of 
vrivtog  at  the  value  of  the  property  for 
the  purpoee  of  Succession  Duty  should 
be  the  same  in  both  cases;  and  he 
doubted  whether  that  would  be  provided 
oaderthe  words  suggested  by  the  Solicitor 
uefieial. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  it  was  perf(H*tly 
true  that  where  a  successor  was  not  com- 
petent todbpoeeof  the  property  the  mode 
of  valuation  under  the  Succession  Duty 
Art  applied.  The  only  case  in  which 
there  would  be  a  change  in  the  valuation 
was  when  the  successor  was  competent  to 
dispose  of  the  property. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he 
wished  to  exphiin  what  he  meant.  Tlio 
point,  no  doubt,  was  complicated,  but  it 
was  a  very  important  point.  Under  the 
SaoerMioo  Duty  Act  a  successor  who 
merely  took  a  Ufe  intereet  would,  if  the 


clause  passed  in  its  present  shape,  only 
pay  on  the  value  of  his  life  interest — 
namely,  on   a  cortiiiu  number   of   years 
calculated  on  the  terra  of  life  at  which  ho 
had  arrive<l.     Where  the  successor  took 
the  full  estate  he  would  pay  the  duty  on 
the  full  estate.     But  whether  he  paid  ou 
his  life  interest  or  ou  the  full  value  of  the 
estate,  surely   the   mode   of   calculating 
what  the  value  of  the  estate  was  ought  to 
be  precisely  the  same  in  both  cases.     If 
they  allowed  the  law  to  stand  as  it  was 
at  the  present  moment,  they  would  have 
under  the  Succession  Duty  Act  a  special 
and  most  complicated  form  of  arriving  at 
the  value  of  the  life  iuterest  in  the  case  of 
realty.     For  instance,  the  mode  in  which 
timber  was  valued  was  extremely  com- 
plicated ;    and  was   by  no   means,  as  ho 
was  personally  aware,  either  satisfactory 
to  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities  or  to 
the  person  succeeding.     Real  estate  was 
only  liable  to  pay  on  the  value  of  the 
timber  on   the  estate,  according  as  the 
timber  was  cut  and  realised  for  sale,  and 
the    liability    might    continue    through 
sixty  years  if  the  life  was  as  long,  so 
that  the  owner  never  escaped  from  the 
liability  to  the  duty  for  the  whole  of  his 
life.      That  was  a  complicated  way  of 
levying  duty,  and  the  result,  he  believed, 
was  that  a  great  deal  of  duty  was  never 
paid.     Now,    what    was    the    proposal 
which  the  Government  had  adopted  in 
order  to  arrive  at  the  principal  value  of 
agricultural  property  on  the  Motiou  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend   the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  ?  It  was  this  :  that,  subject  to 
the  governing  principle   of   the  market 
value,  the  principal  value  of  agricultural 
property  should  be  Imsed  on  the  assess- 
ment  of   Schedule  (A)  of   the   Income 
Tax  Returns.     That  got  rid  of  all  those 
difficulties  and  complications  that  were 
inherent  in   the    present    systenj  of    the 
Succession    Duty     Act.      It    would    be 
fair     to    the     taxpayer,    and     infinitely 
less  troublesome  to  tJie  Inland  Revenue. 
His    point,    therefore,    was    that   where 
payment  of  Succession  Duty  was  made 
on  the  life  interest,  as  it  would  be  in  all 
cases  of  set^ed  property,  and   where  it 
was     made    ou    the  full   value    of    tlie 
estate,  as  it  would  l)e  in  future  when  the 
property  was   not  settled,  in   either  case 
the   same    rule   of    valuation   should    1k) 
acted    on    in  calculating  the  amount  of 
the  duty  that  was   to  be    paid.     Ho  was 
sure  that  if  the  Solicitor  General  con- 
sidered the  matter  further  and  cousuhod 
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with  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities,  he 
would  find   that  in  that   way  odIj  could 
they  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  solution  of. 
the  question. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  was  understood 
to  say  that  the  Government  only  intended 
to  apply  the  change  of  the  valuation  to 
cases  in  which  the  successor  was  entitled 
to  dispose  of  the  property. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  the 
result  of  the  Amendment  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  would  he  to  give,  in 
estimating  the  principal  value  for  the 
purpose  of  Estate  Duty,  hetter  terms  than 
were  now  given  in  the  case  of  estimating 
the  annual  value  for  the  purpose  of 
Succession  Duty.  But  tbe  precise 
reasons  that  induced  the  Government  to 
give  the  hetter  terms  in  one  instance  were 
strong  enough  to  have  induced  them  to 
give  those  terms  in  the  other  case.  That 
was  the  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  nothing  that  had  heen  said  in  reply 
ought  to  dispose  the  Government  to  con- 
tinue in  their  unfavourable  attitude. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  promised  to  consult 
with  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities  on 
the  subject.  His  belief  was  that  the 
Amendment  he  intended  to  move  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  would  not  carry  out  the 
effect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desired, 
but  it  was  better  to  insert  that  Amend- 
ment. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
desired  to  point  out  that  the  succession 
created  by  this  clause,  under  certain 
circumstances,  would  be  a  succession  that 
did  not  exist  under  the  Succession  Duty 
Act ;  and  therefore  there  was  a  strong 
case  for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  under  the 
circumstances,  he  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  it  would  be 
more  convenient  for  him  to  move  his 
Amendment  at  the  end  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  moved,  in  page  11, 
line  o,  after  the  second  word  "  property," 
to  insert  the  words — 

•*  After  deducting  the  Estate  Duty  payable 
thereon  ami  the  exi>enses  of  raising  and  paying 
the  same  and  vesting  the  property  in  the  succeti- 
sion." 

His  objects  were  to  secure  that  the 
amount  for  which  Succession  Duty  would 
be  payable,  in  the  case  of  £100,000  for 
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instance,  was  £100,000  less  tbe  Etlate 
Duty,  and  that  was  £94,000;  that  the 
expenses  of  raising  and  paying  the  Estate 
Duty,  and  the  expenses  of  vesting  the 
property  in  the  succession  should  be 
allowed. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  lii 
5,  after  the  second  word  '*  property,''  to 
insert  the  words — 


*'  After  deducting  the  KsUte  Doty 
thereon  and  the  expenses  of  raisiiig  and  pajiaff 
tbe  same  and  vesting  the  property  in  tbe  giiooe»> 

sion." 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  there  was  one 
part  of  the  Amendment  of  the  boo. 
Gentleman  to  which  he  assented.  He 
agreed  that  in  the  case  of  Succeesioa 
Duty  payable  there  ought  to  be  a  deduc- 
tion in  respect  to  Estate  Duty,  because 
the  property  to  which  a  man  succeeded 
would  be  less  the  Estate  Duty.  He  also 
agreed  to  allow  the  expenses  of  raiaing 
and  paying  the  Estate  Duty  ;  but  be 
could  not  allow  the  expenses  of  vesting 
the  property  in  the  succession.  That 
might  mean  the  expenses  of  a  great 
Chancery  suit,  for  instance.  He,  there- 
fore, would  suggest  as  an  alternative 
Amendment,  to  insert  after  the  second 
word  "  property,"  line  5,  the  words — 

**  In  respect  thereof,  on  the  wid  death,  and 
tbe  expenses,  if  any,  properly  incarrediQ  raising 
and  paying  tlje  same/* 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  oould  not 
gather  that  there  was  any  strong  object 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Solicitor  General 
to  the  concluding  words  of  his  Amend- 
ment. However,  he  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  accept  the  words  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  hoping  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
consider  before  the  Report  stage  whether 
or  not  it  was  possible  for  him  to  go  a 
step  further. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
5,  after  the  second  "  property,*'  to  insert 
the  words — 

**  In  respect  thereof,  on  tbe  said  death,  and 
the  exiK'tiHcs,  if  any,  properly  incurred  in 
raising  and  paying  the  same/* — (Mr.  IL   T. 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,'*  put^  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rrid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
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Page  11,  line  6,  after  **  payable,'*  insert  "  by 
the  same  instalments  as  are  authorised  by  this 
Act  for  Estate  Duty  on  real  property." 

Mr.  BYRN£  said,  he  had  been  asked 

by   his    hon.    and   learned   Friend    the 

Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  to  move 

the  following   Amendment: — Page  11, 

line  9,  at  end,  to  add  the  words, 

''Where  Successipn  Duty  is  chargeable  on 
the  principal  value  of  real'  property,  the  pro- 
visions of  Section  14  of  *  The  Succession  Duty 
Act,  1853,'  shall  apply  in  the  same  manner  as 
if  that  section  were  herein  enacted  and  ex- 
tended to  a  succession  to  real  property  as  well 
as  to  personal  property." 

The  object  was  simply  to  pat  realty  in 
the  same  position  as  personalty  with 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  Section  14 
of  "  The  Succession  Duty  Act  of  1853," 
which  provided  with  regard  to  personalty 
that  only  one  duty  was  payable  in  the 
case  of  two  predecessors. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
9,  at  end,  to  add  the  words — 

"  Where  Succession  Duty  is  chargeable  on  the 
principal  value  of  real  property,  the  provisions 
of  Section  14  of  *The  Succession  Duty  Act, 
1853,"  shall  apply  in  the  same  manner  as  if  that 
section  were  herein  enacted  and  extended  to  a 
succession  to  real  property  as  well  as  to  personal 
jjroperty." — (^Mr.  Byrne.} 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 


Mr.  B.  T.  BEID  said,  he  had  con- 
sulted with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Wight  on  this 
motion,  and  had  suggested  to  him  that 
the  same  purpose  would  be  effected  by 
making  the  end  of  the  clause  to  run  as 
follows  : — 

"  And  shall  be  payable  with  interest  at  the 
rate  of  three  per  cent  per  annum  from  the  ex- 
piration of  12  months  after  the  date  on  which 
he  becomes  entitled  to  the  |>ossessiou  of  the  suc- 
cession or  is  in  receipt  of  the  profits  thereof." 

Mb.  BYRNE  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  sure  that  his 
words  would  extend  the  benefit  of  Sec- 
tion 14  of  the  Succession  Duty  Act  to 
real  estate  he  would  accept  them  and 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  matter 
was  complicated.  His  object  was  to 
prevent  escape  from  the  payment  of 
Succession  Duty  in  any  case  where  Suc- 
cession Duty  was  payable  now. 

Mr.  butcher  said,  he  was  not 
sure  that  the  Amendment  of  the  Solicitor 
General  would  effect  the  object  they 
aimed  at. 
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Mr.  R.  T.  REID  pointed  out  that  if 
this  Amendment  were  adopted  now  the 
matter  could  not  be  properly  dealt  with 
afterwards.  By  the  addition  of  the 
words — 

"  On  which  he  became  entitled  to  the  posses- 
sion or  was  in  receipt  of  the  profits  thereof," 

the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  would  be  met,  un- 
less he  had  changed  his  previous 
opinion. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  had  received 
no  intimation  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  no  doubt 
anything  found  to  be  necessary  could  bo 
inserted  afterwards. 

Mr,  BYRNE  said,  after  the  Solicitor 
General's  statement  the  Amendment 
must,  of  course,  be  withdrawn. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  urged  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  withdrawn, 
and  the  words  of  the  Solicitor  General 
adopted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the  fal- 
lowing Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
After  the  words  "  arising  on  the  death," 
insert — 

"  On  which  he  became  entitled  to  the  succes- 
sion or  was  in  receipt  of  the  profits  thereof." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  moved  to  add  the 
words — 


"  The  principal  value  of  real  property  for  the 
purpose  of  Succession  Duty  shall  be  ascertained 
in  the  same  manner  as  it  would  be  ascertained 
under  this  Act  for  the  purpose  of  Estate 
Duty." 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  added." 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said,  the 
more  he  looked  at  these  words  the  more 
he  was  convinced  that  the  clause  would 
not  carry  out  the  original  intentions  of 
the  Government.  He  would  not  detiiin 
the  Committee  by  repeating  what  he  had 
already  said  on  the  subject  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  understood  the  point  he 
desired  to  raise. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  legal 
authorities  whom  he  had  consulted  were 
satisfied  that  the  words  would  carry  out 
the  intention  of  the  clause — namely, 
that  on  agricultural  property  the  valua- 
tion should  be  made  on  the  saleable  value. 

•8iR  M.  H1CK8-BEACH  admitted 
that  that  would  be  the  result  where  the 
successor  was  competent  to  dispose  of 
the  property  ;  but  it  would  not  be 
so  in  the  case  of  a  life  interest.     The 
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words  proposed  by  the  learned  Solicitor 
Geueral  would  Dot  carry  tbat  intention 
into  efTect  where  only  a  life  interest 
ttccnied.  lie  felt  quite  certain  that  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  would  admit  that  to 
he  so  on  a  careful  re-perubal  of  the  clause. 
The  intern  ion  was  that  the  value  of  the 
property  should  be  ascertained  in  the 
Hamo  wav  whether  the  succession  was  to 
the  life  interest  only  or  to  the  possession 
of  the  estate,  where  the  possessor  would 
be  competent  to  dispose  of  the  property. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  reminde^l  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  this  case 
tli(?y  were  dealing  only  with  the  question 
where  property  passed  in  fee-simple, 
where  the  successor  was  competent  to 
dispose  of  the  property,  and  there  the 
Government  said  that  the  valuation 
ought  to  be  upon  the  principal  value.  In 
this  clause  they  did  not  touch  life  interest 
coming  under  the  Succession  Duties. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said,  his 
point  was  that  the  annual  value  for  the 
purpose  of  arriving  at  the  life  interest 
should  be  calculated  in  the  same  way, 
and  that  the  same  deductions  should  be 
made  as  were  allowed  in  calculating  the 
principal  value.  Under  the  clause  as 
amended  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
principal  value  of  agricultural  property 
was  not  to  exceed  25  years*  purchase  of 
the  annual  value.  Obviously  where  the 
successor  took  a  life  interest  he  should 
not  have  to  pay  at  a  higher  rate  than  the 
successor  who  was  competent  to  dispose 
of  the  estate. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  again  pointed 
out  that  in  the  case  of  life  interests 
Succession  Duty  was  payable,  and  that  in 
the  case  of  fee-simples  the  principal 
value  was  the  question.  That  must  be 
borne  in  mind  in  measuring  the  value  in 
the  two  cases. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  in  the  discussion  if  there  was 
a  probability  of  agreement,  but  he  would 
sui>mit  that  the  Government  ought  to 
deal  with  life  interest  exactly  as  they 
dealt  with  complete  interests.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  the  case  quite 
accurately  in  one  point  of  view  though 
not  in  another.  Capital  value  was  not 
ascertained  from  annual  value,  but  was 
l>ascd  on  the  selling  value  at  the  time  of 
the  death  of  the  deceased.  That  was 
the  basis  of  calculation  for  purposes  of 
Estate  Duty,  though  not  in  the  case  of 
Succession  Duty  where  the  estate  passed 
to  the  heir.      He  did  not  agree  with  the 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  they 
were  dealing  merely  with  the  life 
interest.  Exactly  the  same  rule  should 
be  applied.  Take  in  illustration  the  case 
of  a  man  coming  into  an  estate  of  £10,000 
a  year  arising  from  high  rents  with  great 
probability  of  a  large  fall  and  the 
possibility  of  foreign  competition  in  pro- 
duce. It  would  be  very  likely  that  he 
Avould  not  have  £10,000  a  year  during 
the  currency  of  his  life  interest,  and  be 
ought  to  be  charged  at  a  smaller  rate. 
The  true  way  to  arrive  at  that  would  be 
in  the  way  suggested,  and  not  as  though 
he  were  owner  of  a  property  of  that  par- 
ticular capital  value.  Tbat  was  clearly 
the  logical  and  ethical  aspect  of  tlie 
matter,  and  whether  it  was  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  or  of  his  right  boo. 
Friend  in  that  way  the  scheme  would  be 
carried  out  on  a  logical  basis.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Solicitor  General  would  see  that  this 
placed  the  question  in  an  altogether  new 
light  from  that  in  which  it  had  been  pre- 
sented by  other  speakers,  and  he  thought 
the  matter  deserypd  the  serious  oonsidera* 
tion  of  the  Government. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  was  more  in- 
clined to  favour  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol  than 
the  view  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  felt  quite 
satisfied  that  the  argument  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  logical  and 
fair,  but  he  was  not  surprised  at  the 
reluctance  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  accept  it  in  dealing  with  this 
matter. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  pointed 
out  that  the  exemption  would  not  go  so 
far  as  was  supposed.  If  the  property 
was  valued  for  a  period  of  years  the 
principal  value  could  be  ascertained.  All 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  advocated  was 
that  the  annual  value  of  life  interests  in 
all  properties  should  be  calculated  by 
the  method  now  adopted  in  calculating 
the  annual  value  of  property  of  a  fluc- 
tuating character. 

Mr.  BYRNE  understoo<l  the  right 
hon.  Gcntleman^s  suggestion  to  be  that 
in  order  to  get  the  true  \alue  of  limited 
interests  they  should  be  calculated  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  way  as  the  value  of  entire 
interests,  by  first  of  all  taking  the  whole 
value  of  the  property  and  then  ascertain- 
ing what  the  value  was  on  that  basis. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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3loiion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^That  the  Clause,  as  ameuded,  stand 
pan  of  the  BUI/' 

•Mk.  H.  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  clause  for  three  reasons.  In 
the  first   place,    the    Government    had 

tbooght  it  right  to  deal  in  the  present 
portion   of  the  Bill  with  one  anomaly 
oqJj    of    the    Succession     Dutj.      He 
tboQ|rht  thej   might  have  gone  a  little 
fvther,  and  those  who  had  listened  to 
the  Debate  for  the  last  half  hour  would 
admit  that  this  part  of  the  Bill  was   a 
sott  incomplete  one  as  it  stood.    He  did 
sot  think    the   Government  themselves 
voahi  maintain  that  this  was  a  satisfac- 
torj  waj  of  disposing  of  the  great  ques- 
iDQs  dealt  with.     His  second  reason  for 
objecting  to  the  clause  was  that  it  in- 
volved another  burden  on  real  property, 
h  was  of  no  use  going  further  into  that 
tfgvment.      The   single  answer  of  the 
Goremmeot  to  complaints  of  that  kind 
viis  **  We  are   establishing  equality  of 
taxation,*^  but  they  persistently  shut  their 
mt  to  all  inequality  of  taxation  except 
t^  within  the  narrow  purview  of  the 
Dtath  Duties.      He  did  not  think  there 
vtmki  be  in  the  country,  at  all  events, 
Meh  difficulty   in   pointing    out    that, 
Wever  equal  Death   Duties  might  be 
•  real   aud    personal    property,    there 
voold  remain   great   anomalies    in    the 
viy   real    and    personal   property    was 
ttted    for    other   purposes.      Although 
sW     Government     had     made     certain 
eoaoesMOos — which  he  readily  admitted 
— ia  the  method  of  valuing  real  property 
■od  exemption  from  Income  Tax,   and 
tWiQgfa  the  Government  agreed  to  con- 
tme  the  present   contribution   to  locil 
taatioo^  he  thought  they  ought  clearly 
to  mderstaiid   that   the  Opposition   did 
Ml  think    those  concessions   sufficient. 
He  mist  support  the  view  of  other  agri- 
nhttral  Hembers,  that  when  they  were 
throwing  much  larger  burdens  for  the  sake 
rf  equality  on  real  property  in  one  direc- 
tioii,  they  might,  on  the  other  hand,  have 
^«M  sMBethiDg  to  alleviate  the  injustice 
nd  inequality  of  local  taxation  as  regarded 
the  same  class  of  property.     Of  course, 
festlemen  who  represented  the  monied 
mher  than  the  landed  interest  were  well 
eootent  with   this  so-called   equality  of 
taxation.     They  were,  no  doubt,  content 
that  law)   should    pay  an   equal    share 
ol   the    Death    Duties,  while    personal 
property  did   not   pay  its  equal   share 
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of   local   taxation.      He  feared    it   was 
useless   to   press  the  argument   further, 
but  he  felt  bound  to  raise  it  before  this 
clause  was  finally  passed.     But  he  had  h 
third  and  distinct  reason  for  objecting  to 
the  clause,  and  it  was  that  it  was  one  of 
the  many  provisions  in  iVte   Bill  which 
tended  to  encourage  the  i«ettlementof  real 
property .    He  knew  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  thought   he  was   giving   no 
fiscal  advantage  to  one  class  of  property  ; 
but  he  ventured  to  say  that  in  the  future 
every  prudent  mau  who  possessed  landed 
property    would     consider    whether    he 
ought  not,  in   justice   to   the  pecuniary 
interests  of  his  family,  to  at  once  make  a 
settlement.     Personally,  he   had  always 
held  strong  views  on  the  question,  but 
he   must  say  his    views  had    been  con- 
siderably modified  by  proposed  changes 
in  the  law,  settled  estate  receiving  advan- 
tages,   and    the    preference    that    now 
existed  in  favour  of  an  absolute  disposal 
being  about  to  be  removed.     This  Bill 
would  be  from   start   to   finish  a  great 
benefit  to  the  family  lawyer.     He  was 
the  person  who,  next  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  would  most  profit  by 
the   Bill,  and  he   (Mr.   Hpbhouse)  was 
sorry   that    that    should    be    the   case*. 
Many  hon.  Members  who  opposed  the 
Bill  believed   much  more    than   he  did^ 
in  the   benefits  of   settlement  ;    but   he    < 
would    appeal    to    hon.    Members    wh'o  . 
supported    the    Bill    not   to   lessen   tlk  • 
inducements    to    people  not    to   tie   »[>> 
landed   property.     The   striking   out  of 
this  clause  would  not  effect  a  substantial 
loss  in  the  present  yearns  Revenue.     It 
stood  apart  from  the  rest  of  the  Bill ; 
therefore,  he  would  ask  the  Committee 
not  to  pass  it  without  considering  before 
it  was  incorporated  in  the   general  lai^ 
whether   it   ought    not    to    be  rejected 
because  it  was  incomplete  and  unjust,  and  ^ 
not  beneficial  in  its  operation. 
•SiB  W.  HAKCOURT  (whose  observa- 
tions were  almost  inaudible  in  the  Gallery) 
was    imderstood  to   say  that    the   hon. 
Member  had  said  that  the  family  lawyers 
were  the  people  who  would  derive  mont 
benefit  under  the  Bill.  If  that  were  so,  he 
was   sorry  to  say  that  family    lawyers 
were  a  most  ungrateful  class,  for  a  class 
who    more    sedulously    worked   against 
the  Bill  he  did  not  know.     The  hon.  and 
learned   Member  seemed    to   have   mis- 
apprehended what  his  own  views  were  in 
regard  to  the  settling  of  property.     He 
had  never  desired  to  promote  in  any  wav. 
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settlemeDts  of  landed  ef^tates.  Indeed, 
be  bad  wished  to  ImpoHe  upon  settled 
property  an  extra  dntj  in  order  to 
countervail  the  advantages  that  that  class 
of  property  at  present  enjoyed.  Taking 
the  case  of  a  freehold  estate  of  the  value 
of  £10,000  with  a  net  rental  of  £400  a 
year,  a  person  entering  into  possession  of 
that  estate  would  at  present,  if  one  year 
old,  pay  duty  upon  £7,669  ;  if  21  years 
old  he  would  pay  dnty  upon  £6,879  ;  if 
40  years  old  upon  £5,950;  if  50  years  old 
upon  £4,971  ;  if  70  years  old  upon 
£2,709,  and  if  90  years  old  upon  £533 
only.  If  the  same  land  were  leasehold 
instead  of  freehold  the  person  to  whom  it 
was  left  would  pay  Probate  Duty  and 
Succession  Duty  also  if  he  was  liable 
to  a  higher  rate  of  Succession  Duty 
than  1  per  cent.  In  face  of  such  an 
anomalous  exemption  in  the  case  of  free- 
hold property,  how  was  it  possible  for  the 
OoT^nment,  in  revising  the  Death 
Duties,  to  leave  this  grossest  of  all  in- 
equalities uncorrected  ?  Unless  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  prepared  to  say 
that  freehold  land,  because  it  was  free- 
hold, should  pay  only  about  half  as  much 
as  if  it  were  l^sehold  property,  there  was 
no  hardship  involved  in  the  proposal  of 
the  Government. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  before  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair 
for  the  usual  interval,  he  had  risen  to  put 
a  question  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  to  the  figures  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  quoted.  He  had  been 
astonished  at  some  of  the  results  brought 
out  by  those  figures  with  regard  to  land, 
and  bad  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  repeat  his  figures.  As, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  present,  he  (Sir  R.  Temple)  must 
make  the  best  case  he  could.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  H.  Hob- 
house)  had  said  with  great  truth  that  this 
clause,  together  with  other  clauses, 
sinned  in  respect  of  the  inequalities  be- 
tween real  and  personal  property.  It  was 
argued  on  behalf  of  the  Bill  that  the 
D^tb  Duties  would  be  equalised  with 
regard  to  real  and  personal  property,  but 
it  seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  in  other 
kinds  of  taxation  there  was  an  utter 
inequality  between  the  two.  He  was 
surprised  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-* 
chequer  had  not  condescended  to  reply  to 
the  very  forcible  and  impref^slve  speech 
of  the  hon.  Memlier  for  Somerselabire  on 
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the  subject.  Did  the  Government,  or 
did  they  not,  admit  that  there  was  a  great 
inequality  between  personalty  and  realty 
in  respect  of  local  taxation  ?  If  they  did 
admit  it,  what  became  of  the  argument 
respecting  the  justice  of  their  present 
proposal  ?  If  the  inequality  in  regard  to 
local  taxation  were  to  be  pennitted  to 
continue,  why  should  not  the  inequality 
with  reference  to  the  Death  Duties  be  per- 
mitted to  continue  also  ?  Why  wa»  the 
inequality  to  be  remedied  as  against  land 
on  the  Death  Duties,  and  the  inequality 
agaiust  land  on  local  taxation  to  be 
allowed  to  remain  ?  Of  course,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  knew  that  it  was 
of  no  good  to  attempt  the  impossible  task  of 
answering  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Somersetshire,  who  was  one  of  the 
best  informed  men  in  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  had  therefore  left  it  alone. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
read  some  very  interesting  quotations  from 
a  publication  by  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton),  and  then 
had  turned  round  triumphantly  towards  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire,  and  said, 
*'  Does  it  come  to  this  :  that  laud  is 
for  the  pnrpose  of  the  Death  Dnties  to  be 
taxed  only  half  as  much  as  personalty, 
because  it  is  land  ?  **  There  were  two 
very  strong  reasons  why  land  should  be 
taxed  at  a  lower  rate  than  personalty. 
The  first  of  these  was  that  it  was  sub- 
jected to  an  unfair  amount  of  local  taxation, 
and  the  second  had  reference  to  the  matter 
of  valuation.  Unless  his  ears  had  deceived 
him,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  read  some  fignres  which  stated  that 
£10,000  worth  of  land  would  yield  an 
income  of  £400  a  year.  Such  a  state- 
ment was  all  moonshine,  and  he  could 
not  understand  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  meant  by  reading  to  the 
Committee  so  absurd  a  calculation.  If 
these  were  the  kind  of  calculations  on 
which  the  taxation  proposals  of  the 
Government  were  framed,  then  Heaven 
help  them  !  The  system  of  valuation  on 
which  land  was  taxed  was  worth  nothing 
at  all.  Value  meant  what  a  thing  was 
worth 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  ton 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  What  it  will  sell  for. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  that  what  it 
would  sell  for  was  based  upon  what  it 
was  worth.  All  the  calculations  on  which 
the  val nation  was  made  were  based  upon 
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a  prwomed  ioeome  which  was  never  re- 
cetfod,  or  rery  little  of  which  went 
tlmMi|;h  the  iiDgers  of  the  owner.  If  a  man 
hMi  £100,000  in  Stocks,  he  got  from 
£2,000  to  £3,000  a  jear  for  it ;  hot  if  a  man 
haa  land  that  was  valued  at  £100,000, 
Iw  received  nothing  like  that  income. 
Verj  few  hon.  Gentlemen  and  right  hon. 
<ff«oclemen  who  sat  on  the  Front  Bench 
oppoMte  were  landlord?,  and  knew  auy- 
ihtDg  about  the  sorrowfi,  care^,  and 
Tirii»itndes  of  thoso  who  owned  land. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  he  believed,  had  carried 
■n  Amendment  under  which,  for  the 
parposes  of  the  Bill,  land  was  to  be 
rdoed  at  it«  market  value.  If  that  were 
4oM,  it  would  leave  little  to  be  desired. 
Hw  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
lUate  for  India  had  said  across  the  Table 
that  the  market  value  was  what  the  land 
voald  sell  for.  If  that  were  the  value 
4  land  the  Exchequer  would  get  very 
little;  but  that,  he  thought,  was  too 
rood  for  the  unfortunate  landowners. 
Rst  be  had  heard  from  his  right  hon. 
Leader  that  this  *'  market  value  "  was  to 
W  the  Income  Tax  assessment.  [Mr. 
H.  H.  FowLSR  :  No,  no.]  He  was  in- 
tormed  that  that  was  what  the  right  hon. 
Gcatieman  had  said,  and  he  had  no 
4o«bt  it  wfts  right.  Laud  would  fetch 
Ufdly  anything.  People  who  owned 
irat  dar^  not  put  them  into  the  market 
for  fear  of  the  ridiculous  and  melancholy 
maltji  which  would  occur.  Land  had 
■0  market  value  at  present  in  this 
cantry,  owing  to  the  utter  depreciation 
«f  that  claM  of  property.  The  opinion 
d  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
vat  to  be  taken.  No  doubt  it  would  be 
Wrd  oo  the  old  traditions  of  what  land 
«^  to  yield  10  or  even  five  years  ago, 
Wt  taofa  a  basis  would  be  altogether  fal- 
hinoQfl  and  anjust.  The  opinion  of  these 
(4h*tal«  would  scourge  landowners  with 
Mirptoos.  As  to  the  Income  Tax 
f  easment,  that  was  something  which 
d^y  were  stipposed  to  get,  but  which 
thev  never  realised.  There  was  a  certain 
•art  of  theoretical  notion  that  a  certain 
farm  was  worth,  say,  £200  a  year,  or  a 
certain  small  estate  £400  a  year.  But 
the  tbeoretieal  value  phased  on  land  would 
■ever  bereoeived  by  the  unfortunate  payer 
el  Death  Duties.  And  that  was  one 
maoQ  why  nowadays  land  was  so  grossly 
«T«rlaxed — beeanse  it  was  so  overvalued. 
Xofir  but  landowners  could  Imve  any  idea 
of  how  moefa  tbo  income  from  land  was 


cut  dowu  nowadays.  Speaking  in  the 
presence  of  the  late  Minister  for  Agricul- 
ture, and  of  men  who  knew  a  great  deal 
more  than  he  did  about  these  matters-— 
although  he  knew  something  about  them, 
and  wished  he  did  not  know  so  much — he 
asserted  that  the  amount  now  realised  by 
land  wa6  very  little.  That  was  urged  us 
an  argument  why  it  should  be  taxed  less 
than  personalty.  While  the  income  from 
personalty  was  certain  and  known,  that 
from  land  was  most  variable  and  un- 
certain. If  they  had  £100,000  in  the 
funds  they  knew  they  were  going  to  get 
£2,500  a  year  for  it.  If  the  capital  was 
in  land  not  only  would  they  not  get 
£2,500,  but  they  did  not  know  whether 
they  would  get  anything  at  all.  In  some 
years  they  might  not  get  enough  to  dis- 
charge the  liabilities  on  the  land.  When 
these  things  happened,  what  was  the  use 
of  talking  about  valuation  and  of  telling 
them  that  land  was  taxed  only  at  half  so 
much  as  it  was  worth  ?  He  would  men- 
tion in  the  fewest  words  how  incomes 
were  reduced.  There  was  a  dreadful  fall 
in  prices  going  on.  There  was  a 
fall  in  1890.  Wheat  had  fallen 
in  price  from  27s.  to  25s.,  and  now 
to  23s.  9d.,  and  every  one  of  them,  he 
ventured  to  say,  would  hear  of  it  when 
they  came  to  the  Michaelmas  audit. 
What  was  the  use  of  talking  about 
incomes  from  land  when  such  depreciation 

as  that  existed  ?  Thev  had  had  constant 
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bad  seasons.  He  would  tell  gentlemen 
who  did  not  own  land  that  every  one  of  those 
bad  seasons  compelled  them  to  make 
abatements.  Look  at  the  constant  notices 
in  the  papers :  *^Lord  8o-and-So  has  given 
15  per  cent,  reduction  to  his  tenants.** 
Smaller  landlords  had  to  do  the  same.  A 
man  might  be  nominally  receiving  £1,000 
a  year,  but  he  would  have  to  remit  £200. 
Then  there  were  the  personal  failures  of 
the  farmers.  He  wished  to  speak  with 
g^eat  respect  of  a  good  class  of  men, 
who  had  borne  up  against  their  mis- 
fortunes with  heroic  fortitude  ;  but  they 
were  on  the  brink  of  ruin.  Now  and 
again  something  went  wrong,  and  a  man 
failed.  He  did  not  leave  the  farm — 
they  did  not  turn  him  out ;  but  he  could 
not  pay  his  rent,  and  down  went  the  land- 
owner's income.  There  was  never  any 
credit  given  for  this  sort  of  thing  on  the 
valuation.  Then,  when  a  farmer  who  had 
managed  to  get  over  all  his  difficulties 
dieil,  the  landowner  was  at  once  in  trotiblo 
with  the  farm.     The  farmer  might  never 
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have  paid  the  full  rent ;  the  new  tenant 
would  take  advantap^e  of  the  opportunity 
of  saying  that  the  land  had  been  left  in 
a  foul  condition  (they  all  said  that  of 
their  predecessors),  and  an  abatement 
would  have  to  be  given.  Then  there 
would  have  to  be  a  repair  of  the  farm- 
house and  of  the  whole  property.  TJiat 
would  go  against  the  current  revenue. 
Every  time  a  farmer  died,  in  fact,  it  meant 
a  heavy  reduction.  Furthermore,  there 
was  constant  up-keep.  Almost  all  the 
farmhouses  in  England  were  old.  No 
man  could  say  when  the  old  houses  might 
want  repair  or  how  long  they  would  last. 
Nothing  was  deducted  on  that  head  from 
the  valuation.  Then  there  were  constant 
drains  on  the  landowner's  purse,  not  in 
his  capacity  of  a  Christian  or  citizen  or 
gentleman,  but  because  he  was  a  land- 
owner. No  credit  was  given  to  them  for 
that,  although  it  was  well-known  to  con- 
stitute a  substantial  reduction  from  one^s 
yearly  income  from  the  land.  For  all 
these  reasons — ^which  were  indisputable 
— he  said  that  the  valuation  of  the  land  for 
all  practical  purposes  was  excessive,  and 
must  necessarily  be  so  ;  and,  therefore, 
nominally  land  ought  not  to  be  taxed  so 
highly  as  personal  property.  Despite 
the  statements  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  believed  that  realty  was 
taxed  as  high  as  personalty,  even  for 
death.  They  were  rapidly  arriving  at 
prairie  value,  and  landowners  would  hold 
their  farms  for  much  the  same  reason  as  they 
held  their  gardens  and  parks.  It  was  a 
pleasure  to  hold  land,  and  to  know  that 
one  was  the  owner  of  all  the  land  within 
sight  of  one's  house ;  but  he  did  not 
know  what  financial  advantage  was  to 
be  derived  from  if.  They  got  no  income 
from  it — or  very  little.  The  income,  he 
could  assure  the  Committee,  was  so 
absurdly  small  that  most  of  them  would 
be  ashamed  to  confess  what  it  was. 
This  was  the  truth,  and  it  ought  to  be 
told  to  the  House  of  Commons  by  those 
who  knew.  This  was  the  answer  which 
he  ventured  to  give  in  the  most  positive 
form  to  the  triumphant  qncries  of  the 
right  hou.  Gcutlen.uii  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  It  was  well  that 
he  should  hour  from  (hem  Homc 
btatcmeat  ol  ihc  meluucholy  truth. 
The  owners  of  real  estate  could  not  pos- 
sibly pay  down,  because  they  would  be 
unable  to  sell  their  property,  aud^  that 
being  the  case,  time  oughV  to  be  given 
them.      That  would    be  an  «ct    of    the 
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commonest  elementary  justice,  and  yet 
this  grasping  Government  ventured  to 
demand  interest  at  3  per  cent,  per 
annum.  That  proposal  would  cause 
deep  indignation  in  the  minds  of  tho^e 
who  had  to  pay  it,  or  their  successors, 
and  would  give  ri^e  to  a  similar  feeling 
throughout  the  country.  That  feeliUK 
would  become  accentuated  as  time  went 
on,  and  the  provision  was  so  extreme  and 
unjust  that  men  would  feel  themselves 
morally  justified  in  adopting  every  mean}* 
that  a  family  lawyer  or  iogenious  agent 
could  devise  for  the  purpose  of  evadin^r 
its  iniquitous  terms. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE,(Rochester) 
said,  that  prima  facie  it  was  a  m(»st  sensible 
an  J  satisfactory  arrangement  that  the  duty 
which  a  man  paid  upon  his  succession 
should  be  to  some  extent  limited  by  the 
prospect  which  he  had  of  enjoying  it  to 
the  end  of  his  life,  and  why  should  they 
depart  from  it  in  respect  to  the  Succes* 
siou  Dutv  under  this  clause  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that  die 
present  condition  of  things  was  aii 
anomaly.  But  he  was  not  afraid  of  the 
word  "anomaly,"  for  they  had  a  greaf 
many  anomalies  in  England.  He  did  not 
understand  this  Continental  love  of  sym^ 
metry  which  the  present  Government 
had  adopted,  and  which  induced  them  to 
pass  provisions  which  were  really  unjust.. 
This  symmetry  appeared  to  be  defendeil 
in  two  directions  :  In  the  first  place,  it 
was  said  that  the  way  the  Succession 
Duty  was  calculated  ought  to  be 
the  same  way  as  the  Estate  Doty* 
In  the  second  place,  it  was  said 
that  realty  and  personalty  ought  to 
be  on  the  same  basis.  He  asserted 
that  the  Government  were  estopped  from 
using  the  first  argument.  Tlie  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  had  pointed  out  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  ii» 
respect  of  those  who  were  going  to  enjoy 
only  a  life  interest  the  Succession  Duty 
was  not  be  calculated  upon  the  same 
basis  as  the  Estate  Duty,  and  the  Chau' 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  accepted  that* 
Therefore,  the  Government  were  not  en- 
titled to  say  that  they  were  placing  the 
Succession  Duty  and  the  Estate  Duty 
on  the  same  Imsis,  l>ecause  in  a  very  ini' 
purtuut  division  of  it — namely,  caiics  of 
life  interest — the  Estate  and  Sucoessiou 
Duty  were  not  upon  the  same  footing* 
There  was  no  reason  why  they  should  be 
on  the  same  basis  in  regard  to  fee-simple 
any  more  than  life  interest.      But    the 
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fjvnieUy  upon  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  chiefly    relied    was    the 
fjmmetrj  and  the  similaritj  which  ought 
Co  ezint  between  the  basis  of  the  calcuia- 
iioo  of  realt  J  and  the  basis  of  the  calcu- 
lation of  personaltj.  It  was  verj  difficult 
fur  them  to  persuade  the  Chancellor  of 
tb«  Exchequer  that  in  asserting  that  posi- 
tJoo  be  was  ignoring  very  obvious  and  ele- 
nsQtarjr  facts  in  the  ownership  of  real 
property.       The    right  hon.  Gentleman 
most  know    that  the  customary  charges 
Qpoo  the  owners  of  real  property  were 
Ut  Urger  and  far  more  important  than 
xhmt  which  the  owners  of  personal  pro- 
ject/ had  to  bear.     Anybody  who  knew 
roODtry     life    as    he    did     knew    per- 
Iflctly    well     that    there    was   a    certain 
AiBoaDt  of    expenses  which    the  lauded 
|ir9f>netor    was  expected  to  incur.     He 
Made  no    complaint    of     that  ;    it    was 
i  ftate    of    things    which   had   existed 
J  threat  many  years.     Landed  proprietors 
ww«  perfectly  prepared  to  undergo  that 
vipeose.     It  was  well  known  that  they 
^Tt  subscriptions  on  a  much  larger  scale 
Uan  the  owners  of  personal  property  did. 
\Cnet  of  "  ^'o,  no  !  "]    He  said  they  did. 
iVj  built   cottages  for  their  labourers, 
•h»ch  did  not  pay,  and  could  not  be  ex- 
pci«d  to  pay.     It  was,  of  course,  from 
<«p  point  of  view  a  great  credit  to  them 
vui  tber,  alK>ve  all  other  classes  of  the 
MBtnuuity,  were  expectetl  to  do  public 
•frrire  for  nothing,  and  at  a  great  cost 
to  ihrmsclves.     It  muHt   be  understood 
W  matle    uo   complaint    whatever  with 
rxanl  to  tho.'H)  charges  and  obligations 
(poo  laudowneni.     But  they  did  furnish 
•«nr  vtroug  reason    that   further   heavy 
fW^ss  should  not  lie  placed  upou  them. 
He*  ba<l  no  he^iitation  in  Haying  tbut  the 
't^h  uf    now    throwing   an    extra   and 
ntrmne    burden  on  the  owners  of  land 
caM  only  have  one  effect  —  that  they 
*oald  become   non-recident  landowners, 
h  wa«  from  thfit  point  of  view  he  wanted 
tM  Chancel  lor  of  the  Exchequer  to  con- 
itiiplate  the  issue  before  him.     Would  it 
'*   for    tho    public     interest    that    the 
aitmbor  of  ab.^eutee   laudluids  should  be 
laersased  ?     If  any  moral  could  be  drawn 
^^WD  recent  politics   it  was  that    efforts 
^bonU    be    inade   to  induce  landed  pro- 
pri«torB    and     rather    wealthy    men     to 
'^•ido  in   the  country  among  the  people. 
An  absent   proprietor  was  generally  re- 
l^nd  as  one  of  the  greatest  evils  that 
eoald  be  inflicted  on  a  country  district  ; 
Md  if  it  rouM  be  shown   that   this  oiior- 
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mous  weight  of  taxation  which  was  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  landed  interest  during 
the  earlier  years  of  ownership  would 
almost  inevitably  result  in  absenteeism, 
then  the  system  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  seeking  to  establish 
would  stand  self-condemned.  They  were 
bound  to  consider  the  question  from  a 
public  point  of  view,  and  they  knew  that 
from  the  point  of  view  of  their  labourers 
and  tenants  it  would  be  a  great  public 
evil  if  the  landlords  should  be  driven 
from  the  land.  lie  believed  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  especially  in  re- 
gard to  land,  would  be  found  to  be  in- 
tolerable, and  that  this  method  of  attack- 
ing the  landed  interest  would  prove  not 
to  be  of  a  permanent  character. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  think,  Sir, 
that  the  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
listened  is  of  a  very  instructive  and  in- 
teresting character.  It  amply  justifies 
the  statement  I  made  earlier  in  the 
evening,  and  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bury  replied,  as 
to  the  view  which  is  really  taken  by  the 
landed  interest  of  their  position  with  re- 
ference to  taxation.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  it  would  be  for  the  public 
beuefit  that  the  great  landlords  should  re- 
side on  their  estates. 

Vis(?ouNT  CRANBORNE  :  Not  only 
great  landlords,  but  all  landowners. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Well,  that  all 
landlords  should  reside  on  their  property. 
The  noble  Lord  has  admitted  that  under 
the  Succession  Duty  they  are  more  favour- 
ably treated  than  under  the  Legacy  Duty. 

ViscotXT  CR  AN  BORNE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken. 
He  did  not  admit  for  a  moment  that  they 
were  l>etter  treated.  What  he  said  was 
that  the  Undowner  would  be  better 
treated  if  the  Amendment  was  carried 
than  be  would  be  if  it  was  rejected. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Well,  the 
object  of  this  proposal  is  to  put  Estate 
Duty  on  the  same  footing  as  Succession 
Duty,  and  the  noble  Lord  says  if  that  is 
done  it  will  create  absentee  landlords. 
Therefore,  he  calls  u)X)u  us  to  abstain 
from  altering  the  law  in  tliis  respect  on 
account  of  the  peculiar  position  of  land- 
lords. Now, I  am  as  unwilling  as  the  noble 
Lord  can  be  that  the  landlords  of  Eng- 
land should  become  abseutees  ;  but  un- 
fortunately I  have  seen  so  many  years 
that  I  have  heard  thisi,  I  will  not  say 
menace,  but  this  anticipation  of  evil,  this 
crv  of  wolf,  so  often  tVut  I  have  ceased 
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to  be  alarmed  at  it.     From  my  youth  I 
have  heard  it  said  that  if  you  expose  the 
laudJords  of  England  to  any  sort  of  treat- 
ment   to    which    they    have    not   been 
accuHtomed  ;  that  if  you  deprive  them  of 
any    of   those    advantages    which    they 
have  enjoyed  for  generations,  they  would 
leave  the  country.     There  was  a  great 
example  of  it  in  a  menace  by  which  the 
politics   of  England    in   old   days   were 
greatly  influenced.  One  of  the  Sovereigns 
of  England  always  said,  when  any  legis- 
lation   was  proposed  of   which    he  dis- 
approved, that  if  it  were  carried  he  would 
go  to  Hanover.     And  now  it  is  said  that 
if  we  make  the  Succession   Duty  equal 
with  the  Legacy  Duty  the  landlords  of 
England  will  become  absentees.     I  must 
say    that    that     is     not     un    argument 
which  convinces  me  ;    I  do  not  believe 
that  the  landlords  of  England   will  be- 
come absentees.    I  do  not  think  that  that 
is  an  argument  worthy  of  those  on  whose 
behalf  it  is  advanced.     I  <lo  not  Wlieve 
that  the  noble  Lord  and   his  family  will 
become  absentees  because  of  this  change 
in  the  law  which  we  propose  to  effect. 
I    believe   that,   even   if    this   proposal 
becomes  law,  the  noble  Lord  and  his  race 
will  remain  in  the  County  of  Hertford  for 
many  generations  to  come,  and,   there- 
fore,   1    may    console    myself    by    the 
reflection  that  I  am  not  responsible  for 
the    expulsion    of    the  landlords    from 
this  country  generally  or  of   the   noble 
Lord    and     his     family     in     particular. 
It  seems  to  me    that    the    noble    Lord 
has  given    utterance   to   ^*  the  fears   of 
the  brave  and  the  follies  of  the  wise."  I 
think  that  those  who  possess  large  estates 
in  this  country  will  not  be  reduced  to  such 
destitution  as  will  induce  them  to  leave 
the  country,  even  if  the  Succession  Duty 
is  increased  beyond  the  point  at  which  it 
is  now  proposed  to  fix  it.     I  think  that' 
it  it  a  pity  that  such  arguments  as  these 
should  be  put  forward.     I  believe  that 
the  apprehensions  of  the  noble  Lord  on 
this  subject  are  not  well  founded,  and   I 
only  regret  that  they  should  have  been 
given  utterance  to  by  a  member  of  that 
great  race  who   have  deserved  well  of 
their  country  for  generations  in  the  past, 
and  who,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  deserve 
well  of  their  country  for  generations  to 
come.     I  hope  that  the  Committee  will 
not  be  deterred  from  doing  what  is  clearly 
an  act  of  justice  to  those  \^ho  have  not 
been  so  well  favoured  by  foi^iue  by  the 
arguments  to  which  we  have  jiik  listened. 
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Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  1  cannot  think  that  the  tone,  some* 
what  of  banter,  with   which    the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    has    approached    thif^ 
question  is  quite  the  spirit  in  which  the 
subject  ought  to    he  dealt  with.     Thi» 
question    is   one    which    the   landlords, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  regard  as  being  of 
extreme  gravity,  not  so  much  for  them- 
selves Hs  for  those  amongst  whom  they 
live,  many  of  whom  in  the  past  had  been 
dependent  upon  them.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  he  shares  in  noway 
whatever    the   apprehensions    expressed 
by  my  noble  Friend,  but  I  differ  on  that 
point    altogether    from   the   right    boo. 
Gentleman.     In  the  course  of  my  career 
I  have  had  some  opportunity  of  making 
myself  acquainte<l   with   the  position  of 
the  landlords  of  this  country  in  the  past 
and  with  their  probable  position  in  the 
future,  and  I   have  come  to  exactly  the 
opposite  conclusion  with  regard  to  that 
position  in  the  future  to  that  at  which 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman  has  arrived* 
I  frankly  confess  that  I  view  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman^s    proposals    with    the 
gravest  possible  apprehension,  and  I  am 
somewhat  surprised  that  after  the  multi- 
tude  of  •enniest    representations   which, 
have  been  made  to  him  from  all  sections 
of   the    House    the   right  hon.  Gentle- 
man    should    continue     to     treat     this- 
question    so    lightly,    as    though    it    is> 
a    matter  of  very    small  importance    to 
those  who  are  mainly  interested    in    it. 
1   must  say  that  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
who  moved  the  Amendment  was  abso- 
lutely justified  in  doing  so  by  one  reason, 
and  one   reason  alone,  and  that  is  that 
through  )ut  the  whole  course  of  the  De- 
bates    the     Government      have     never 
attempted  on  one  single  occasion  to  meet 
the  arguments  or  the  objections  we  have 
urged  to  their  proposals.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  over  and  over  agaiu 
that  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  equalise 
taxation,  but  we  have  shown  over  and 
over  again  that  it  would  do  exactly  the 
reverse.     For  this  reason  I  feel  bound  to 
repeat  my  arguments  upon  this  question, 
in  the  hope  that  at  length  I  may  elicit 
from  the   Government  some   answer   to 
them.     The  Government  are  attempting 
to  deal  precisely  in  the  same  way   with 
two  classes  of  property   which  are  aliso- 
lutely  and  essentially    different  in    their 
nature.     Let  me  come  to  the  last  reply  of 
the   right  hon.    Gentleman.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  savs  he  does  not  believe 
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^hat  the  laodlords  of  this   oouutrj   will 
become  absentoes.     No  more  do  1  believe 
tliml  thej  will,  as  long  as  it  is  possible 
for  liieoi  to  remaiu  there.     But  what  we 
rooteuiJ  is  that  owiug  to  this  uew  legisla- 
ikm  of  the   right  hon.    Geutleiuao    the 
fMMitiooof  huudreds  of  laudlords  through- 
«t  the  coaatry,  which  is  bad  and  critical 
cauogh  at  the  present  motneut,  will   l>e- 
eome  such  that  they  will  absolutely  have 
10  rboioe  in  the  matter.     Now,  may  I  be 
allowed   to  call,   for  a  second  ti.oe,  the 
att«otioo  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — I 
do  Dot  know  whether  he  heard  it,  for  I  do 
■ot  remember  whether  he  was  in  the  House 
u  the  time — to  some  evidence  which  1 
■lUuced,  I  think,  on  the  Second  Reading 
M  thin  Bill,  or  on  a  former  Resolution. 
What  waa  it  ?     1  quoted  from  some  evi- 
ifoce  given  before  the  Agricultural  Com- 
■iMioo,  the  whole  of  which  has  now  been 
kU  upon   the  Table,  and   to  which  the 
rizht  hoQ.  Gentleman    and   every  other 
Mober  has    access.       What    my    hon. 
FrieodM  behind    me   have    been    talking 
tinot  and  trying  to  press  upon  the  Go- 
vrnuneat  has  happened  in  some  counties 
a  England  already.     I   quoted  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Clare  Read  with  regard  to 
tfce  County    of    Norfolk.     He  said  that 
iboQghout  the  whole  of  that  county  at  the 
fveaeut  moment — I   have  not  the  figures 
vah  me,  but   it   was  to   this  effect — so 
P^Mt  was  the  depression,  and  so  severely 
md  it   been  felt  there,  that  there  were 
fTobably   not    more  than   17  owners  of 
ami  who  were  able  to  continue  to  reside 

yio  their  properties.  That  is  the  state 
things  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  ^ing  to  accentuate  so  far  as  he  finds  it 
pBtoible  by  the  Bill  to  do  so.  Let  me 
npeat  this — we  are  not  objecting  to 
j^v  proposals  as  the  main  ground  that 
tie^  will  inflict  an  injui^y  upon  the  land- 
Md*,  Whether  you  believe  so  or  whether 
TOO  do  not,  what  we  have  in  our  minds 
a  this — and  we  speak  from  an  experience 
aaJ  knowledge  of  the  subject  which  I 
Httpect  is  greater  than  that  of  some 
rmtlofloeo  opposite — we  object  to  the 
fvoposab  because  we  know  that  those 
who  will  be  most  injured  by  them  will 
W  the  humbler  classes.  If  you  have  any 
4o«bC  upon  this  point,  will  you  allow  me 
igain  to  call  your  attention  to  the  point 
I  raised  on  a  former  occasion  which  no 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  not  one 
•ingle  gentleman  opposite,  has  ever 
aotjneil,  or  paid  the  slightest  attention 
Vk    I  might  hare  prcajlie<l  to  deaf  ears 


— it  might  just  us  well  never  have  been 
said  ;  but  still  it  remains  absolutely  true, 
and  it  is  this — when  you  deride  the  idea 
of  the  humbler  classes  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts being  affected  by  the  legislation 
which  you  are  proposing  now,  will  you 
remember  what  proportion  of  the 
wages  that  are  earned  by  agricultural 
labourers  throughout  England,  at 
the  present  time,  are  earned  from  those 
whom  you  are  going  to  render,  in  a 
vast  number  of  instances,  incapable 
of  paying  those  wages  in  future. 
The  right  hon.  Genllemau  this  afternoon 
said  that  it  was  a  question  of  a  few  less 
servants,  a  few  less  gardeners,  a  few  less 
horses  being  kept  iu  the  establishments 
of  the  great  landowners  of  the  country. 
Sir,  it  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that  there 
are  a  great  number  of  necessary  out- 
goings on  an  estate,  if  the  owner  of  the 
land  is  to  do  his  duty  by  the  estate,  and 
if  it  is  to  be  maintained  iu  a  condition  in 
which  even  gentlemen  opposite  would 
desire  to  see  an  estate  iu  this  country 
maintained.  If  that  be  so,  how  is  it 
possible  to  reject  the  inference  that  you 
are  going  to  injure  that  class  of  which  I 
speak.  I  have  here  a  quotation  from  a 
Report  which  I  must  refer  to  again,  and 
which  I  desire  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
his  colleagues.  It  is  a  Report  prepared 
for  their  own  Government  and  submitted 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  ouly  two  years 
ago — prepared  by  a  gentleman  eminent  in 
the  Civil  Service,  who  is  now  the  prin- 
cipal official  on  the  Board  of  Agriculture* 
What  is  the  result  of  his  researches  upon 
this  point  ?  He  had  to  inquire  into  the 
amount  of  agricultural  labourers*  wages 
paid  in  the  country,  and  the  general 
result,  iu  a  word,  is  this  :  It  amounts  to 
something  like  £43,000,000  a  year,  and 
of  that  there  is  no  less  au  amount  paid 
than  £9,000,000  a  year  by  owners  of 
land,  apart  altogether  from  the  wages 
which  are  paid  by  the  occupier.  That  is 
the  fund  you  are  going  to  interfere  with. 
There  is  something  to  be  deducted  from 
that  for  gardeners,  gamekeepers,  and 
others  of  that  class,  but  you  cannot  deny 
for  a  moment,  unless  the  Report  which 
has  been  drawn  up  for  years  is  altogether 
erroneous,  that  there  remains  an  enormous 
amount  still  which  is  paid  in  wage^ 
for  necessary  outgoings  upon  an  estate. 
Well,  if  you  are  going  to  mulct  the  land- 
owners  and   line    large   estates   in    the 
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manner  in  which  joa  propose,  and  of 
which  we  are  so  apprehensive,  can  jou 
yourselves  deny  that  you  will  be  placing 
the  owner  of  property  in  such  a  position 
that  it  will  not  be  able  to  meet  the  just 
and  legitimate  demands  made  upon  it  for 
its  maintenance  in  a  proper  condition, 
and,  consequently,  to  retain  the  vast 
amount  of  employment  which  hitherto 
it  has  been  the  means  of  sustaining  ? 
I  am  of  opinion  myself — whether  hon. 
Gentlemen  may  share  it  or  not — that 
what  I  may  describe  as  the  present 
territorial  constitution  of  this  country  is 
to  the  great  advantage  of  the  community 
as  a  whole.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
views  of  others  may  be,  but  when  I  look 
around  in  other  countries,  whether  I  look 
to  the  Continent  or  to  America,  what  do 
I  find  there  ?  I  know  this — and  I  have 
travelled  a  good  deal,  and  have  had 
opportunities  of  studying  the  agricultural 
situation  in  many  countries  besides — and 
I  say  without  reserve  that  I  have  never 
yet  been  in  any  country  in  the  world 
where  the  position  of  the  agricultural 
labourers,  taken  as  a  whole,  is  anything 
like  so  advantageous  or  so  good  for 
themselves  as  it  is  in  England  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  I  argue  from  that  that  there 
must  be  some  advantage,  at  all  events, 
for  them  in  the  present  territorial  consti- 
tution of  this  country.  But  that  is 
exactly  what  you  are  attempting  to 
destroy.  Whether  that  is  your  object  I 
will  not  say  now.  I  really  <Io  not  know 
what  your  object  may  be ;  but,  un- 
doubteilly,  beyond  all  question  that  will 
be  one  of  the  chief  and  principal  effects 
of  your  measure  if  it  has  the  least  of  the 
results  that  you  anticipate.  To  put  it 
on  no  higher  ground  than  that  of  political 
cxpetliency,  I  do  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  even  at  thin  stage  of 
our  proceedings,  would  do  well  to  modify 
some  of  the  proposals  in  his  Bill.  You 
have  heard  again  to-night  from  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me,  the  Member  for 
Evesham,  a  touching  description,  and  one 
no  less  true  than  touching,  of  the  depres- 
sion which  exists  in  great  parts  of  the 
country.  Why,  under  these  circum- 
stances, should  you  seek  to  aggravate 
and  increase  the  evils  ?  I  can  well 
understand  the  very  natural  desire  of 
any  gentleman  in  the  position  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner  being  glad 
to  seize  on  an  opportunity  of  making  and 
<;reating  a  great  reputation  for  himself 
as  a  great    financial    authority    to    be 

Mr,  Chaplin 


handed  down  to  future  generatioos. 
But  even  with  all  that  in  view,  I 
should  have  thought  that,  at  some 
self-sacrifice,  perhaps,  he  might  postpone 
this  great  achievement  until  times  were  a 
little  less  distressing  to  the  agricultural 
interests  of  this  country.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  always  professing 
great  sympathy,  with  his  lips,  for  the 
depression  of  agriculture  and  the  classes 
connected  with  it,  but  I  have  yet  failed 
to  see  any  practical  result  whatever  from 
these  expressions.  On  the  contrary,  what 
we  have  seen,  day  after  day,  is  this  :  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never  loses  an 
opportunity  of  taking  some  measure  or 
other  which  is  destined,  whether  he  desires 
it  or  not,  to  add  to  and  increase  the  exist- 
ing evils.  Of  course,  I  know  well  we  are 
in  a  minority  in  which  we  cannot  hope 
to  defeat  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Government  never 
think  it  necessary  to  reply  to  our  argu- 
ments. For  the  most  part  they  sit  silent, 
almost  as  silent  as  their  supporters  be* 
hind  them.  I  suppose  the  Government 
think  that  anything  is  good  enough  as 
long  as  they  are  able  to  maintain  their 
majority. 

8iK  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  had 
already  made  two  speeches  in  regard  to 
this  proposal. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Yes,  that  is  quite 
true.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may 
make  a  good  deal  more  than  two  speeches, 
but  he  never  answers  our  arguments. 
We  complain  of  the  injustice  of  the  pro- 
posals, and  he  replies,  "  Yes,  I  have 
heard  all  this  before.  The  landlords  have 
only  one  desire,  and  that  is  to  avoid  pay- 
ing their  fair  share  towards  the  defences 
of  the  country."  If  we  tell  him  that  in- 
stead of  equalising  taxation  he  is  doing 
exactly  the  reverse,  he  says,  "  That  is 
only  because  you  want  to  get  off  your 
fair  share  of  taxation,"  and  he  has  never 
once  met  us  fairly  or  attempted  to  answer 
any  one  of  the  arguments  that  we  have 
put  forward .  It  does'  not  show  a  very 
lofty  idea,  I  think,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  for  the  intelligence  of  their 
own  supporters,  but  I  suppose  they  think 
that  as  long  as  they  can  command  their 
majority  withput  replying  to  arguments, 
that  is  the  best  course  they  can  take.  I 
daresay  that  under  the  circumstances  the 
Government  may  be  right,  but  there  re- 
mains the  fact  that  the  Government  are 
taking  a  course  in  this  particular  proposal 
which  we  regard  most  undoubtedly  as  cal- 
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citbteO  to  be  most  injurious  to  the  poorer 
rlasMtf  ami  the  labourers  who  dwell  in 
liie  rural  distncts  of  this  conntrj,  and  it 
u  npou  these  grounds,  and  because  we 
belif>Te  that  will  be  the  inevitable  effect 
oltbc  Bill — because  probably  wo  have 
V  nmnj  opportunities  of  judging  of  its 
HTtfct*  as  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
ibe  House — that  we  are  opposed  to  the 
fTDpoAition  of  the  Government,  and  I 
•Wll  support  this  Amendment  if  my  hou. 
Frifod  goes  to  a  Division. 

Ua,  W.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Htm)w)  ro^e  to  oppose  thin  clause  being 
pa«MHl  as  part  of  the  Bill  upon  the  ground 
that  it  was  cruel  and  oppressive  in  its 
character,  and  as  such  was  unstatesman- 
I:kp.  He  also  opposed  it  because  the 
fTCNinds  upon  which  it  was  introduced 
»iTe  entirely  unsupported  by  evi- 
4Mrf«,  and,  in  fact,  did  not  exist. 
Thi*  first  ground  alleged  in  its  support 
va*  that  it  was  to  make  the  taxation  of 
r>ttl  <*Atate  equal  to  that  of  personal 
fftatr,  and  to  prevent  the  supposed 
laeqiiality.  He  denied  that  there  was 
urnuch  inequality.  Treating  the  ques- 
tod  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Im- 
pTial  Revenue,  apart  from  the  question 
fli  local  rates,  he  declared  that  there  was 
»  *urh  inequality  as  that  which  the 
iWicellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  alleged. 
H«  al<io  opposed  this  clause  on  other 
r'wnds,  Itecause  he  said  that  if  it  were 
<^tnible  to  make  landed  estate  further 
lahlr  to  duty,  this  particubtr  proposal  was 
iMtped  lent  and  oppressive  in  its  character, 
tai  thcrt^fon^  unstatesmanlike.  As  to 
Af  allegation  that  there  was  ine- 
s-ttlily  in  the  incidence  of  taxation,  and 
i^t  this  inef|uality  was  in  favour  of  the 
bail,  he  invited  hon.  (Tcntlemeii  to  go 
^Hijrh  the  Revenue  accounts  to  see 
Wnr  landed  estate  and  personalty  were 
'tarped,  and  if  they  tlid  so,  he  ventured  to 
«;,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  they 
»flnld  find  that  there  was  nothing  in  re- 
•^rct  of  which  personalty  was  charged 
tith  the  exception  of  the  Income  and 
fViperty  Tax  and  the  Donth  Duties, 
^illi  reference  to  the  Income  and  Pro- 
pniT  Tax,  the  duties  were  equal  both  as 
ntvded  real  and  personal  property. 
More  concluding  that  there  was  any 
iwqoality  in  taxation  adverse  to  a  proper 
rharjte  on  realty,  they  must  consider  the 
niative  valuea  of  real  and  personal  es- 
tate. What  were  the  duties  upon  per- 
•ooal  r«uto  ?  The  Death  Duties,  with 
tl»^  ^x«»ption  of  the  Income  and  Pro- 


perty Tax,  were  the  only  duties  to  which 
personalty  was  charged.  He  accepted 
the  figures  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  reference  to  the  Death 
Duties.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
said  that  from  personal  estate  they  had 
£8,910,000  raised  by  the  Death  Duties, 
and  from  realty  they  had  only  £1,150,000, 
so  that  substantially  there  was  nearly 
£9,000,000  from  personalty  and  only 
£1,150,000  from  real  estate,  making  a 
difference  as  against  real  estate  of  some- 
thing like  £7,750,000.  They  did  not 
understand  the  comparative  value  of 
real  and  personal  estate.  They  could 
not  appear  on  an  inequality.  It  was 
absurd  to  suppose  that  real  estate  was  to 
pay  a  sum  equal  to  what  was  paid  by  per- 
sonal estate  unless  it  was  equal  to  the  per- 
sonal estate.  All  taxation  should  be  pro- 
portionate to  the  value.  If  they  had  per- 
sonal estate  of  the  value  of  £100,000,000 
and  real  estite  of  the  value  of  only 
£50,000,000,  it  was  absurd  to  pretend 
that  they  should  have  as  much  from 
the  realty  as  from  the  personally.  They 
must,  as  he  had  said,  before  they  con- 
cluded that  there  was  any  inequality  in 
taxation,  consider  the  relative  values  of 
real  and  personal  estate.  They  had  some 
guide  as  to  that  in  the  Returns  relating 
to  the  Income  and  Property  Tax.  The 
Income  Tax  Returns  showed  that  the 
amount  assessetl  to  Income  and  Property 
Tax  was  £710,000,000,  and  the  pro- 
portion from  real  estate  was  £201 ,000,000, 
leaving  a  difference  of  about  £500,000,000. 
These  figures  showed  that,  in  order  to 
prevent  any  inequality,  personal  estate 
ought  to  contribute  two  and  a-half  times 
as  much  as  realty.  He  might  say,  further, 
inregard  to  this  matterthat  theCMiancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  himself  had  given  them 
the  figure  which,  in  his  view,  would  be 
requisite  to  redress  that  grievance,  and  put 
the  matter  on  a  proper  balance,  because 
he  told  them  that  the  real  deficiency 
shown  by  the  Death  Duties  l)etween  real 
and  personal  estate  was  £1,320,000,  and 
he  proceede<l  to  show  that  that  was  re- 
duced by  some  allowances  made  in 
respect  of  assessments  of  realty  to  the 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  which  ulti- 
mately brought  the  taxation  of  land  to 
£700,000,  and  of  agricultural  land  to  only 
£350,000,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  saying  that  that  was  the 
amount  which  the  landed  interest  of  the 
country  was  required  to  contribute  in 
onler  to  pnv  its   quota  towanls  the  de- 
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fences  of  the  country.  He  proposed  to 
show  that  the  Chaocellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  altogether  left  out  of  con- 
sideratiou  very  important  itemn  indeed 
to  which  the  lauded  interest  were  sub- 
jected, and  which  must  be  considered 
when  they  came  to  the  question  of  re- 
dressing grievances  and  turning  the 
balance.  He  was  now  dealing  with 
Imperial  Revenue,  throwing  aside  for  the 
moment  the  question  of  local  taxation. 
Of  course,  if  it  turned  out  that  the 
balance  was  in  favour  of  real  estate  there 
was  then  no  ground  for  the  increase  con- 
templated in  these  duties,  and  for  the 
attempt  to  put  further  burden  upon  real 
property.  The  first  point  to  which  he 
desired  to  call  attention  was  the  item 
under  the  heading  of  '*  stamps.''  There 
was  a  sum  of  over  £13,000,000  raised  by 
stamps,  including  £2,870,300  for  deeds. 
He  asserted,  and  he  defied  contradiction, 
that  the  groat  burden  of  taxation  in 
regard  to  stamps  fell  on  land.  If  they 
wanted  a  conveyance  of  land  they  must 
pay  10?.  per  cent,  ad  valorem  duty.  If 
they  wanted  a  mortgage  on  land,  a  lease« 
or  a  mere  agreement  in  respect  of  land, 
they  had  to  pay  duty  upon  every  single 
one  of  these  transactions,  and  they  could 
not  get  out  of  it  in  any  way  whatever. 
But  when  they  were  dealing  with 
personal  estate  it  was  a  totally  different 
question.  If  it  was  a  matter  of  Consols, 
there  was  a  general  exemption  in  the 
Stamp  Duty  Act  of  all  transfers,  and  no 
matter  how  large  the  amount  so  trans- 
ferred, not  a  farthing  was  paid  in  respect 
of  the  transaction.  Every  transfer  was 
exempt  from  taxation,  why,  he  knew  not, 
except  it  be  to  make  a  difference  as  against 
the  landed  interest  and  in  favour  of  per- 
sonal estate.  Take  ships,  which  were 
another  great  subject  of  property  in  this 
country.  If  they  transferred  a  ship,  sold,  or 
mortgaged  a  ship  under  the  general  exemp- 
tion in  the  Stamp  Act  of  1891,  all  these 
transactions  might  be  and  were  concluded 
without  any  taxation  whatever.     Again, 

foods  were  also  exempt  from  Stamp 
)uty,  and  millions  might  pass  by  invoice, 
or  they  might  transfer  millions  from  the 
bank  from  one  person  to  another  by  a 
cheque  on  which  there  was  merely  a  Id. 
stamp.  So  far,  therefore,  from  any 
favour  being  shown  to  real  estate,  it  was 
exactly  the  contrary.  Take,  again,  the 
figure  in  the  Return  in  res|>ect  toXdeeds, 
£2,872,000.  He  would  make  frodl  that 
the  liberal  allowance  in  respect  of  \per- 

Afr.  fV.  Ambrose  \ 


sonalty  of  £872,000.  That  would  leave 
a  sum  of  £2,000,000  of  duties  raised  from 
real  estate  of  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  never  said  a  word,  and  of 
which  no  account  whatever  had  been 
taken.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  put  the  Estate  Duty  at  present  raised 
from  real  estate  at  £1,150,000.  Then 
they  had  the  further  duty  of  the  Land 
Tax,  amounting  to  £1,035,000.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  that  item  was  going 
to  be  ignored  ?  Could  anybody  doubt 
that  that  was  a  tax  and  a  burden  upon 
the  land,  which  tax  went  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue.  Then  there  wa^  the  House 
Duty,  amounting  to  £1,425,000.  Wa» 
that'  upon  land  or  not  ?  ^'  Oh,''  said  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, ''  that  waft 
paid  by  the  occupier  of  the  house  !  "  Yei^, 
but  could  anyone  doubt  that  the  occupier 
did  not  take  that  into  account  when  he 
undertook  to  pay  the  rent  ?  The  burdens 
imposed  on  the  land  for  the  Imperial 
Revenue  amounted  altogether  to 
£5,610,000,as  compared  with  £8,910,000 
for  personalty,  and  therefore  the  story, 
which  they  heard  so  often  that  they  were 
sick  of  hearing  it,  of  laud  not  bearing  its 
fair  share  of  taxation,  as  compared  with 
personalty,  w^s  not  true.  The  boot,  in 
fact,  was  on  the  other  leg,  and  even  on 
the  question  of  Imperial  Revenue  real 
estate  paid  in  excess  of  that  paid  in 
respect  of  personalty.  But  he  objected 
entirely  to  the  principle  that  they  weie 
to  deal  with  the  question  as  one  of  Im- 
perial Revenue  only.  Why  should  the 
contributions  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
alone  l)e  considered  ?  The  local  rates, 
which  were  borne  exclusively  by  real 
property,  were  it  was  true  imposed  by 
Local  Authorities,  but  they  were  practi- 
cally Imperial  taxation,  l>ecause  the  local 
taxing  authorities  derived  their  powers  of 
taxation  from  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
They  were  the  mere  delegates  of  this 
Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
local  taxation, and  iitrhen  they  levied  taxe^ 
they  did  so  by  the  authority  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  and  they  could  not  do 
so  except  in  so  far  as  they  were  authorised 
by  this  Parliament.  The  taxes,  there- 
fore, imposed  by  Local  Authorities  were 
taxes  equally  imposed  by  this  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  it  was  idle  to  contend 
that  they  could  be  thrown  out  of  question 
altogether.  He  heard  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney),  in  a  recent 
Del»ate,say  there  was  a  goo4l  reason  why 
personalty    could    not    be     taxed,    and 
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Uuu  wa«   because  tbey   could    not  fiod 
the  iodividuAL      That   was  exactly   tbe 
cMe,       Penmualtj    escaped     tbe    local 
hordfiift  liecause  it  was  not  always  tbere. 
Il  ws*  bere  to-dajr  and  gone  to-morrow, 
•fid  tbej  c*ould  not  lay  bold  of  it.    Tbey 
imrelT  got  bold  of  personal  property,  a 
rwt  auHiuot  of  whicb  escaped  deatb  and 
il)   otber   duties,  because  tbere   was  an 
opportunity  of  evading  sucb  duties.    Tbe 
Secretary  for  India,  in  a  recent  speecb, 
p«t  tbe 'local  Uxation  at   £28,000,000, 
•ad  wben  dealing  witb   tbe  qne^ttion  tbe 
rifht  bou.  Gentleman  went  on   to  sbow 
liiat  tbere  bad  been  no  increase  in  tbe 
taxation  on   laud  iu  recent  years.     But 
tbe  matenality  of  tliat  point  seemed  to 
kirn  (Hr.  Ambrose)  altogetber  beside  tbe 
^Qwtion.     Tbe  )ioint    was  not  wbetlier 
tlvre  bad   lieeu  an  increase  of  taxation 
ipoo  land,  hut  wbetber  laud  paid  its  fair 
•bare  of  uxation.     Tbe  rigbt  lion.  Gen- 
tAeouui  said   tbe  tax  was  as  old  as  tbe 
titte  of    Elizabetb,   and    was,   on    tbat 
•ccoooL,   one   of   tbe    burdens   on    land. 
Laad   bad    borne  burdens  for  ages  past, 
•fcile     personal     projierty     had       lieen 
oempted.   How,  then,  could  this  taxation 
le  Raid     to    be    equal   simply    because 
iial  estate  had  old  burdens  to  bear  ?     He 
Mretd  to  he  saveil  from  sn<!h  arguments 
M  tbose  by  whicb  tbe  Government  were 
trriaif  to  support  their  case.  It  might,  on 
Ac  contrary,  be  urged  tbat  tbose  who  had 
Wrne  tbe  burden  and    beat  of  tbe  day 
nre  now  entitled  to  some  relief,  iusteml 
«(  having  their  liabilities  increased.  Even 
if  the  taxes   upon    land  were  to  be  in- 
matied,  this  was  a  cruel  and  oppressive 
■odf  of  levying  them.      It  might  bo  all 
nrr  well    in  tbe  case  of  great   landed 
|n)pri«tors,  for  to  them  this  would  l)e  a 
■atter  of  small  importance.     Of  them 
la  knowledge  was  little  ;  but  be  knew 
■oartbing    of   lesser   people,    tnnlesmen 
•aJ  others   who,  by  saving  during  long 
jmn^  had   become  possessed  of  a  house 
ni  perhapa  adjoining  land.      Tbat  pro- 
^j  would    probably    be    left   to   the 
wiJow   and   afterwards   to  the  children. 
Bif  point   was  tbat  if  increased   taxes 
were  to  be  levied   on  land,  this  was  a 
coei  and  oppressive  mode  of  doing  it, 
particularly   in    tbe   case   of  small   pro- 
prietors— people  who  bad  saved  a    little 
•oocT— say,    £10,000,    and    who    had 
ItoQICbt  »«y,  a  bouse  and  a  farm,  or  take  a 
prufeMioual  man  of  tbat  cUss.     He  died 
aad  bift  £10,OJO  to  the  widow.      It  was 
a'l  »bc  bad.      She  woi'd   have   to  pay 


£404  Deatb  Duties,  £100  more  on  tbe 
estate,  and  altogetber  she  would  have  to 
pay  about  £600  on  tbe  £10,000.  He 
asked  tbe  Committee  was  tbat  taxation  ? 
No,  it  was  a  Hue  sucb  as  would  have 
been  put  upou  an  individual  iu  former 
times  for  some  serious  offence.  It  wont 
iu  no  small  degree  towards  tbe  im- 
poveridbment  of  tbe  family.  Taxation 
should  be  made  as  convenient  as  possible, 
and,  above  all  things,  tbere  should  be  no 
element  of  uncertainty  about  it.  But 
tbe  value  of  laud,  which  was  now  to  be 
the  basis  of  tbe  tax,  must  l>e  a  mere 
matter  of  opinion  until  tbe  laud  was  sold. 
Tbe  Ministerial  proposal,  therefore,  came 
to  this  :  tbat  an  owner  of  land  was  to  be 
taxed  on  a  value  whicb  could  only  l)e 
ascertained  uccurately  by  sale.  That 
plan,  in  bis  opinion,  was  not  statesman- 
like, and  tbe  inequalities  tbey  were 
creating  would  speedily  have  to  be 
redressed.  Taxation  should  alwii\>i  be 
levied  upon  a  fixed  basis  which  could  be 
ascertained  witb  some  certaiuty,  and 
should  not  be  imposed  in  a  way  which 
made  it  a  matter  of  mere  speculation. 

Question  put. 

Tbe  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  129  ; 
Noes  94. — (Division  List,  No.  123.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16. 

Mk.  hey  WOOD  JOHNSTONE 
moved  an  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  '*one  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  tbe 
net  value,'*  and  to  insert  instead  *'  one 
half  ol  the  proceeds  of  tbe  Estate  Duty 
on."'  He  pointed  out  that  under  tbe 
Local  Government  Act  of  1888,  and 
also  by  tbe  provisions  in  otber  Acts  of 
Parliament,  half  tbe  Probate  Duty  bad 
since  tbat  year  \teeu  applied  towards 
defraying  local  expenses  which  otherwise 
would  have  bad  to  be  met  out  of  tbe 
rates.  By  this  Bill  the  Probate  Duty 
as  a  separate  fund  would  cease  to  exist, 
and  tbe  question  therefore  must  be  con- 
sidered what  proportion  of  the  new  Estate 
Duty  should  be  set  aside  by  tbe  Govern- 
ment for  tbat  purpose  ?  He  contended 
tbat  tbe  Local  Authorities  of  tbe  country 
should  share  the  advantage  whicb  tbe 
Exchequer  might  reap  in  respect  of  tbe 
Probate  Duty,  which  was  not  at  all 
stationary,  but  was  rising  and  improving, 
and  half  of  which,  as  the  late  Chancellor 
of  tbe  Exchequer  bad  formerly  said,  was 
to  b2  permanently  given  up  for  purposes 
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of     local     taxation.       Id     making    his 
Financial   Statement    on    the    22nd   of 
March,  1886  {Hajisard,  Vol.  324),  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    spoke    of    the 
enormous  increase  in  the  rates,  and  said 
that  this  subsidy  in  relief  of  local  taxa- 
tion would  be  of  great  advantage  to  the 
poorer  class  of  ratepayers  throughout  the 
Kingdom,  aud  that  no  other  relief  that 
/;ould  he  proposed  would  be  equal  to  it. 
The  intention  of  Parliament,  clearly,  in 
thus    transferring    this    portion    of   the 
Probate  Duty  in  relief  of  local   taxation 
wan,  that  it   should  be  permanent,  aud 
that    the    Local    Authorities    therefore 
should     have    the    advantage    of     any 
prosperity   which    might    accrue.       Ho 
would    go    further,    and    say    that    not 
only  did    Parliament    intend    to    make 
the      gr.uit     an     iucreasiug     one,    but 
that    it    intended     to     relieve     burdens 
which  hal  fallen  exclusively  on  the  real 
property  of  the    country.       It  was  ad- 
mitted that  real  property  bore  the  greater 
|>art  of  the  burden  of  local  taxation,  and 
to  bring  the  matter  prominently  before 
the  miud.H  of  the  Committee  he  would 
refer  to  a  few  salient  figures,  taking  first 
the    proportions    in    principal    values  of 
real  and  personal   property   in  the  King- 
dom.   Of  course,  the  figures  couhl  only  be 
approximate,  for  auy   attempt  to  gauge 
the  value  of  real  property  at  the   present 
time  must  l>e  an  absolute  guess  ;  but  he 
would  take  them  from  the  best  authority 
— ^that  relied  on  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  himself  in  making  his  Finan- 
cial Statement  this  year.      The  amount 
realised  from  personalty   was  stated  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  be 
about   £11,000,000,    against  £2,500,000 
realised  from  real  property,  or  in  the  pro- 
portion of   22   to   5,  showing    that    the 
estimated  value  of  realtv  was   less  than 
one-fifth  of  the  capitalised  wealth  of  the 
Kingdom.     Yet  upon  the  realty  fell  more 
than  four-fifths  of  the  burdens  of  local 
taxation  ;  the  figures  being,  £28,500,000 
out  of  £3(>,O00,OOO.     Did   not  that  con- 
f^titute  a  very   Htron^  claim    to   relief  on 
the  part  of  the  owners  of   real  pro[>crty  ? 
If  there  was  to  be  equality  in  Imperial 
taxation,  should  not  that  equality  l)e  also 
extended  to    the    local  taxation   of   the 
country  ?       Certainly    nothing   had   oc- 
curred in  the  course  of  this  Debate,  and 
there  was  nothing  within  the  four  corners 
of  the  Government  Bill  whilili   could  in 
the  least  impair  that  claim  otS  render  it 

Mr,  TTcywood  Johastnnr     '  ^ 


one  iota  smaller.  The  Committee  shotild 
also  bear  in  mind  that  this  money  was 
to  be  handed  over  to  popularly-elected 
bodies  in  relief  of  those  who  felt  the 
burden  of  local  taxation  most  severely. 
The  feeling  of  occupiers  of  land,  and 
popular  opinion  generally  on  the  sabject 
among  agriculturists,  could  be  gathered  at 
any  farmers'  ordinary  throughout  the 
country.  A  resolution  had  been  passed 
on  the  subject  in  Colchester  that  the 
whole  system  of  taxation  rendered  cnl- 
tivation  hopeless,  and  that  personal  pro- 
perty in  the  shape  of  investments  should 
bear  its  share.  These  proposals  were 
not  made  simply  because  the  landowners 
were  in  distressed  circumstances,  bnt 
were  founded  upon  justice  and  fair-play. 
The  only  way  in  which  personal  property 
could  be  made  to  share  eflTectively  in 
burdens — from  the  proceeds  of  which  per- 
sonalty benefited  equally  with  realty — 
wag  by  meatis  of  the  Probate  Duty 
grant.  He,  therefore,  askeil  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  depart  from  the  principle 
laid  down  in  the  Local  Government  Act 
of  1888. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
17,  to  leave  out  the  words  "one  and  a 
half  per  cent,  on  the  net  value  of,"  and 
insert  the  words  *'  one  half  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  Estate  Duty  on." — {Mr.  Hey* 
wood  Johnstone,) 

Question  propofed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Siu  VV.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  sure  the 

hon.  Member  can  only  have  put  down  this 

Amendment  from  a  misconception  of  the 

facts  of  the  case.    He  has  said  truly  that, 

under  the  Act  of  1888,  half  the  Probate 

Duty    is   assigned  for  the  assistance  of 

local   taxation.      But    that    amount    is 

preserved  exactly  as  it  was  under  this 

clause  ;  that  is  to  say,  half  the  probate 

grant  with  the  increments  that  may 
accrue  on  the  growth — as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  sec  if  he  reads  the  clause. 
Founding  himself  upon  that,  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  take  half  of  this 
new  Estate  Duty.  That  is  a  totally 
different  thing.  He  seems  to  imagine 
that  the  new  Estate  Dutv  is  identical 
and  co-extensive  with  the  Probate  Duty 
under  the  Act  of  1888.  It  is  nothing  of 
the  kind.  It  embraces  a  large  number  of 
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nibjecto  which  have  no  rolation   what- 
erer  to  the  Prohate  Duty. 

Mr,  HEY  WOOD  JOHNSTONE:  1 
would  call  the  atteDtiou  of  the  Chaocellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  the  words  of  his 
own  clau^,  which  I  can  assure  him  I 
have  carefully  read  and  considered — 

••On  the  net  value  of  such  of  the  propertv 
dttnccable  with  Estate  Duty  as  would,  if  this 
Act  bad  not  been  pansed*  have  been  chargeable 
with  the  daiT  itnpoeed  by  Section  27  of  the 
(^HKms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  18^1,  or  In- 
knd  KevenueailidavitA.** 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:     What    the 
hoo.   Member   by   his  Amendment  pro- 
poses itf  to  take  one-half  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  Estate  Duty.      [^Cries  of  "No, 
00 1  "J  It  is  not  one-half  of  the  Probate 
Doty  of  1888.    We  preserve  the  Probate 
Doty  of  1 888  exactly  as  it   was.      But 
ba«  the  hon.  Member  observed  what  was 
dooe  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
ifi  1889  }     When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
■an  imposed  ihe  Estate  Duty   of   1889, 
what  share  of  that  daty  did  he  give  to 
tfaa  Local   Bodies  ?      Why,  none  at  all. 
There  was  a  clause  put  into  the  Act  of 
IH89  specially  preventing  Local  Autliori- 
tici  from  having  any  share  whatever  in 
that  Estate  Duty.  It  would  be  absolutely 
iapossible  to  concede  what  is  asked  for 
b?  the  hon.  Gentleman.      I   have  had  a 
ttlcslatioD  made  by  the  Inland  Revenue 
iQthoritiee,    and   I    find    that   the   hon. 
Mopber's   proposal    would    involve    an 
idditiooal  grant  out  of  the  fund  which  is 
betog  raised   of   more  than   £1,000,000 
itcrhog  to  Local  Authorities.     [^Opposi- 
6mk  €k9ersS\      To  Gentlemen  opposite 
£1,000,000  is  nothing  to  ask  for.     They 
would  like  to  ask  for  several  millions. 
B«t  conaideriog  that  we  are  raising  this 
«>Dey  to  meet  the  •xigencies  of  great 
poblic  objects,  I  never  heard,  with  the 
cxceptioa  of  Oliver  asking  for  more,  of 
■nythiDg   more  unreasonable   than   this 
deoiaod.     The  idea  of  making  this  taxa- 
tioQ  a  pretext  for  an  additional  demand 
as  a  substitute  for  local  taxation  is  a  most 
otircaM>uable  dematid  made  even   in  the 
coone  of  these  Debates. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  There  are  onlv  two 
points  with  which  I  wish  to  deal  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer   spoke  of  the  Estate 


Duty  of  1889,  and  said  it  was  universally 

conceded  that  no  portion  of  that  Estate 

Duty     should     go    in    relief    of    local 

taxation.     The   right    hon.    Gentleman 

has  never  yet  thoroughly  understood  the 

Estate    Dutv  of    1889.     Hon.  Members 

opposite  have  always  argued  as  if  the 

Estate  Duty  of  that  year  was  a  permanent 

duty  ;  but  thai  is  not  the  case.     It  was  a 

duty  imposed  for  seven  years,  specially 

intended  to  meet  the  Naval  Defence,  and 

therefore  it  was  not  a  permanent  addition 
to  the  Death  Duties.     It  was  a  special 
fund  which  now  is  being  diverted  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  never 
recognised  either  before,  when  he  was  in 
Opposition,  or  now  that  the  Estate  Duty 
was    specially   imposed  for  a  particular 
purpose.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  to   say   that   those   Death  Duties 
which  he  imposes  should  also  be  limited 
during  a  certain  number  of  years,  and 
that  they  should  be  specially  consideied 
as  applicable  to  the  important  additions 
to  the   Navy  which   are   contemplated, 
then  there  would  he  force  in  his  argU' 
ment  both  as  regards  preceilent  and  the 
reasonableness  of  the  proposition  that  the 
whole   should  be  kept  to  the  Imperial 
Government.      But  this  appears  to  be  a 
permanent  addition,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contemplates  not  only  to  the 
use  of  the  Navy,  but  in  order  to  increase 
the  resources  of  the  country.  No  argument 
can,  therefore,  be  derived  from  the  Estate 
Duty  of  1889.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  it  would  be  monstrous  that 
Local   Authorities    should    get   another 
£1,000,000   from   the   funds    which  are 
wanted  for  purposes  which  are  not  yet 
declared    to   the   House.       These   high 
Death  Duties  are  not  merely  intended  to 
meet  the   demands  of  this  year  or  the 
next  year,  but  they  are  intended  simply 
to  augment  the  resources  of  the  country 
and  to  enable  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
or  a  future  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
if  necessary,  to  take  off  taxation   else- 
where.    I  doubt  whether  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  ever  before  asked  the 
House   of    Commons    to    impose    high 
duties,  not  for  the  service  of  two  or  three 
particular    years,    but    to    augment    the 
resources  of  the  country  for  unknown  pur- 
poses and  for  unknown  schemo^-^  in  future 
years.     A  fact  like  this,  therefore,  seems* 
to  me  to  place  the  present  demand  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  a  totally 
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different  footing  from  previous  instanced. 
Towns  are  as  deeply  interested  in  this 
matter  as  lauded  property  ;  and  it  is  not 
unreasonable  that  they  should  say  if  these 
additional  duties  are  being  imposed,  and 
when  they  see  local  taxation  rising  year 
after  year,  "  We  should  also  receive,  as 
on  the  principle  of  1889,  a  further  por- 
tion of  the  Death  Duties/*  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not  proved 
that  he  wants  the  money  ;  and  if  the 
duties  are  intended  to  increase  the  general 
resources  of  the  country,  it  is  highly 
natural  that  a  class  of  ratepayers  who 
are  extremely  pressed  should  say  that 
out  of  this  increase  of  funds  they  would 
like  to  see  a  further  contribution  made. 
There  is  another  argument  which  I  should 
like  to  mention.  One  of  the  great  finan- 
ciers of  the  Party  opposite,  who  has 
guided  them  very  much  in  their  finance, 
is  Lord  Farrer,  and  he  has  with  great 
ability  not  only  attacked  the  finance  of 
the  late  Government,  but  has  put  forward 
plans  of  his  own.  What  were  they  ? 
Xhey  were  that  the  Death  Duties  should 
be  localised,  that  further  Death  Duties 
should  be  imposed  for  local  purposes. 
We  are  carrying  out  indirectly  the  policy 
of  Lord  Farrer.  But  what  has  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  done  ?  He 
has  cut  off  from  Lord  Farrer  the  pos- 
sibility of  utilising  the  Death  Duties  for 
local  taxation  to  any  degree  whatever. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  will  admit 
that  he  has  about  reached  the  maximum 
in  the  case  of  the  Death  Duties.  If 
they  were  able  to  l>ear  more,  no  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
increased  the  burden.  Therefore,  one  of 
the  resources  to  which  Radical  reformers 
of  local  taxation  looked  is  being  with- 
drawn from  the  possibilities  of  the  future 
by  the  present  Budget,  It  was  conceded 
as  part  of  the  scheme  of  LorJ  Farrer, 
that  the  expenses  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rities will  assuredly  rise  in  the  same  pro- 
portion as  the  national  expenditure, 
and  is  it  wise  to  withdraw  from  them 
the  possibility  of  allowing  them 
some  share  of  the  future  incre- 
ment in  connection  with  this  taxation  ? 
It  is  on  the  same  property  that  my  hon. 
Friend  wishes  to  take  advantage  of  the 
higher  scale.  I  have  been  anxious  to 
»how  that  there  is  nothing  unreasonable 
in  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  as 
would  have  appeared  from  the  speech  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequ 
«an  never  forget  that  Imperial  an 

Mr.  GoMchen 


taxation  must  be  taken  together.       It  is 
unstatesmanlike  to  look  forward   to.  ex^ 
hansting  tiie  resources  of  local  taxation 
without  showing  by  what   means  those 
resources  can  be  increased.      I  will  put 
this  to  hon.  Members  opposite :  Do  you 
or  do  you  not  expect  the  expenditure  on 
local  taxation  to  increase  in  the  future  ? 
Do   you   consider   the    limit    has    been 
reached,  and,  if  not,  do  you  expect  further 
burdens  to  be  put  on  houses  as  well  as  on 
land   in  the  future  ?      Suppose  the  ex- 
penditure should  increase  in  a  few  years 
by  another  £1,000,000.     That  is  not  a 
fantastic  speculation  at  all.     The  more 
the  conscience  of  the  countrv  is  roused 
with  regard  to   the  Poor  Law  and  the 
treatment  of  the  poor  the  more  is  the  ex- 
penditure  on    local    taxation    likely    to 
increase.      All  that  my  hon.  Friend  asks 
for  is  some  share  in  these  available  re- 
sources  you   are   now   imposing  for  the 
first  time.     I  know  that,  more   or  less, 
there  are  many   influences  at  work  that 
will  greatly  increase  local  taxation.    The 
other  day  I  heard  it  was  stated   that  in 
the  last  nine  years  the  cost  for  Poor  Law 
officers  in  the  Metropolis  alone  has  risen 
from  £90,600  to  £250,000.      The  ques- 
tion of  trained  nurses  for  Poor  Law  in- 
firmaries has  l)een  before  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  quite  lately,  and  it  has 
been  suggested  that   there   should  be  a 
new  scale  of  so  many  trained  nurses  to  so 
many    Boards   of   Guardians.     I  do  not 
deny  that  such  a  policy  may  be  neces- 
sary, but  is  it  quite  reasonable  that  the 
whole  of  future  burdens  of  that  sort,  the 
whole   of  that  tribute  of   philanthropy, 
shoukl  continue  to  be  borne  by  the  rate- 
payers in  town  and  country  ?  '  I  do  not 
know  whether   hon.    Members   opposite 
have  any  new  sources  of  revenue  in  their 
minds  by  wiiich  to  meet  this  increasing 
expenditure.      If  they  have  not,  and  if 
they    see   that   the  sources   of   revenue 
pointed   out  by  their  best   advisers   are 
being  monopolised  for  Imperial  purposes, 
do  they  think  it  is  unreasonable  that  the 
ratepayers  should  endeavour  to   seoure 
some   small   fraction   with   the  view  of 
meeting  future  burdens  which  may  be- 
come   too   heavy  to    be    borne   by  the 
shoulders  which  at  present  bear  them  ? 
Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  they 
were  assured   that    the    object    of    the 
clause  was  to  stereotype  the  arrangement 
of  1888  and  not  to  alter  it.     If  that  was 
the  object  in  view  the  words  of  the  clause 
woefully  failed  of  their  object.     The  re- 
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m\x  of  this  section,  if  carried  as  it  stood, 
woakl  be  that  people  would  dispose  of 
their  property  during  their  livcM.  There 
would  Dot  be  so  much  received  under  the 
Probate  Duty,  and  in  that  way  the  con- 
tributions of  these  people  to  the  public 
rvreoueM  would  be  cut  dowu.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said  that  the  supporters 
o(  the  Amendment  were  preparetl  to 
claim  sereral  millions  for  the  lauded  in- 
terest. Ves,  they  were  prepared  to  claim 
several  millions  not  onlv  in  the  interest 
of  the  landowners,  but  also  in  the  interest 
of  the  farmers  and  labourers.  They 
were  prepared  to  claim  several  millions 
which  was  necessary  should  be  allowed 
in  aid  of  local  taxation  if  there  was  to  be 
an  equalisation  of  burdens  l)etwceu  realty 
and  personalty.  In  1863,  as  he  had 
already  nltown,  when  the  Succession  Duty 
w»spropose<l  the  rates  were  2s.  6  1-lOd. 
w  the  £1,  whereas  in  1891  they  were 
U.  7]d.,  so  that,  subvention  or  not, 
tl>e  rates  had  actually  gone  up.  These 
fignre^f  he  had  usetl  a  month  ago,  and 
tbev  had  not  l)een  contradicted.  The 
rmte«  on  houses  also  had  gone  up,  so  that 
Wore  a  word  of  the  Bill  ppsseil  realty 
paid  more  than  personalty  to  the  Im- 
perial burdens  of  the  country,  as  had  been 
tbown  bv  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 

m 

ttmn  the  Member  for  Harrow.  If  they 
took  local  and  Imperial  burdens  together, 
raaity  paid  far  more  than  its  share  ;  and 
Bot  only  did  it  pay  more  than  personalty, 
bat  from  the  Return  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  St. 
<feorge's  Division  it  was  shown  to  pay 
more  in  England  than  was  paid  in  any 
other  European  country.  With  that  fact 
•ttring  one  in  the  face,  how  was  there 
any  justice  in  putting  fresh  burdens  on 
realty  and  denying  it  relief  ?  In  this  Bill 
thfj  were  putting  Probate  Duty  on  to 
realty ;  they  had  largely  increased  Suc- 
«entoQ  Duty  by  making  it  payable 
OQ  capital  value  instead  of  life 
iiterest.  They  asked  that  in  this  clause 
MNBe  extra  relief  should  be  given  to  local 
rates,  and  they  were  met  by  the  answer 
that  the  demand  was  an  absurd  one.  The 
whole  principle  of  the  Bill  was  to  aggra- 
vate rates  and  to  increase  the  duty  on*  land. 
It  would  raise  the  burdens  on  land  most 
injtirionslT.  They  asked  that  out  of  these 
extra  duties  and  rates  some  little  relief 
•bonM  be  given  back  to  the  land.  At  any 
tale,  they  were  entitled  to  a  better  answer 
thaa  that  their  request  was  ridiculous. 


Sir  R.  temple  said,  the  question 
was,  whether  some  additional  advance 
should  not  be  made  from  Imperial  re- 
sources to  aid  local  taxation,  which  fell 
so  unequally  on  laud  as  compared  with 
personal  property  ?  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  local  taxation  was  likely  to 
rise  in  consequence  of  the  passing  of  the 
Parish  Councils  Bill  and  of  the  policy  of 
the  Education  Department,  which  must 
lead  to  an  extensiou  of  the  School  Board 
system.  There  was  a  question  he  would 
like  to  put  to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  and  some  hon.  Friends  near  him  had 
been  wondering  whether  they  rightly 
understood  the  effect  of  the  clause,  which, 
indeed,  was  very  hard  to  understand  by 
lay  minds.  There  used  to  be  a  certain 
sum  contributed  from  personalty  in  the 
shape  of  Probate  Duty  towanls  the  relief 
of  local  taxation  which  fell  on  land. 
Now  (and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  correct  him  if  he  was  wrong) 
they  imagined  the  case  to  l>e  this  :  under 
the  Bill  that  sum  in  future  would  be  con- 
tributed half  from  personalty  and  half  from 
real  property.  He  hoped  he  was  wrong. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  shake  his  head,  and  he  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  put  him  right  if  he  was  wrong. 
But  if  he  were  right,  or  anywhere  near 
right,  the  effect  would  be  that  the  landed 
interest  would  once  more  be  deprived  of 
the  benefit  it  had  received  tfrom  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  in  the 
words  of  an  hon.  Member  near  him — 

**  The  poor  landed  interest  would  be  made  to 
live  by  feedinj^  npon  its  own  dead.** 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  I  have 
not  been  willing  to  take  any  active 
part  in  promoting  any  Amendments  to 
this  Bill  which  I  thought  were  absolutely 
inconsistent  with  the  principle  that  the 
House  sanctioned  on  the  Second  Reading, 
but  I  must  say  I  am  surprised  at  the  re- 
ception the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  given  to 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  What 
is  the  position  ?  In  1888  Parliament 
voted  with  practical  unanimity — I  do  not 
know  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
opposite  opposed  the  proposal — half  the 
proceeds  of  the  Probate  Duty  towards  the 
relief  of  local  taxation.  Under  this  Bill 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  a  very 
large  increase  under  the  Death  Duties  In 
the  Imperial  taxation  upon  realty  as  well 
as  upon  personalty.  He  places  realty  on 
a  very  much  worse  footing  in  regard  both 
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to  Imperial  and  local  taxation,  taken  to- 
gether, than  it  occupied  in  1888.  This 
is  DO  question  of  town  or  country,  or 
attempt  by  the  landlords  to  evade  the 
payment  of  their  fair  share  of  the 
burdens  of  the  country.  This  is  a  ques- 
tion of  realty  against  invisible  personalty, 
and  I  confess  in  my  mind  of  realty  in 
town  more  than  of  realty  in  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  imposes  a 
large  increase,  as  I  have  said,  on  the 
burdens  of  realty  throughout  the  country. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex 
suggested  that  in  the  circumstances  it  is 
fair  that  the  principle  unanimously 
adopted  in  1888  should  be  carried  out 
now,  and  that  half  the  proceeds  of  the 
Death  Duty  upon  personalty  should  be 
devoted  to  the  relief  of  realty  in  respect 
of  local  taxation.  That  suggestion  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thinks 
proper  to  call  absurd.  For  my 
part,  I  think  a  fairer  proposal  has 
never  been  made  in  this  House. 
He  says  he  would  lose  £1,000,000  by  it. 
Well,  I  can  quite  understand  that  he 
feels  himself  compelled  to  think  of  nothing 
in  this  matter  except  the  prospects  of 
the  Revenue.  But  we  sit  here  as  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  taxpayers.  We  are  bound 
to  consider  what  is  fair  upon  the  taxpayer 
and  those  who  represent  different  classes 
of  property.  Every  argument  adduced 
convincingly  in  1888  in  support  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  St.  George^s  applies  with 
equal  force  to  the  present  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  St.  George^s  in  1888 
left  the  Probate  Duty,  of  which  he  gave 
half  the  proceeds  towards  local  taxation, 
at  3  per  cent,  but  now  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  adds  to  that  a  very  large 
percentage  increase  in  the  case  of 
properties  of  which  the  aggregate  value 
is  between  £10,000  and  £1,000,000. 
Those  are  the  very  properties  which, 
when  composed  of  personalty,  ought 
to  contribute  more  than  they  do  now 
towards  the  burden  of  local  taxation. 
I  think  it  has  been  universally  admitted 
that  invisible  personal  property  does 
not  at  present  contribute  its  fair  share. 
Under  the  existing  system  the  possessors 
of  invisible  personalty  of  the  value  of 
£10,000  and  upwards  pay  only  3  per  cent. 
Probate  Duty.  They  are  in  future  to  contri- 
bute more,  and  those  upon  wh«mthe  whole 
burden  of  rates  now  fall  have  a  fair  claim 
to  a  share  of  that  increased  contribution  ; 

Sir  M.  Hieki'Beaeh 


and  nothing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said  has  controverted  the  justice 
of  this  claim.  He  says  he  cannot  afford 
it.  I  cannot  believe  for  a  moment  that 
the  Government  will  contend  that  the 
claim  is  not  founded  on  justice.  Can 
they  contend  that  personalty — and  I 
speak  of  invisible  personalty  throughout — 
bears  its  fair  share  of  local  taxation  at 
present  ?  Can  they  contend  that  invisible 
personalty  can  be  reached  for  local  taxation 
in  any  other  way  except  through  the  Death 
Duties  ?  Can  they  contend  in  opposition 
to  what  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  St.  George's  conclusively  showed 
that  the  burdens  of  local  taxation  will 
diminish  and  not  largely  increase  in  the 
future  ?  I  think  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  unable,  on  account  of 
the  claims  of  Imperial  expenditure  upon 
him,  to  meet  favourably  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex,  at  least  he 
might  have  admitted  that  the  claim  was 
founded  on  justice,  and  that  having 
passed  this  Budget — if  it  becomes  law — 
it  will  be  his  duty  if  in  Office  to  deal 
with  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  can- 
not contend,  as  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gk^ngway  might,  that  the 
whole  of  this  policy  of  subventions  from 
Imperial  taxes  towards  local  taxation  is 
a  mistake.  [^'  Hear,  hear  I '']  I  hear 
that  sentiment  cheered.  That  view,  I 
know,  has  been  forced  upon  him  by  some 
of  his  supporters ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  did  not  venture  to  carry  it 
out,  because  he  knew  that  if  he  brought 
forward  any  Motion  to  deprive  the  Local 
Authorities  of  those  grants  in  aid  of 
local  taxation  which  they  had  enjoyed 
since  1888  he  certainly  would  have 
been  defeated.  Then  I  am  bound 
to  say  that,  as  the  Government  know 
they  are  unable  to  carry  out  that  view^ 
they  cannot  in  fairness  retain  the 
subventions  on  their  present  basis. 
What  I  contend,  and  I  am  convinced 
that  the  argument  cannot  be  controverted 
with  any  fairness  or  justice,  is  that,  now 
that  you  are  increasing  the  burdens  of 
Imperial  taxation  on  realty,  the  1^  per 
cent,  that  personalty  pays  towards 
local  taxation  is  an  iusuffictcut  contribu- 
tion. We  may  be  unable  to  enforce 
that  fact  successfully  to-night ;  but  we 
shall  continue  to  put  it  forward  on  every 
possible  opportanity,  and  I  am  convinced 
that  the  day  wUl  come  when  Parliament 
will  as  unanimously  acknowledge  its 
justice    as    Parliament     acknowledged 
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mMiaoualy  tlM  iastiee  of  the  proposal  of 
tkt  right  boo.  Gtntleinftii  the  Member 
lor  8c  Geom's  Division  io  1888. 

Sim  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  would  not 
be  ooorteoas  if  I  did  not  say  a  word  or 
two  in  replj  to  the  remarks  of  the  right 
koiu  Gentleman  opposite.  He  sajs  that 
k  1888  a  settlement  was  made  as  to  the 
oootribotion  to  local  taxation.  Well,  Sir, 
I  do  not  expect  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
nan  to  agree  with  me,  nor  can  he  expect 
«i  to  agree  with  him,  on  this  point.  The 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  must 
remember  what  I  stated  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  discussion,  that  after  the 
Mttlement  was  made  of  the  contributions 
to  local  taxation  from  the  Imperial 
B«Yeoue,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  brought  forward  a  Motion 
(iselaring  that  an  equalisation  of  the 
Death  Dntiee  on  all  property  would  be 
%  *  consequence  of  that  settlement. 
Tbe  one  is  the  correlative  of  the  other. 
That  is  the  view  of  the  Government,  and 
boo.  Members  opposite  must  not  com- 
plain if  the  Government  adhere  to  that 
vhidi  was  solemnly  put  forward  in  the 
Motion  to  which  I  have  referred.  If  the 
Twv  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  ac- 
(«pied«  it  would  at  once  become  my  duty 
t»  apply  for  additional  taxatiou  for  the 
psrpose  of  making  a  further  contribution 
to  the  Local  Authorities.  But  that  is 
sot  oar  view,  and  unless  the  right  hou. 
fiarooet  is  prepared  to  recommend  that 
roane  the  arguments  he  has  addressed  to 
tW  Government  can  have  no  weight.  We 
^  not  oonsider  tliat  any  contribution  is  due 
a  tbat  respect,  and  therein  we  differ  from 
tba  view  of  the  right  hon.  Barouet. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
^aqott-  had  put  the  matter  oq  rather  a 
^iftrent  footing  from  tbat  it  had  pre- 
noatly  occupied.  He  had  said  that 
iiifrfent  views  were  taken  on  the  two 
^dss  of  tbe  House.  He  (Mr.  Long) 
dcoaed  that  that  was  the  case,  and 
Hiallenged  the  right  of  the  right  hon. 
(Hottemaa  to  make  such  a  statement. 
A  few  days  ago  he  was  prosmt  at  a  de- 
patslioQ  in  chat  House  whiek  was 
Utended  by  hoa.  Members  of  both 
pohtieal  Parties,  and  not  one  hon.  Member 
<eattov«rted  the  assertion  then  SMide  thai 
the  thne  had  oome  when  an  addition 
•hoold  be  nada  to  the  relief  which  had 
WagiTen  to  looal  ftaxaikm  by  Imperial 
Matnhatioo,  What  was  pressed  upon  the 
Oypoattioo,  aod  what  thc^  were  trf  ing  to 

VOL  XXVL  [fourth  sirixs.] 


press  on  the  Government,  was  that  the 
contribution  made  by  the  late  Ciiansellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  aid  of  local  rates 
was  made  on  the  basis  which  covered  the 
contribution  to  the  rates  and  taxes  made 
by  real  and  personal  property  as  the 
taxation  then  existed.  Now  they  were 
altering  the  basis  of  taxation.  The  Go- 
vernment told  them  thoy  were  putting  real 
estate  on  a  level  with  personal  estate,  and 
equalising  the  contributions,  and  yet  they 
were  making  no  additional  contribution 
whatever  out  of  this  extra  sum  towards  the 
relief  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  country. 
This  burden  would  fall  not  on  the  land- 
lords and  tenant  farmers — the  time  had 
gone  by  to  plead  for  them — but  it  went 
far  and  away  beyond  them,  and  reached 
the  owners  of  real  estate  in  the  large 
towns.  The  only  argument  used  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  that  as 
this  proposal  would  reduce  very  much 
the  sum  he  would  get  from  the  new  duty 
he  could  not  agree  to  it.  But  there  were 
many  of  these  proprietors  of  real  estate 
in  towns  who  were  suffering  from  the 
pressure  of  local  rates,  and  who  were 
already  feeling  that  the  contributions 
made  by  the  Exchequer  were  not 
sufficiently  large,  and  who  felt  that  now 
that  the  State  was  about  to  call  on  real 
property  to  pay  more  in  the  shape  of 
Death  Duties  there  was  an  increased 
reason  for  equalising  the  burdens  of  local 
taxation.  What  was  the  suggestion  of 
the  Amendment  ?  It  was  that  when  they 
were  increasing  the  amount  which  the 
State  was  going  to  take,  in  the  shape  of 
Death  Duties,  ^m  real  property,  it  was 
only  fair  that  they  should  increase  the 
contribution  of  the  State  towards  the 
relief  of  looal  taxation.  They  were 
going  to  make  real  estate  pay  more  than 
it  had  been  paying  hitherto— pay  on  a 
more  equal  basis  with  personal  estate,  and 
yet  they  were  going  to  leave  the 
oontribotion  made  by  personal  estate 
towards  local  taxation  at  the  same 
amount  at  which  they  found  it  at  the 
present  moment.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
there  was  an  evident  injustice  in  that. 
He  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Grentle* 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
tbat  he  made  a  great  mistake  if  he 
thought  this  was  a  oMtter  which  affeoted 
only  landowners  and  tenant-farmers.  No 
doubt  he  felt  that  he  oould  afford  to  treat 
with  contempt  the  landowners  of  the 
country  and  the  tenant  farmers.  [Crts^  of 
No,  no  !'*]      It  was  all  very  well  for 
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hoD.  Gentlemen  to  saj  ^  No !"  When- 
ever srguEients  were  addressed  from  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  in  support 

of  landowners [  Cries  of  "  Divide  ! "] 

He  appealed  to  hon.  Membem.  Could  he 
have  a  better  proof  of  the  statements  he 
had  ventured  to  make  than  the  friends  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  directly 
the  landlords  and  tenant-fanners  were 
mentioned,  crying  out  ^  Divide,  divide  !** 
That  was  the  one  answer  they  received. 
But  it  was  not  in  support  of  the  land- 
owner and  tenant-farmer  that  he  spoke. 
He  saw  gentlemen  sitting  opposite  who 
outside  the  House  were  very  loud  in  their 
complaints  as  to  the  pressure  of  rates  on 
owners  and  occupiers  of  land.  They  were 
silent  in  the  House.  He  should  not  be 
doing  his  duty  as  one  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  City  of  Liverpool  if  he  did 
not  say  a  few  words  on  the  Amendment, 
having,  as  he  had  already  said,  but 
lately  heard  a  unanimous  expression  of 
opinion,  not  only  from  Liverpool  but 
from  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  from 
men  of  all  political  Parties  begging  them 
to  press  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that,  as  he  was  redressing  what 
he  was  pleased  to  call  inequalities 
between  real  and  personal  estate  with 
reference  to  the  Death  Duties,  the 
time  had  come  when  they  ought  to 
make  a  still  greater  grant  in  aid  of  local 
taxation.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
would  dispose  of  the  Ameadment  to-night 
as '  he  had  disposed  of  others-^by  his 
majority ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  all  respect, 
that  he  would  find  that  between  the 
present  time  and  that  time  next  year  the 
question  of  re-adjasting  the  burdens  be- 
tween real  and  personal  estate  would  be 
pressed  on  him  with  great  detennination, 
and  he  would  find  that  it  was  not  a 
question  as  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  He  would  find  that  there  was  a 
large  and  growing  feeling  in  the  House 
that  real  estate  bore  tee  large  a  share  of 
the  burden  of  local  taxatioa. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  126 ; 
89.-«(Division  List,  No.  124.) 

TfiE  CHAIRMAN :  The  otfaer  Amend- 
ments «re  out  of  Order*    "y 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  CUuse  stand  part  of  the 
BiD." 

Mb.  a.  J,  BALFQUft  sAid,  that  it 
was  desired  to  raise  certain  points  not 

Mr.  W.  Long 


raised  by  speoifie  Amendments,  and  aa  be 
believed  that  two  or  three  hon.  Members 
desired  to  speak,  he  woold  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.^ — {Mr.  A,  J. 
Balfour,) 

Sib  W.  HAECOUET  said,  he  hoped 
the  clause  might  be  taken.  He  under- 
stood that  the  only  question  was  the 
contribution  to  local  rates,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  sought  to  raise 
in  an  Amendment  as  to  the  distribution 
of  rates  between  London  and  other  parts 
of  the  country.  That  had  been  ruled  out 
of  Order,  and,  of  course,  a  discussion  on 
the  subject  would  also  be  out  of  Order. 
He  had  undertaken  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  question,  and  he  hoped  ti^e 
clause  would  be  disposed  of  now. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  asked  when  the 
Committee  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  would  be  appointed,  and  what 
would  be  its  character  ? 

Sir  W.  HAECOUET  said,  he  wouhi 
consult  with  Members  before  anything 
definite  was  decided. 

Mr.  HANBUEY  said,  there  were 
points  to  be  discussed  on  the  clause  in 
addition  to  that  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  As  far  as  he  under- 
stood the  clause,  it  was  very  vaguely 
worded,  and  he  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  not  be  able  to  go  into 
the  discussion  of  it  to-night. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  asked  if  the  Com- 
mittee  would  be  appointed  this  Session  ? 

Sib  W.  HAECOUET  :  If  it  is  poa- 
sible 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  If  Progress 
is  now  reported,  I  understand  that  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned  the  discussion  of 
the  clause  will  not  occupy  more  than  an 
hour  on  Monday. 

Sib  W.  HAECOUET  :  I  wiU  not 
contest  the  point  further. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  ait 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

RAILWAY  AKD   OAKAIi   TRAFFIO  BILL. 

(Ka  166.) 

SXOOND  RBADDfO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
The  president  of  thx  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bbtce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
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mdf  hm  begged  to  -noye  the  Second 
Beeding  of  tl^  Bill.  He  belioTed  there 
WBi  a  very  general  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  get  on  with  the  measure. 
There  were  some  who  desired  to  go 
further,  bat  the  best  course  would  be  to 
peas  the  Bill  in  its  present  form.  If  it 
were  allowed  to  pass  the  Second  Bead- 
ag^  he  would  give  every  cousideration  to 
Amendments  moved  in  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,^ — {Mr.  Bryee.) 

Objeotton  being  taken  to  Further 
Proceeding, 

•Sni  M.  HICKS-BEACH  hoped  that 
the  House  would  be  disposed  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time.  He  believed  it  would 
be  impoesible  during  the  present  Session 
to  carry  a  Bill  raising  contentious  matter. 
Thoogh  some  persons  might  think  that 
the  Bill  did  not  go  far  enough,  he 
bdieved  that  both  the  Railway  Companies 
lad  the  traders  admitted  that  a  measure 
going  as  far  as  this  was  a  necessity,  and 
were  prepared  to  support  it.  He  trusted 
(^  after  what  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
WA  said — that  he  was  not  prepared  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  the  Bill — that 
tke  Honse  would  pass  the  Second  Bead- 

* 

•Si«  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said 
thst  though,  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  thought,  with  others,  that  the 
KIl  was  inadequate  to  meet  the  neces- 
Htics  of  the  case,  he  would  rather  see  it 
put  than  have  no  Bill  at  all.  The  con- 
dition of  things  was  so  critical  as  to  trade, 
10  OMUiy  accounts  had  to  be  adjusted,  and 
tU  reasons  for  the  amendment  of  the  law 
vers  lo  great,  that  they  accepted  the  Bill, 
tfMrring  to  themselves  the  right  to  pro- 
pose Amendments  in  Committee. 

Sib  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester) 
mjA  that,  as  having  borne  the  brunt  of 
tkn  controversv  for  five  years  on  behalf 
«f  the  traders,  he  claimed  the  right  to  say 
ft  word.  He  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the 
Sseond  Heading,  because  he  believed  it 
vu  important  that  some  measure  of  this 
kiad  shoold  be  carried  in  the  present 
Seiswn  in  order  that  the  long  outstand- 
iag  aeooonta  between  the  traders  on  the 
one  side  and  the  Oonpanies  on  the  other 
•hoald  be  broaght  to  a  settlement  He 
was  KHuewhat  disappointed  with  the 
BiU,  hot  he  accepted  it  for  the  parpose 
of  bringing  about  a  settlement  of  accounts 
between  the  railways  and  the  traders. 


Mr.  W.  long  said,   he  would  not 
enter  into  the  merits  of  the  question,'  but 
he  considered  it  would  be  unfair  towards 
the  Companies— one  of  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  associated  with — that  the 
Bill   should  pass  without  one    remark 
being  made  on  their  behalf.     They  were 
quite  prepared  that  a  measure  such  as 
that    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    was 
responsible  for  should  be  passed  into  law, 
but  they  could  not  allow  the  Debate  to 
pass  to-night  silently,  or  the  Bill  to  pass 
without  a  full  discussion,  if  it  were  not 
to  be  understood. that  this  was  not  the 
final  arrangement  which  was  to  be  the 
result  of  the  action  of  those  who  devoted 
themselves  especially  to  the  consideration 
of  the  railway  rates.     The  matter  was 
surrounded  with  difficulties.    It  would  be 
impossible  to  go  into  it  at  length  now  ; 
but  while  he  and  his  friends  assented  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Grovernment,  it  must 
not  be  supposed  that  they  were  prepared 
to  make  a   wide    departure  from  their 
principles. 

*SiR  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  said,  it  was  correct  that  the 
Railway  Companies,  as  well  as  the 
traders,  thought  that  this  Bill  should 
pass.  It  would  clear  away  a  great 
number  of  accounts  in  dispute,  and  put 
straight  matters  which  were  now  very 
rftgg^t  hut  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  to  adhere  to  the  principles 
laid  down  in  the  Bill.  If  otlier  questions 
arose  they  would  have  to  be  left  over  for 
another  Session. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  that  here  waa 
a  Bill  concerning  £900,000,000  of  capital, 
and  yet,  because  the  Government  had 
brought  in  Bill  after  Bill  which  they 
were  not  going  to  pass,  they  were  not 
to  have  time  to  consider  it.  Everyone 
who  had  supported  the  Bill  said  it  was 
not  what  it  ought  to  be,  and  yet  it  was 
to  be  allowed  to  pass  without  discussion 
to  enable  the  Government  to  bring  before 
the  House  absurd  Bills  which  they  knew 
they  could  not  pass.  The  country  ought 
to  know  the  way  the  Government  dealt 
with  these  Bills. 

Questiott  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  13)  BILL. 
(No.  269.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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LOCAL     GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.— (No.  281.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  U)  BILL. 
(No.  271.) 
Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional  Order  confirmed] ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL.— (No.  237.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
Tistonal  Order  relating  to  Brighton  not 
proceeded  with ;  remaining  Orders 
oonfinned]  ;  Title  amended ;  Bill,  as 
amended,  considered ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  246.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed] ;  Bill,  as 
amended,  considered;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS, 
l^t  thej  have  agreed  to, — 

Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Extension 
of  Powers  Bill, 

Local  (jrovernment  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Order  (No.  7)  Bill, 

Commons  Regnlation  Provisional  Or- 
der [Luton]  Bill, 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
((^s)  BiU, 

Local  Grovernment  Provisional  Orders 
(Housing  of  Working  Classes)  (No.  2) 
Bill, 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  8)  BiU, 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Easingwold  Railwaj,  &o.)  Bill, 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill,  with  an  Amendment. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  (PROSECUTIONS) 
BILL.— (No.  2«!».) 

Consideced  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

CHIMNEY  SWEEPERS'   BILL— (No.  234.) 
As     amended,    considered  ;    Amend- 
ments made ;  Bill  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


POOR    LAW    GUARDIANS    (IRELAND) 
(WOMEN)   BILL.-<No.  241.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  Clause  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tuesdaj  next. 

ARBITRATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL  [Ltn'ds]. 

(No.  290.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  Bill  read  the  thixd 
time,  and  passed,  without  amendment. 

BISHOPRIC  OP    BRISTOL   ACT    (1884) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  88.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  amendment ;  Bill  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

PUBLIC     LIBRARIES     (iRELANB)      ACTS 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill  have  power  to  eeod  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records.— (i$ir  Walter  Foster,) 

KLIMBNTART  EDUCATION  (CONTINUATION 
schools)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Elementary  Education  Acts,  and  to 
proTide  Continuation  Schools,  ordered  to  be 
Drought  in  by  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Mr.  Mather, 
Sir  Henrr  Boscoe,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Fisher,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Mr. 
Alpheus  Morton,  Sir  Oeorgc  Baden-Powell, 
Mr.  Hennr  J.  Wilson,  ICr.  Terburg^  and  Sir 
Richard  Temple. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  293.] 

FOOD  PRODUCTS  ADULTERATION. 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Henry  Rosooe  bedischargec/ 
from  the  Select  Committee  on  Food  Products 
Adulteration. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Pinkert«m,  Sir  Walter 
Foster,  and  Mr.  Maclure,  be  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee.—(.Vr.  T.  E.  miit.) 

CROFTERS*    HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Geoixe  Trevelyan,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  Acts, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  hy  Sir  Geoige  Tre- 
Tslyan,  The  Lord  Adrocate,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 
Qtneral  for  Scotland. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  294.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  before 
One  o'clock  tiU  Mondaj  next. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Monday,  26th  June  1894. 
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THB    ASSASSINATION    OK    THE    PRB8I- 
DKNT  OK  THK  KRKNCH  REPUBLIC. 

Tai  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
8CBY  AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
iE«r)  :  My  Lords,  I  beg  to  give  notice 
ifcat  to-morrow  at  the  commeDcemeot  of 
Uttioest  I  will  move — 

•That  an  humble  Address  be  preeented  to 
Her  lUj«stj  to  oonvej  to  Her  Majesty  the  ex- 
P;*j"»  <rf  deep  sorrow  and  indignation  with 
vteb  thb  House  has  learned  of  the  asoaasina- 
tioo  <rf  the  Proddent  of  the  French  Repoblic ;  and 
to  praj  Her  Majesty,  that  in  communicating  her 
«*tt  wntimentt  on  this  deplorable  event  to  the 
FMch  Oowmment,  Her  Majestv  will  also  be 
nkmij  pleaaeil  to  express  on  the  part  of  this 
y^»*  their  abhorrence  of  the  crime,  and  their 
^rtipatby  with  the  Government  and  people  of 


BIRTH  OF  A  ROYAL  PRINCE. 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  also 
^g  to  give  notice  that  on  Thursday  at 
tW  eommeocenient    of   bnsiness   I  will 
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•That  an  humble  Address  he  presented  to 
fcr  Majeaty  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty  on 
*•  birth  of  a  son  and  heir  to  His  Royal  High- 
•m  the  Duke  of  York  and  Her  Royal  Highness 
tfct  Docbew  of  York." 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Moved, 

"That  the  Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
^r<»  the  awassination  of  the  President  of 
«»  Fieoeh  Republic  do  take  precedence  of  the 
*«h«r  NoUces  and  Ordem  of  the  Day  To- 
■«ttm.-— (The  Lord  President  (JK  Bose-^ 
*^)) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Moved, 

''lliat  the  Motion  for  an  Address  of  Con- 
P^^g^tion  to  Her  Majesfrron  the  birth  of  a 
w  and  heir  to  His  Roval  Highness  the  Duke 
m  York  and  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Duchess 
«Tofk  do  take  piecedenoe  of  the  other  Notices 
md  Ciders  of  the  Day  on  Thnisday  next— (The 
Locit  PKakfent  (JEl  .RcMr^Ty).) 

HocioQ  agreed  to. 

VOL.  XXVL  [fourth  sebies.] 


MEDICAL    INSPECTORS  AND  CHOLERA 

SURVEY. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

•The  Earl  of  STRAFFORD  asked 
whether  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  decided  to  retain  the 
services  for  another  year  of  the  four  tem- 
porary Medical  Inspectors  who  were 
appointed  in  January,  1893  ;  and  whether 
the  cholera  survey  of  ports  and  inland 
districts,  successfully  conducted  during 
the  past  12  months,  would  be  main- 
tained for  the  present  year  ?  He  said,  it 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  their 
Lordships  that  last  year,  when  there  was 
a  danger  of  cholera  reaching  this  country 
through  our  ports  and  spreading  inland, 
four  medical  officers  were  temporarily 
appointed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  supplement  the  good  work  then 
being  done  by  the  Medical  Department 
of  that  Board — Drs.  Wilson,  Wheaton, 
Home,  and  Evan-Evans.  By  the 
judicious  way  in  which  they  applied 
themselves  to  the  work  the  danger  of 
infection  was  minimised,  and  a  visitation 
of  cholera  averted.  Europe  was  possibly 
in  similar  danger  again  this  year,  and, 
remembering  the  good  work  done  on  the 
previous  occasion  by  the  medical  officers 
he  had  mentioned,  he  begged  to  ask  the 
question  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

•Lord  HAWKESBURY  said,  the 
Local  Grovernment  Board  fully  appre- 
ciated the  value  of  the  services  ot  the 
medical  gentlemen  alluded  to  in  terms  so 
kind  and  flattering  by  his  noble  Friend, 
and  they  quite  coincided  in  his  opinion. 
They  had  retained  the  services  of  those 
Inspectors  until  the  completion  of  a 
second  year.  He  had  also  to  inform  the 
noble  Earl  that  the  cholera  survey  of 
ports  and  inland  districts  was  still  being 
carried  on,  and  would  be  maintained 
during  the  present  year. 

PREVENTION    OF   CRUELTY  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL.— (No.  89.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committoe,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  Bill." 

Viscount  DRUMLANRIG  said,  as 
this  was  the  first  occasion  on  which  he 
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had  had  the  honour  of  addressing  their 
Lordships'  House,  he  must  bespeak  the 
indulgence  which  they  were  accustomed 
to  extend  to  maiden  efforts.  Ho  would 
not  detain  their  Lordships  for  any  length 
of  time.  The  chief  points  in  the  Bill 
would  be  touched  upon  presently,  and 
dealt  with  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  with 
his  usual  ability,  precision,  clearness,  and 
force.  The  Bill  had  been  received  by  a 
sympathetic — nay,  an  enthusiastic  House; 
every  eye  had  looked  kindly  on  it,  and 
its  passage  was  likely  to  be  a  triumphal 
progress.  The  long  and  weary  struggle 
that  was  necessary  to  bring  home  the 
fearful  facts  to  the  understanding  of  the 
nation  and  to  awake  its  conscience 
was  over.  They  were  happy  in  being 
born  in  the  fulness  of  time ;  others 
had  borne  the  burden  and  heat  of 
the  day,  and  they  had  entered  into 
their  labours  when  the  harvest  was 
already  ripe.  The  Bill  was  safe  as  an 
Act  already.  But  this  Bill  of  1894 
(which  was  soon  to  break  from  its 
chrysalis  state  and  emerge  a  full-grown 
Act),  and  even  the  Act  of  1889,  which 
had  been  rightly  styled  "  The  Children's 
Charter,"  were  of  themselves  a  mere 
heap  of  dead  bones — a  lamp,  indeed,  and 
set  in  a  dark  place,  none  darker,  and 
furnished  duly  with  wick  and  with  oil 
and  with  all  things  necessary,  and 
destined,  who  should  doubt  it,  some  day 
to  shed  a  great  light  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  and  to 
bring  hope  to  the  hopeless  and  help  to 
the  helpless  that  had  languished  so  long 
without  hope  or  help,  but  a  lamp  set  far 
above  and  out  of  the  reach  of  those  whom 
it  was  intended  to  light  and  to  gladden 
with  its  beams,  and  waiting  for  the 
Lucifer  who  should  bring  down  the  fire 
from  heaven  to  kindle  it.  For  who 
were  the  section  of  the  community  for 
whose  benefit  that  Act  and  this  Bill  had 
been  brought  forward  ?  It  was  for  the 
children  of  tender  years,  for  those  who 
were  weak,  ignorant,  and  helpless,  very 
often  babes  in  arms  who  oould  not  even 
gpeak — ^just  that  section  of  the  com- 
munity which  was  totally  and  abso- 
lutely unable  to  make  the  smallest  use  of 
the  legislation  which  was  intended  for 
their  benefit  and  protection.  When  a 
Statute  was  passed  for  adults,  for  the 
benefit  of  any  particolar  section,  industry, 
or  locality,  and  to  redress  any  parlicular 
grievance,    the    section,     industry^  or 
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locality  was  safely  left  to  its  own  re* 
sources  to  put  the  Statute* in  motion* 
But  in  the  case  of  the  children  it  wa» 
different ;  they  were  unable  to  take  meana 
to  protect  themselves,  and  their  natural 
protectors,  their  parents  and  guardians^ 
were  just  the  very  persons  against  whom 
they  required  to  bo  protected.     If  this 
sad  fact  were  not  the  truth,  and  had  not 
been  abundantly  shown  to  be  the  truths 
there   would  be   no    necessity    for   and 
there  would  have  been  no  such  legisla- 
tion such  as  was  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships' house.     So  that  if  they  turned  out 
this  Bill  from  the  legislative  workshop 
it  might   be  a   perfectly   finished    tool> 
fashioned  ready  for  use  and  tempered  and 
sharpened  to  an  edge  ;  but  if  there  was  no 
agency  able  and  willing  to  grasp  it  and 
to  put  it  in  use  for  those  for  whose 
benefit   it  was  intended,  they  and  their 
fellow-legislators  in  another  place  would 
simply  have  been  occupied  in  spoiling  so 
much  good  material,  and  their  Act  and  Bill 
would  be  so  much  damaged  and  waste 
paper.  If  the  dead  bones  were  to  have  no 
quickening   spirit   breathed    into    them^ 
but   were   to  remain   lifeless  and  inert, 
let  them  be  taken  to  the  charnel-house 
and  given  decent  burial  as  speedily  as 
might  be.     If  the  darkness  was  to  reign 
on  unbroken ;  if  the  lamp  was  to  hang- 
aloft  unlit — that  lamp  which  Parliament 
had  so  emphatically  declared  to  be  in- 
dispensable—*surely  it  was  a  pity  to  waste 
good  oil  and   wick  on   it.     The  only 
agency  that  had  yet  proved  itself  able 
and  willing  to  breathe  life  into  these  dead 
bones  and  to  light  this  lamp  and  keep  it 
burning  brightly  was  the  Society  which 
was    the     parent    and    author   of  Uiia 
legislation,   the  agency   which  he  bad 
spoken  of  just  now  as  having  borne  the 
burden  and  heat  of  the  day.     It  had  the 
machinery  ready  to  hand,  and   in  good 
working  order ;  it  had  accumulated  the 
experience  necessary  to  set  that  machinery 
to  work,  and  it  had  the  will  to  make  the 
best  use  of  that  experience.     And  what 
was  the  present  position  of  this  Society  ? 
Was  it  able  to  carry  on  the  work  it  bad 
done  so  nobly   hitherto,  and  to  extend 
that  work  ?     Unfortunately,  it  was  not. 
With    their    Lordships'    permission    he 
would  read  from  their  Report  what  their 
present  position  was.     The  last  Report 
of  the  Society  said — 

"  With  respect  to  the  finances  of  the  10  Teais, 
the  income  has  been  it  148,900  and  the  expend!- 
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tMtt  4148,900.  The  tenth  year  haa  l)een  one  of 
Mriooi  diMBter.  Had  the  rate  of  increaie 
prcKrred  doriog  the  8ocietT*8  tiiree  preociling 
jean  been  maintained  in  this  year  the  Income 
voald  hare  been  £49,000.  It  actaally  reached 
oi4j  a»Jb90.  Daring  the  yeat  199%^  it 
"  by  £11,750,  Daring  1898-4  it  in^ 
only  by  £453.    Immediately  that  the 

of  its  income  was  seen  the  pace  of 
of  tbe  8odety*s  machinei7  was 
slackened,  and  its  resonroes  were  confined 
diieiy  to  maintenance  of  existing  agenoies. 
At  the  close  of  the  year  1892>3  the  nndeus  of 
t  Raerre  fund  was  formed  and  money  began  to 
be  Kt  aside  for  new  premisee.  These  funds 
saoanUxi  to  £8,200.  The  sodden  disaster  of 
Uk  past  year  required  the  use  of  the  whole  of 
tbeia  funds.  In  spite  of  the  expenditure  on 
corrrot  account,  the  year  closed  with  unpaid 
Iftbihtie^  of  £5,988.  That  it  is  eren  the  dimmest 
tebt  in  the  public  mind  as  to  the  necessity  of 
3s  work  or  the  reasonableness  of  its  methods 
vhich  haa  brought  the  financial  disaster  of  the 
Kodrty  in  the  |Mt8t  year  nobody  belicTes.  It  is 
haad  in  the  year's  exceptionally  great  com- 
■emal  fraoda,  many  of  them  unhappily  con- 
Dac(«i  with  phtlaatbropists,  badness  of  trade, 
vricoltural  clepression,  and  prolonged  strikes 
vkich  have  tohi  seriously  on  the  means  of  the 
fRat  middle  class,  from  which  the  Society*s 

are  largely  drawn." 


Whatever  might  have  been  the  final 
aose  of  the  fact,  the  fact  remained  that 
the  progress  the  Society  was  making  to- 
virds  a  protectorate  for  the  children  of 
t^  whole  land,  and  the  making  of  ohll- 
4nn*t*  lives  what  they  oaght  to  be,  had 
foriog  1893-4  suffered  a  serious  check, 
aod  the  existence  of  the  Society  as  a 
pennatient  institution  had  beenimpeHlled. 
tBtO  the  children's  treasury  should  be 
Mpienished  tbe  extension  of  protection 
-ato  parts  of  the  land  in  which  it  still  did 
Ml  exist  was  impossible.  In  a  fifth  port 
cf  the  coantry  the  dumb  aud  helpless 
Himrs  most  go  on  enduring  their 
"tfisriogs  Qodiscovered  and  unhelped. 
The  Report  went  on  to  say  that  a  re- 
■cnre  fund  was  absolutely  necespary  to 
fkte  the  work  beyond  the  chances  of  a 
ziiideas  season,  a  prolcnged  strike,  or  a  stu- 
pendous commeroial  fraud.  An  European 
vir  might  make  aU  post  troubles  insignifi- 
cant. The  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Crodty  to  Animals  had  a  reserve  fund  of 
C70fiOO,  And  now  what  was  the  upshot 
of  all  this  ?  It  was  put  most  shortly  and 
pithily  in  the  Report.  The  Finance  and 
GcMiml  Poiposes  Committee  of  the 
Soeiety  reported — 

**<1)  That  on  June  16  it  owed  to  orediCorB 
i^no ;  (S)  that  during  the  Ust  year  the 
fadety  redveed  it«  expenditure  on  its  staff  and 
backed  its  expenditure  upon  the  extension  of 
Its  wgrk.    Tbe  weekly  ezpenditare  was  <980, 


while  the  average  weeklyinoome  of  the  Society 
in  sununer  was  £534,  thus  aoyunulating  on  the 
whole  exp^diture  a  further  deficiency  at  the 
rate  of  £460per  week.  The  Committee  there- 
fore reported— (1)  that  the  Society  must  at 
once  appeal  ibr  £6,000  to  dischaioe  its  preeent 
Uabilities  f  (2)  that  it  needed  a  depoeit  at  the 
bank  as  a  security  for  its  expenditure  in  the 
months  of  June,  July,  August,  and  September 
of  £5,000;  (3)  that  it  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance, in  order  to  plaoe  the  Society's  work 
beyond  the  chances  which  happened  in  the 
commeroial  life  of  tbe  country  and  to  establish 
it  upon  a  basis  which  was  both  permanent  and 
sound,  that  it  should  haye  a  reserve  fund.  The 
Committee  recommended,  in  consequence  of 
the  present  urgent  needs — (1)  that  the  Execu- 
tive Committee  should  request  its  Chairman  to 
write  a  letter  to  the  public,  to  be  issued  through 
the  papers,  appealing  for  ifunds  ;  (2)  that  the 
question  of  the  reduction  of  the  expenditure  by 
tbe  curtailment  or  giving  up  of  some  part  of 
the  Society's  work  should  be  deferred  until  the 
result  of  the  appeal  was  known." 

The  question  of  the  curtailment  or  giying 
up  of  some  part  of  the  Society^s  work  now 
hung  in  the  balance.  Justead  of  being 
extended  it  might  have  to  be  curtailed. 
And  now  what  could  their  Lordships^ 
House  do  in  the  matter  ?  There  had 
been  some  mention  lately  of  the  dis- 
abilities under  which  Members  of  that 
House  laboured.  And  one  of  those  dis- 
abilities, which  in  this  particular  instance 
seemed  a  very  heavy  disability,  was 
that  they  had  no  power  over  the  nation's 
resources,  and  were  unable  by  resolution 
or  otherwise  to  devote  any  part  of  them 
to  this  or  any  other  purpose.  That  was 
in  their  corporate  capacity  ;  but  as  in- 
dividual Members  they  were  not  bound 
by  any  such  restrictions,  and  among  the 
other  liberties  they  enjoyed  was  thiit 
cherished  liberty  of  the  Briton  of  being 
able  to  put  their  hands  as  deep  into  their 
own  pockets  as  ever  they  liked.  H^ 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  take  full 
advantage  of  that  liberty,  for  they  might 
rest  assured  that  if  they  did  so,  and 
would  take  their  rightful  place  at  the 
head  of  this  great  national  movement, 
their  example  would  be  followed  by  the 
whole  nation,  and  the  actual  gain  to  the 
children's  cause  and  to  our  country's 
cause  would  be  out  of  all  proportion  to 
their  actuiU  eontributions,  however  mag- 
nificent they  might  be,  and  however 
worthy  of  the  great  aristocracy  of  which 
they  were  members. 

The  £arl  ok  CRANBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  I  an  glad  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  saying  a  word  in  favour  of  this  Bill, 
and  of  the  conduct  by  the  Society  which 
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has  been  referred  to  bjr  the  noble  Lord 
of  the  work  brought  about  by  the  former 
Act.  I  am  afraid  the  noble  Lord  is  a 
little  sanguine  in  suggesting  voluntary 
efforts  on  the  part  of  this  House  as  a 
means  of  supplying  the  requirements  of 
that  Society.  But  it  is  true  that  without 
the  Society  so  many  cases  of  cruelty  to 
children  would  not  have  been  discovered 
and  punished,  and  had  they  not  acted  as 
a  deterrent  many  more  cases  might  have 
happened.  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  eulogy  he  has  passed  on  the 
Society.  They  have  displayed  tact  and 
judgment  in  dealing  with  cases  of  a 
doubtful  character,  and  have  shown  great 
energy  in  their  proceedings  in  cases 
which  were  of  a  character  to  rouse  public 
indignation.  There  are  no  money  clauses 
in  this  Bill  to  provide  for  its  operation, 
but  I  cannot  help  saying  that  in  many 
cases  much  more  effect  would  have  been 
created  if  someone  connected  with  the 
Public  Prosecutor  had  been  called  upon 
to  take  charge  of  the  prosecution,  to  show 
that  the  Government  itself  is  interested 
in  the  suppression  of  such  offences. 
Even  if  the  Public  Purse  cannot  be  drawn 
upon  for  this  purpose,  some  provision 
might,  I  think,  be  made  to  facilitate  the 
obtaining  of  costs  from  those  who  have 
been  culprits  in  such  cases.  I  would 
only  now  suggest  to  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  that, 
if  this  Bill  passes  in  its  present  form,  he 
should  take  an  early  opportunity  of  con- 
solidating into  one  Statute  the  law  on 
this  subject. 

*LoRD  KOBTON  said,  there  could 
not  be  a  more  important  work  than  that 
done  by  the  Society.  But,  important  as 
was  the  subject,  there  never  was  a  worse 
drawn  Bill  than  this.  It  referred  en- 
tirely to  the  Act  of  1889,  as,  for  instance, 
applying  that  Act  to  *'  assaults,**  in  addi- 
tion to  ^'ill-treatment.**  He  joined  in 
hoping  that  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
able  to  consolidate  this  measure  with  the 
Act  of  1889,  so  as  to  make  it  intelligible, 
and  enable  the  operation  of  the  two 
measures  to  be  generally  understood. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  Although  it  may  have 
been  necessary  for  Parliamentary  pur- 
poses so  to  draw  this  Bill  as  to  make  it 
merely  an  amending  Bill,  as  soon  as  I 
read  the  Bill  I  felt  it  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  if  such  a  Bill  were  to  pass 
without  anything  more.    A  C«de  of  this 
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kind  for  the  protection  of  children  and  the 
punishment  of  those  who  ill-treat  or  im- 
properly deal  with  them  ought  to  be  in- 
telligible to  the  whole  community,  and 
therefore  1  have  given  instructions  for  a 
Consolidation  Bill  to  be  drafted  as  soon 
as  this  Bill  has  passed  both  Houses,  so 
that  the  law  may  be  found  in  a  single 
Act. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Would  it  not  be  better  to  make  this  Bill 
intelligible  in  the  meantime,  because 
there  is  always  a  doubt  whether  the  Con- 
solidation Bill  will  get  through,  and,  in 
case  it  does  not,  it  would  be  much  more 
satisfactory  that  this  Act  should  be 
made  intelligible  to  those  who  have  to 
w^ork  it 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  will  consider  that.  It 
might  be  possible  so  to  amend  the  Bill 
as  to  make  it  a  complete  embodiment  of 
the  law  on  the  subject.  1  do  not  know 
whether  that  would  be  within  the  func- 
tions of  the  Standing  Committee  as  a 
mere  Amendment,  but  at  the  same  time 
it  is  worth  while  considering  whether  it 
cannot  be  sent  down  to  the  other  House 
in  the  shape  of  a  Consolidation  Bill. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

NOTICE  OF  ACCIDENTS  BILL.— (No.  106.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  he  had  a  series  of  Amendments  to 
move  on  this  clause.  '  They  were  all  for 
the  simple  purpose  of  making  the  real 
intention  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
clear  and  intelligible.  The  object  was 
to  make  it  quite  clear  that  the  days  re- 
ferred to  should  be  working  days,  and 
not  include  Sundays  or  Bank  holidays. 

Amendments  moved,  in  Sub-section 
(1),  page  1,  lines  7  and  8,  leave  out 
('*  iiom  returning  to  his  work  and  doing 
five  hours'  work  *'). 

Line  9,  before  ("days  '*)  insert  (**work. 
ing"),  and  after  ('*  accident ")  insert 
("  from  being  employed  for  five  hours  on 
his  ordinary  work  **). 
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"  S.)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section  the  ex- 
pression *  working  day  *  shall  mean  '  a  day  on 
which  the  pexBon  injuzed  would,  but  for  the 
injury,  be  employed  in  his  ordinary  work.' " 

Clause  3,  Sab-»section  (6),  page  3,  line 
24,  after  (*♦  it  '•),  insert 

Cif  it  finds  that  the  accident  was  due  to  the 
act  or  default  or  n^ligenoe  of  that  person  **)• — 
iTke  Lard  BtUfour  of  Burleigh.) 

Lord  PLAYFAIR,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  accepted  the  proposed 
Amendments. 

Amendments  agreed  to* 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  moved,  in  Clause 
3,  page  8,  line  21,  after  (**any  ")  to  insert 
("costs  and  "). 

Line  24,  after  ("  it ")  to  insert- 
er and  any  such  order  shail,  on  the  application 
of  any  person  entitled  to  the  benefit  thereof, 
be  enforced  by  any  court  of  summary  jurisdic- 
tion as  if  the  costs  and  expenses  were  a  penalty 
imposed  by  the  court "), 

Line  25,  after  ("such")  to  insert 
("  costs  and  "). 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  desired  to  men- 
tion that  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
an  influential  medical  authority  stating 
certain  Amendments  which  they  wished 
to  have  made.  Thej  had,  however, 
failed  to  send  him  the  Amendments.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Lord 
had  received  and  would  insert  them. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  the  Amend- 
ments had  been  forwarded  to  him,  and 
had  they  arrived  at  an  earlier  stage  of 
the  Bill  they  would  have  received  full 
consideration ;  but  the  Board  of  Trade 
thought  it  was  too  late  at  the  present 
advanced  stage  to  adopt  them. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
asked  when  it  was  intended  to  send  the 
Bill  to  a  Standing  Committee  ? 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  it  would  be 
either  to-morrow  or  to-morrow  week. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  that  was  a  very  indefinite  reply. 
The  House  could  not  know  what  went 
on  in  the  private  confabulations  of  the 
two  noble  Lords  opposite.  He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  state  on  which  of 
those  days  it  was  to  be. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  fixed  the  Standing 
Committee  for  to-morrow  week. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee ;  and  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  130.) 


ARBITBATION  (SCOTLAND)  iBILL  [H.L.]. 

(No.  78.) 

Retarned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

MUSIC      AND       DANCING       LICENCES 
(MIDDLBSBTX)  BILL.— (No.  69.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION (LONDON)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

(No.  66.) 
House    in    Committee   (according  to 
Order)  :    Bill  reported   without  amend- 
ment :    Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 

COCKENZIB     FISHERY     PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL— (No.  109.) 
House    in    Committee  (according    to 
Order)  :    Bill   reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee   negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  9)  BILL. 
(No.  111.) 
Read   3*  (according  to  Order),    and 
passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL     ORDER    (No.    10)    BILL. 

(No.  107.) 
Read    3*   (according   to  Order),   and 

passed . 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(PROCEDURE)    BILL     [h.l.].— (No.     37.) 

Commons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

BISHOPRIC  OF  BRISTOL  ACT  (1884) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  !• ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Thursday  next. — {The  Viscount  Cross.) 
(No.  131.) 

CHIMNEY  SWEEPERS  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  132.) 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  (PROSECUTIONS) 

BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1% 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  133.) 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o*clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  25th  June  1894. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS, 


EAST  iLONDON  WATEK  BILL  (hy  Order). 
As  amended,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  Steading  Orders  223 
and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  third  time.— (Z>r.  Fur- 
quharson,) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  A.  GROVE  (West  Ham,  N.)  rose 
and  said  that  be  was  desirous  of  moving 
snndrj  Amendments. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  oat  of  Order.  This  Bill  has  already 
been  read  a  third  time.  The  Bill  now 
before  the  House  is  the  Newcastle  and 
Gateshead  Water  Bill. 

LONDON  STREETS  AND  BUILDINGS 

BILL. 
•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of   Dean)   rose   to   move   the  following 
Notice : — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instroction  to  the  Committee 
to  deal  with  the  appointment,  control,  and  dis- 
missal of  district  surveyors,  fees  and  salaries  of 
district  surveyors,  and  generally  the  powers  and 
duties  of  district  surveyors,  and  any  Amend- 
ments thereon  submitted  to  the  Committee/* 

He  notioed  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill  had  just  come 
into  the  House.  He  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  was 
not  responsible  for  the  exact  terms  of  the 
Amendment^  and  he  must  say  that  for 
his  own  part  he  should  not  have  imagined 
that  there  was  any  Instruction  necessary. 
He  supposed  that  his  object  could  be  ac- 
complished without  any  Instruction. 

•Mr.  STUART  -  WORTLEY 
(Sheffield,  Hailam)  said,  he  noderstood 
that  this  Instruction  wan  moved  because 
he  had  ruled  certain  Amendments  out  of 
Order.  He  did  not  think,  however,  that 
this  Motion  would  enable  them  to  deal 
with  the  question  which  they  desired  to 
raise.  It  seemed  to  him  that  any  matter 
of  the  sort  would  be  entirely  without  the 
scope  of  the  Instruction. 

Sir   C.    W.   DILKE  :    I   undersUnd 
that   the   Chairman   of    the   Committee 


•stated  that  there  was  DOthiag  U^  ^^ 
Notice  governing  the  case  of  diatrict 
surveyors* 

M«.  STUABT-WOBTLKY  aaid,  be 
conld  not  oonseni  to  be  held  too  closely 
to  the  shorthand  note  of  what  ha  sfiid  ; 
he  could  only  be  held  to  the: actual  deoi*' 
sion  he  gave  on  the  Amendment,  the 
efPi^t  of  wUioh  was  that  it  would  be  to 
practically  merge  and  abolish  the  office 
of  district  surveyor. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE :  Then  I  am  to 
understand  that  that  Amendment,  which  is 
an  arrangement  between  the  promoters 
of  the  other  Amendment  and  the  County 
Council,  will  be  in  Order  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Instruction  is 
couched  in  rather  unusual  language,  and 
I  am  scarcely  able  to  appreciate  its  full 
scope  and  meaning  ;  but  if  it  is  intended 
to  empower  the  Committee  to  deal  with 
the  appointment,  control,  and  dismissal 
of  district  surveyors,  the  Committee  has 
that  power  already,  and  has  determined 
to  deal  with  the  question.  Therefore, 
the  Instruction  will  be  unnecessary,  and 
it  is  out  of  Order  on  that  ground. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  As  I  have  already 
said,  I  am  not  responsible  for  the  form 
in  which  the  Instruction  is  put  ou  the 
Paper  ;  but  I  am  glad  to  hear  what  the 
Speaker  has  said,  because  it  shows  that 
the  object  I  have  in  view  has  been  aocom* 
plished  without  moving  the  Instruction* 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  am  glad  to 
be  rnled  out  of  Order,  and  will  not  pro- 
ceed further  in  the  matter. 


(QUESTIONS. 


HIGHLAND  RAILWAY  TRAINS  AND  THH 
AUTOMATIC  BRAKK. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  f 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  trains  on  the  High- 
land Raili\'ay  are  so  marshalled  that  the 
automatic  brake  is  in  action  throughout 
that  part  of  the  train  which  conveys 
passengers  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  be  pn> 
poses  to  take  steps  to  compel  the  High- 
land Railway  Company  to  adopt  such 
means  as  shall  secure  the  maximum  of 
safety  to  persons  travelling  on  that 
line? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  CMr.  Brycb,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
I  believe  that  certain  trains  on  tbe  High- 
land Railway  are  not  yet  marshalled  in 
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oeh  A  nuumer  m  to  allow  tbe  »atoiiiatic 
hnkm  to  be  in  motioo  throughout  that 
mit  of  the  trmio  which  carries  passengers. 
The  Board  ol  Tnule  are  pressing  the 
Company,  and  in  the  last  resort  may 
have  to  take  proceedings  against  them 
aader  the  powers  of  the  Regulation  of 
£ailwajs  Act,  1889. 

ROADSIDE  GRAZING  RIGHTS. 

Ma.  C.  HOBHOUSE  (Wilts,  De- 
▼ises)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  GoTemment  Board  in  whom  the 
right  of  grasiug  on  the  grass  strips  by 
the  skle  of  main  and  district  roads  Tests  ; 
and  what  power  the  District  Councils 
and  Parish  Councils  will  have  orer  them 
ander  the  Local  Government  Act  of 
1894  ? 

•Th*  president  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
LinE^'RS,  Bradford,  Central) :  No 
general  answer  can  be  given  to  the 
qMstioa  as  to  the  right  of  grasingon  the 
grui  stripe  by  the  side  of  roads.  In 
•ooe  cases  it  would  attach  to  the  owner 
of  the  soil,  who  prima  facie  would  be 
the  adjoining  proprietor,  and  in  other 
iattances  to  the  lord  of  the  manor  or  to 
the  survejor  of  highways.  In  Local 
Boanl  districts  the  right  would  usually 
sttach  to  the  Urban  Sanitary  Authority, 
with  tho  exception  that  it  would  appear 
10  attach  to  the  County  Council  when 
tlie  nain  road  is  vested  in  them.  Under 
Ssetioo  26  of  the  Local  Government 
Act  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  District 
CoQDcil,  on  the  representation  of  a 
Ffensb  Coonoil,  to  take  proceedings  to 
prereut  any  unlawful  encroachment  on 
say  roadside  waste  within  tlieir  district. 

SLAVKRV  IN  ZANZIBAR  WATERS. 

Me.  J.  A.  PEASE  (NorthumberUnd, 
Tjueaide) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
8etretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs 
whether  Her  Majesty^s  Government  has 
rKeiTed  any  Report  of  a  capture  of  a 
^re  dhow  in  Zanzibar  waters  bound  for 
Moseat,  on  or  about  the  1 3th  of  May  last, 
bj  H.M.S.  Philomel ;  and  whether  the 
hberation  of  the  dhow  after  the  condem- 
ostioft  of  the  slaves  by  Her  Migesty^s 
Vies  Admiralty  Court  in  Zanzibar,  is  not 
a  breach  of  the  provisions  of  the  General 
Act  of  tbe  Brussels  Conference  ? 
•Th«  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(8ir  K.   Grxt,  Northnmberhind,    Ber- 


wick) :  A  Report  has  been  received,  from 
which  it  appears  thatt  I  he  Court  was 
satisfied  that  there  was  no  guilty  know* 
ledge  on  the  part  of  the  owner  or  the 
master.  Under  these  circumstances^  the 
release  of  tbe  dhow  was  not  in  contra- 
vention of  the  spirit  of  the  Brussels 
Act. 

THK  CONGO  TREATY. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  as  stated  in  Berlin  tel^ 
grams,  an  agreement  has  been  come  to 
between  the  Governments  of  Great 
Britain  and  Germany  with  regard  to  the 
Congo  Treaty;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
can  inform  the  House  what  are  the  con- 
ditions of  such  Agreement  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  In  compliance  with 
the  request  of  the  King  of  tbe  Belgians, 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  have  signed 
an  Agreement  with  him  by  which 
Article  III.  of  the  Agreement  of  May  12 
is  withdrawn. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
May  I  ask  wlietber,  under  the  new 
arrangements,  British  goods  will  have 
free  transit  over  the  territory  with  re- 
gard to  which  the  article  had  been  with- 
dmwn  ;  and  whether  it  will  still  be  open 
to  Great  Britain  to  erect  a  telegraph  wire 
across  that  territory  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Article  III.  has  been 
withdrawn,  but  no  new  conditions  have 
been  made  in  doing  so. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Was  that  not  tbe  <*^se  under  the  old 
Agreement  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  give  me  notice  I  will  give  the  in- 
formation. 

AFGHAN    WAR    PROMOTIONS. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Military  Department  at  the  India 
Office  has  been  directed  to  the  fact  that 
officers  on  the  General  List  of  the 
Lidiau  Army  who  were  rewarded  for 
their  services  in  the  Afghan  War  b^ 
the  grant  of  brevet  rank,  will  on  their 
approaching  promotion  to  the  rank  of 
Major  General  receive  £419  a  yeaTf 
instead  of  £700,  to  which,  had  they 
not  so  distinguished  themselves,  thejF 
would  have   been    entitled    under    the 
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existing  Regulations,  and  on  being 
forced  to  retire  will  eventuallj  lose  £50 
a  year  on  their  pension  ;  whether  there 
is  any  reason  why  officers  should  be  thus 
penalised  ;  and  if  it  is  possible  to  remedy 
this  grievance  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H,  H.  Fowleb,  Wolver- 
hampton,  £.)  :  The  Colonels  to  whom  the 
hon.  Member's  question  relates  were 
allowed  to  reside  in  England  on  £700  a 
year,  while  unemployed,  until  succession 
to  the  Coloners  allowance  or  promotion 
to  Major  General  in  consideration  of  their 
having  lost  their  regimental  appointments 
under  the  rules  for  the  limitation  of 
tenure  introduced  in  1882.  This  ques- 
tion was  decided  by  Lord  Cross  in  1 887, 
and  I  see  no  reason  for  dissenting  from 
his  view  that  there  is  not  the  same 
reason  for  this  concession  to  Colonels 
promoted  to  be  Major  Generals  who, 
whether  their  promotion  had  been  ac- 
celerated by  brevet  or  not,  always  vacated 
their  regimental  appointments  on  pro- 
motion to  the  latter  rank,  and  then  came 
under  the  rules  and  rates  of  pay  applicable 
to  their  new  grade.  Officers  on  the 
General  List  promoted  to  be  Major 
Generals  are  not  forced  to  live  in  this 
country  on  £419  a  year,  or  to  retire. 
They  can  reside  in  India  on  Rs.  12,000  a 
year  with  the  possibility  of  being  selected 
for  further  employment ;  or  they  can 
retire  on  a  pension  of  £700  a  year  after 
82  years'  service,  or  £750  after  38 
years.  I  cannot  admit  that  they  have 
<^y  grievance  which  calls  for  redress. 

BENGAL  JURY  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Report  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment on  the  recommendations  of  the 
Bengal  Jury  Commission  has  been 
received  ;  whether  it  deals  with  the 
question  of  extending  trial  by  jury  in 
Bengal ;  and  when  it  will  be  laid  before 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  ascer- 
tained  that  the  viesrs  of  all  the  local 
governments  have  reached  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  and  are  now  under  its  con- 
sideratioo.  It  is  probable  that  the  Bengal 
letter  hax  dealt  with  the  question  whe- 
ther trial  by  jury  should  be  extended  in 
that  Province ;  but,  until  I  receive  the 
Grovernment  of  India's  Report,  I  am  un- 

Sir  Seymour  King      , 


able  to  give  a  definite  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  question. 

THE  PETROLEUM  ACTS. 

Mr.  PAUL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
SecreUry  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  can  now  say 
when  he  proposes  to  move  the  Appoint- 
ment of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Petroleum  Acts  ;  who  will  be  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee ;  and  what  will  be 
the  terms  of  the  Reference  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  hopcMB  to 
move  the  appointment  of  this  Committee 
in  the  course  of  the  present  week.  The 
names  and  the  terms  of  Reference  will 
appear  on  the  Paper  in  a  day  or  two. 

LABOURERS'    COTTAGES    IN    THE 
COOTEHILL  UNION. 

Mr.  young  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  several  applications  have  been  made 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  over 
two  months  ago  for  an  inquiry  under 
Section  4  of  <^The  Labourers'  Act,  1871,^ 
in  respect  of  certain  representations  for 
cottages  in  the  Tullyvin  Dispensary  Dis^ 
trict  of  Cootehill  Union,  on  which  the 
Guardians  have  refused  to  act ;  whether 
all  the  formalities  have  been  complied 
with ;  and  whether  the  Local  Grovern- 
ment Board  propose  to  order  an  inquiry  ; 
and,  if  so,  when  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  applications  referred 
to  were  received  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  six  weeks  ago,  and  thev  have 
since  been  in  communication  with  the 
Guardians  on  the  subject.  It  may 
possibly  be  necessary  to  order  an  inquiry 
under  the  section  of  the  Act  mentioned^ 
but  the  date  of  such  inquiry,  if  ordered, 
will  depend  upon  the  other  and  prior 
engagements  of  the  Inspector  for  the  dis* 
trict. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  COURT 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  I  beg 
to  a«k  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  public  iuoonvenience,  which  he 
admitted  on  the  20th  of  November,  189^ 
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WM  then  arisiDg  from  the  9tat6  of  boBi- 
oeu  b  the  MetropoliUa  Police  Courts, 
•till  coDtinoee  ;  sod  when  he  will  give 
eAet  to  the  re-mmagemeot  of  areas 
sod  of  busioess  which  he  then  proposed 
toearry  oat  ? 

Mb«  ASQUITH  :  The  matter  has 
sot  been  lost  sight  of,  bat  there  are  diffi- 
callies,  aod  I  can  only  say « that  I 
mreetate  the  inconvenience  referred  to, 
iod  am  doing  my  best  to  see  how  far  they 
■ay  be  instigated  by  some  re-arrange- 


TBXATXBKT  OP  CHILDBEN  IK  POOR 
LAW  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  S.  smith  (FUntshire) :  I  beg 
10  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Oo- 
nmment  Board  whether  his  attention 
bt  been  oallad  to  the  conviction  of 
Nvse  Gilleapie,  of  the  Hackney  Union 
•dKiols  at  Brentwood,  of  gross 
cnelty  to  the  children  under  her  care  ; 
whether  he  will  direct  an  inquiry  to  be 
■ads  as  to  the  conduct  of  workhouse 
K^oob  generally,  and  the  after  effect  on 
tbe  children  of  workhouse  training  ;  and 
whsiher,  in  view  of  the  well-known 
fMper  taint  of  such  children,  he  will 
■ns  a  Circular  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
moaimeoding  boarding  out  and  emigra- 
tiM  wherever  possible  ? 

Sn  J.    GORST    (Cambridge    Uni- 

nnitT) :    At  the  same  time  I  will  ask 

1^  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,   in 

vww  of  the  recent  disclosures  at  the 

P«f«it  Gate  and  Brentwood  schools,  he 

viO  eoosent  to  a  public  inquiry  by  a 

Committee  of  the  House  of  Conunons  or 

^  a  Commission,  as  to  how  far  it  is 

inmihle  for  the  Local  Authorities    to 

am  the  health  and  humane  treatment 

of  children  in  large  barrack  schools  ;  and 

vhilher  it  would  not  be  better  to  substi- 

Ms  a  lystem  of  boarding  out  children  in 

dM  fyntlies  of  workers  or  providing  for 

^^tm  in  cottage  hoo»es,  where  the  spread 

^  iafeetioas  disease  and  inhuman  treat* 

■>Bt  could  be  mora*  effectively  checked  ? 

*Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  As  I  have 

fnvbof ly  stated,  my  attention  has  been 

called    to     the    conviction     of     Nurse 

6fli«q>ie  at  the  schools  of  the  Hackney 

Uakm  at  Brentwood,  and  I  have  deter* 

Bined  that  there  shall  be  a  full  investi- 

gatioQ    into    the    management    of     the 

•ehook.    The  inquiry  will  be  a  public 

one,  aod  the  erideoce  will  be  taken  on 

oatb«    With  regard  to  the  question  as  to 


a  general  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  or  by  a  Commission, 
the  subject  will  receive  my  consideration, 
but  I  will  defer  any  decision  until  after 
the  inquiry  which  I  propose  should  now 
be  held  in  the  case  of  the  Hackney 
schools.  As  to  the  questions  which  are 
raised  with  regard  to  the  boarding  out  of 
children  or  providing  for  their  emigra- 
tion, I  must  point  out  that  in  the  case  of 
a  very  larse  proportion  of  the  children 
in  these  schools  neither  of  these  systems 
would  be  available  ;  but  every  facility  is 
afforded  to  Guardians  by  the  Local  Go* 
vemment  Board  for  tlie  adoption  of 
either  plan. 

KILLARNBY  POOR  LAW  UNION. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.}  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  for  what  period  the  Vice  Guardians 
placed  in  charge  of  the  Killamev  Poor 
Law  Union  have  been  appointed ;  and 
whether  any  arrears  of  rent  on  labourers* 
cottages  were  due  when  the  Board  of 
Guardians  was  dissolved  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  SecUon  26  of  1  &  2 
Vict.  c.  56  provides  that  unless  the 
Local  Government  Board  shall  sooner 
revoke  or  determine  the  appointment  of 
paid  officers  appointed  in  lieu  of  a  Board 
of  Guardians,  they  shall  hold  their  offices 
for  the  term  of  one  year  from  the  date  of 
their  appointment,  and  thenceforth  till  the 
time  of  the  next  election  of  Guardians 
for  such  Union  and  no  longer.  Thus  the 
Vice  Guardians  of  Killarney  Union  can 
remain  in  office  until  Mareh  25,  1896, 
unless  it  be  found  expedient  to  reinstate 
the  Board  of  Guardians  before  that  date. 
The  clerk  of  the  Union  states  that  the 
amount  of  arrears  of  rent  on  labourers* 
cottages  due  when  the  Board  of  Guar* 
dians  was  dissolved  was  £417. 

LISTOWBL  UNION  RATB8. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the  total 
rate  struck  by  the  Listowel  Board  of 
Guardians  in  the  years  1880  and  1899, 
the  amount  per  £1  in  both  years  pay* 
able  by  the  ratepayers,  and  the  numtor 
of  the  holdings  in  the  Union  under  £4 
valuation  in  which  the  whole  rate  is  paid 
by  the  landlord  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  clerk  of  the 
Listowel   Union  reports   that   the   totid 
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rate  struck  by  the  Guardians  of  the 
Union  in  the  year  1880  was  £3,455,  and 
in  1893,  £9,274  in  the  new  Union,  ua^ 
the  Union  as  enlarged  by  the  addition 
of  part  of  Glin  Union  in  1891.  The 
amount  per  £1  payable  by  the  ratepayers 
in  1880  was  Is.  3|d.  In  1893  the  average 
poundage  was  2s.  8^  The  number  of 
holdings  in  the  Union  under  £4  in  which 
the  whole  rate  is  payable  by  the  landlord 
is  2^7. 

NEWCASTLE  HARBOUR. 
.  Mr,  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  last  annual  Report  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Irish  Fisheries,  from  which  it  appears 
that  during  the  year  14,801  cwt.  of 
herrings  were  caught  in  the  Ardglass 
district  and  13,849  cwt.  in  the  Kilkeel 
district ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  New- 
castle is  situate  midway  between  Kilkeel 
and  Ardglass,  and  that  during  the  same 
year  upwards  of  263  tons  of  fish  (ex- 
clusiye  of  mackerel  and  herrings)  were 
forwarded  from  Newcastle  by  the  Bel- 
fast and  County  Down  Railway  alone ; 
whether  Mr.  Rough  ton,  the  Inspecting 
Lieutenant,  has  reported  that  the  har- 
bour at  Newcastle  remains  in  the  deplor- 
ably useless  state  so  often  reported  ;  and 
whether,  considering  the  number  of  lives 
already  lost  there,  the  great  danger  to 
the  poor  fishermen,  and  the  loss  to  the 
country  by  reason  of  the  want  of  safe  and 
requisite  harbour  accommodation  at  New* 
castle,  be  will  now  send  an  Inspector  to 
the  place  with  the  view  of  reporting 
what  can  be  done  to  lessen  the  danger  to 
which  these  fishermen  are  at  present  con- 
stantly exposed  ? 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
May  I  appeal  to  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  give  this  question  serious  con- 
sideration ?  It  is  a  matter  of  vast  im- 
portance to  these  fishermen. 
•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
I  have  seen  the  Report  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Irish  Fisheries  referred  to,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  it  does  not  enable  me  to  vary 
the  answer  which  I  have  more  than  once 
given,  to  the  effect  that  there  are  no 
funds  available  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving the  accommodation  at  Newcastle, 
and  it  could  only  give  rise  to  unfounded 
hopes  to  send  a  Board  of  Works  engineer 
to   inspect    the   harbour.      The   matter 

Mr.  J.  Morhy 


appears  to  be  one  for  the  oonsideration  o| 
the  County  Authorities. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  send  an  Inspector  to  the 
place  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  It  is  the  duty 
of  the  County  Authorities  firpt  to  move 
in  this  matter. 

Mr.  MK^ARTAN  :  Is  it  a  fact  that 
this  place  has  been  neglected  by  suc- 
cessive Governments ;  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  visited  the 
district,  will  there  be  any  chance  of  its 
receiving  some  attention  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  the 
practice  of  the  Treasury  was  to  consult 
the  Board  of  Works  in  such  matters. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.): 
Yes ;  but  will  any  money  be  sent  to  assist 
these  people,  who  have  been  ^' stuck*' 
over  this  pier  already  ? 
•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  they  have  been  ''  stuck  "  over  it. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  Is  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  in  the  beginning  the 
ratepayers  were  obliged  to  take  up  the 
building  of  this  work  witbo^t  having  any 
voice  in  the  administration  of  it  ? 
•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was  not 
aware. 

Mk.  MK3ARTAN:  Is  there  any 
chance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao  him- 
self visiting  the  place  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  have  ahreadj 
visited  parts  in  the  North  and  South  of 
Ireland  ;  and  if  an  opportunity  is  given 
me  by  the  Government  remaining  in 
Ofiioe,  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  visit  it 
next  year. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  May  I  tell  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  not  far  from 
Ballykilbeg,  and  I  idiall  be  very  glad  to 
see  him  there. 

TELEGRAPH  DEPARTMKNT  INQUIRY. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee inquiring  into  the  Telegraph 
Department  have  presented  their  Report, 
and  whether  he  can  say  what  proposals, 
if  any,  have  been  maae  respecting  the 
grievances  of  the  staff,  which  he  an- 
nounced would  be  inquired  into  ? 

Thb  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.) ; 
On  the  drd  of  April,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  stated  that  the  Committee  in 
question,  which  was  mainly  intended  to 
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ioqoire  into  Uie  posaibilitj  of  iatroduoiog 
teoaomj  into  the  Service,  would  report 
tor  the  iofonaatioD  »iid  gaid»Doe  of  (he 
Departmeot,  aad  that  it  was,  conee- 
qoeotljy  Dot  certain  that  their  Beport 
wooJil  be  one  which  coaid  properly  be 
laid  before  Parliameot.  As  I  stoted,  in 
replj  to  a  qnestioQ  of  the  16th  of  Jane, 
I  bare  made  a  large  addition  to  the  staff 
•t  the  Central  Telegraph  Offic^  which 
h»  had  tbe  effect  of  improving  the 
pMition  and  proepeots  of  the  stoff  em- 
pbjed,  and  has  considerebl/  lessened 
the  oeoessitj  for  overtime  work.  I  am 
orafallj  considering  the  reoommendo- 
tioos  of  the  Committee,  and  taking  steps 
to  gire  effect  to  roost  of  them. 

THE  TRANSVAAL  MINING  INDUSTRY. 

Ma.   BARTLEV  (Islington,  N.) :  I 

^|  to  ask  the  Under  SecreUrj  of  Slate 

for  tiie  Colonies  whether  be  is  aware 

Wit  varioas   patents  for  processes  for 

^extraction  of  precious  metals  from 
*^  ores,  in  which  processes  cyanide  of 
ptMsiam  plajs  an  important  part,  have 
^  gnnted  to  British  subjects  by  the 
Tmntvaal  Government,  that  a  monopoly 
■prwsed  to  be  granted  by  the  Trans- 
^  Government  for  the  importation  of 
<J**Je  of  potassium,  which  will  prac- 
^^j  prevent  the  legitimate  use  of  such 
F««MeB,  whereby  great  loss  will  be 
**r«red  by  the  patentees ;  and  whether 
^  vill  make  a  repreeentation  to  the 
Tnawaal  Government  to  obtain  protec- 
*«•  for  stich  patentees  ? 

Tm  under  secretary  of 
STATE  roK  the  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
fctrmr.  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  j 
I  Mated  on  Tfamrsday,  in  answer  to  a 
l^eitioo  by  the  bon.  Member  for  Cam* 
^>rae,  that  the  matter  appeared  to  be 
Ms  of  importaace,  and  that  if  any  repre- 
■watiov  were  made  to  ns  that  we  won  Id 
f^^Mer  what  action  could  be  taken  in 
fV^  to  it.  I  have  since  received  the 
isfonnation  in  question,  and  we  are  now 
a  connnniioation  with  the  High  Com- 
^■Booer  on  the  subject. 

Ma.  HARTLEY  :  Is  the  hon.  Gen- 
(Wmao  aware  that  very  high  patent  fees 
vt  charged  for  the  right  of  working  in 
the  Tmnsvaal  ?  Is  not  that  a  serious 
eoQsideration  ? 

Ua.  8.  BUXTON  :  All  such  matters 
will  be  taken  into  consideration. 


EX*NATI0NAL  SCHOOL  TBaOHBB, 
P.   MTBIONB. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  8.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
received  a  Memorial  signed  by  the  priests, 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  merchants,  and 
others  in  the  district  of  Ballinamore, 
South  Leitrim,  on  behalf  of  Mrs.  Mar- 
garet M'Teigne,  of  Mayo,  Ballinamore, 
whose  husband,  Patrick  M'Teigne,  was 
teacher  of  Drumbibe  National  School, 
and  died  on  the  29th  ot  February,  1894, 
stating  that  previous  to  his  death  an 
award  of  £92,  retiring  allowance,  bad 
been  made  by  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education,  and  the  same  noti* 
fied  to  the  manager  of  the  school,  the 
Very  Rev.  D.  M*Breen,  P.P.,  Ballina* 
more ;  that  the  said  allowance  has  been 
so  far  withheld  from  the  widow  of  thb 
teacher;  and  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
recommend  that  under  the  circumstances 
the  amount  be  paid  over  to  her  without 
further  delay  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  1  have  received 
the  Memorial  referred  to  in  the  question. 
The  case  has  already  received  my  con- 
sideration in  connection  with  a  communi* 
cation  which  I  received  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  March  last,  and  I  regret 
that  I  oan  now  only  repeat  the  answer  to 
that  communication — namely,  that  the 
Regulations  strictly  preclude  the  pay- 
ment to  the  widow  of  the  gratuity  which 
would  have  been  payable  to  her  husband 
had  he  lived. 

CLOGHKR  PETTY  SESSIONAL  BENCIL 
Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  whether  Mr.  A,  McLaren, 
of  Augher,  County  Tyrone,  recently  ap- 
pointed to  the  Coram isHion  of  the  Peace 
for  that  county,  in  filling  up  the  usual 
papers  for  the  informatiou  of  the  Lord 
Uhanceilor,  made  known  the  fact  that  he 
was  the  holder  of  a  retail  licence  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  and  is  he 
aware  that,  on  the  nrst  day  Mr.  McLaren 
sat  atCIogber  Petty  Sessions  as  a  Justice, 
an  application  for  a  transfer  of  his  licence 
was  made  in  the  name  of  his  shop  assis- 
tant ;  whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
satisfied  that  the  transfer  is  bona  fide  ; 
and  if  the  transferee  is  a  householder,  as 
required  by  the  Licensing  Acts  ? 
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Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  Mr.  McLaren  did 
not,  in  filling  up  fai8  paper  for  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  describe  himseK  as  a  publican. 
He  described  himself  as  a  draper,  grocer, 
and  fanner.  He  had  previously— on  May 
12,  1894 — transferred  his  interest  in  the 
public-house  and  premises  to  a  man  named 
Smiton.  That  instrument  of  transfer  was 
examined  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  before 
the  appointment  was  sanctioned,  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  satisfied  that  the 
transfer  was  bon&  fide.  Subsequent 
careful  inquiries  have  confirmed  him  in 
this  belief,  and  also  that  Mr.  McLaren 
will  henceforth  have  no  interests  in  the 
profits  of  the  business  or  its  management. 
Mr.  McLaren  did  act  as  a  Magistrate  at 
Clogher  Petty  Sessions  for  the  first  time 
on  June  12,  but  he  did  not  sit  on  the 
Bench  when  the  application  for  a  transfer 
was  made.  He  did  not  vote  for  the 
transfer  or  take  any  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings in  this  case.  The  transferee  is, 
I  am  informed,  a  householder.  It  will  be 
for  the  Magistrates  at  Quarter  Sessions 
to  satisfy  themselves  on  this  point  when 
the  confirmation  of  the  transfer  is  sought 
for. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I 
shall  call  attention  to  this  matter  on  the 
Estimates. 

COMMANDEERING  IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afiairs  whether  the  South 
African  Republic  has  lately  violated 
Article  16  of  the  Convention  concluded 
on  the  27th  of  February,  1884,  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  South  African 
Republic ;  whether,  at  the  time  of  con- 
cluding such  Convention,  Her  Majesty 
was  Suzerain  of  the  Transvaal ;  whether 
under  that  Convention  British  subjects 
are  liable  to  military  service  under  a 
foreign  Republic ;  and  whether  the 
subjects  of  other  Sovereigns  than  Her 
Majesty  are  by  Treaty  excused  from  such 
service? 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  it  is  correct,  as 
stated  in  the  telegrams  from  South 
Africa,  that  British  subjects  in  the 
Transvaal  have  within  the  last  few  days 
been  forcibly  commandeered  and  sent  in 
prison  waggons  to  fight  in  the  Boer 
Army  ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  take  ? 


At  the  same  time,  I  will  also  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  can  inform  the  House 
as  to  the  reply  given  by  the  Transvaal 
Government  to  the  protest  made  by  Her 
Majesty*s  Government  against  the  com* 
mandeering  of  British  subjects  for  mili- 
tary service  in  the  Transvaal  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON :  Shr  H.  Loch 
arrives  to-day  at  Pretoria,  and  will  at 
once  enter  into  communication  with  Pre- 
sident KrUger  in  regard  to  the  question 
of  commandeering.  Meanwhile,  I  should 
prefer  not  to  make  any  statement  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  darling  :  I  did  not  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  a  question  at  all.  I  put 
it  to  another  Minister,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Afiairs,  and  I  should  be 
obliged  if  he  will  answer  it.  It  is  of  some 
importance.  It  would  have  been  raised  on 
Friday  night,  only  there  were  so  few 
Members  of  the  Government  present. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  question  is 
quite  capable  of  being  answered,  but 
four  parts  of  it  refer  to  matters  now 
a  subject  of  negotiation  between  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  and  the  Transvaal 
Government,  and  it  might  be  a  disad- 
vantage to  answer  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.) :  Is  it  not  invariably  the  case  that 
any  questions  put  from  these  Benchea 
with  regard  to  the  Transvaal  are  always 
replied  to  in  the  same  way — ^that  they 
deal  with  matters  under  negotiation  ? 

Mr.  speaker  s  Order,  Order  I 

Subsequently— 

Mr.  darling  said  :  I  desire  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs  if  thev  can  inform  the  House 
whether  Her  Majesty  is  or  is  not  at  the 
present  time  Suzerain  of  the  Transvaal  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  That  is  a 
question  of  which  notice  ought  to  be 
given. . 

Mr.  darling  :  The  question  ap- 
pears on  the  Paper. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  tohl  the 
hon.  Member  has  already  been  informed 
by  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
that  it  is  inexpedient  at  the  present  time 
to  make  any  statement. 

Mr.  darling  :  I  did  not  under- 
stand that  that  referred  to  the  question  as 
to  the  suzerainty.  I  took  it  as  having 
regard  only  to  the  subject  of  comman- 
deering. 
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BEMUNERATION    OF    MEDICAL  WIT- 
NESSES AT  IRISH  ASSIZES. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland  if,  in  yiew  of 
the  approaching  Irish  Assizes,  haying 
regard  to  the  repeated  complaints  of  the 
insufficiency  of  the  scale  of  remuneration 
allowed  to  medical  witnesses  at  criminal 
trials  in  Ireland,  he  will  advise  a  recon- 
sideration of  the  subject  bj  the  proper 
Department  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  made  in- 
quiry into  this  matter,  and  have  examined 
the  scales  of  fees  payable  to  medical 
witnesses  at  criminal  trials  in  England 
and  Ireland  respectively.  The  scale  of 
fees  payable  to  such  witnesses  in  Ireland 
]«  already  much  in  excess  of  that  in  force 
in  this  country,  and  [  cannot,  therefore, 
advise  the  Treasury  to  sanction  a  revision 
of  the  payments  with  a  view  to  any  in- 
crease on  the  existing  scale. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  BOOTS. 
Captain  NORTON  (Newington,W.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  if  he  will  cause 
an  immediate  and  independent  inquiry  to 
be  made  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  the 
statement  that  considerable  dissatisfac- 
tion prevails  amongst  the  constables  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  as  to  the 
quality  and  comfort  of  the  boots  supplied 
to  them  is  true,  or  otherwise  ?  At  the 
same  time,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  name  of  the  firm  or  firms 
now  holding  the  contract  for  the  boots 
supplied  to  the  constables  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :   I  cannot  c6nsent 

to  any  such  inquiry  (t.e.,  as  to  alleged 

dissatisfaction  among  the  Metropolitan 

Police  as  to  the  quality  and  comfort  of 

their  boots),  which  would  be  altogether 

inconsistent  with  the  discipline  and  good 

government   of  the  Force.     Any  com- 

piaints  which  the  men  have  they  can 

make  to  their  officers,  as  they  well  know, 

and   the    most  considerate  attention   is 

always  given  to  any  representations  so 

pat  forward.     I   may   add  that,  as  the 

existing  contract  lias  nearly  three  years 

to   run,  any  immolate  change   in,  the 

system,  even  if  it  proved  to  be  desirable, 

would  be  impracticable.     There  are  two 

contractors — Messrs.  J.  &  E.  Reynolds 
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and   Messrs.    Pocock    Brothers  —  who 
supply  the  Force  with  boots. 


THE  ACHILL  ISLANDERS. 

Db.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  20  poor  people,  residents  of 
Achill  Island,  and  most  of  them  survivors 
of  the  late  boating  disaster  in  Clew  Bay, 
were  recently  summoned  by  the  agent  of 
the  Pike  Estate  in  Achill  Island  for  pick- 
ing some  heath  off  the  wild  mountain 
for  the  purpose  of  making  brooms  ;  that 
three  of  them  were  fined  Id.  each,  and 
that  the  Magistrate  dismissed  the  case 
against  the  remaining  17  ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  thq  fact  that  these  people  pay 
for  the  grazing  of  the  mountain,  and  that 
many  of  them  are  too  ill  after  the  boat- 
ing disaster  to  proceed  to  England  and 
Scotland  to  earn  money  to  pay  their  rent, 
he  can  take  any  steps  to  prevent  a  re- 
currence of  such  prosecutions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  some  22  persons  were  summoned 
for  trespass  to  the  last  Achill  Petty 
Sessions,  held  on  the  16th  instant,  by  the 
agent  of  the  Pike  Estate  in  Achill  Island. 
Seven  of  the  summonses  were  withdrawn, 
as  it  was  shown  that  some  of  the 
defendants  had  been  drowned  in  the 
recent  disaster,  and  that  others  were 
away  at  Westport.  In  the  remaining  15 
cases  fines  of  6d.  each  and  costs  were 
imposed,  and  amongst  this  number  were 
three  of  the  survivors  from  the  accident. 
The  District  Inspector  of  Constabulary 
informs  me  that  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  people  pay  grazing  for  the  lands  on 
which  they  were  found  trespassing.  I 
need  hardly  add  that  these  proceedings 
were  not  at  the  suit  of  the  police,  and 
that  the  Crown  have  no  means  of  inter- 
fering in  any  way  with  private  prosebu- 
tions.  Qi 

DRte)R.  AMBROSE  :  Cannot  some- 
thingiiei^  done  to  restore  the  cattle  taken 
from  int^G  poor .  people  and  sold  to  pay 
the  ^rgo.^^^^^Sf  sheep  were  sold  at  2d. 

each  ,nees  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^*  ^ 

*tte  tc  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  know 
whe^rai  imp^e  are  any  legal  powers  of 
inter^^  evei^  ^^^  ^  ^^^  inquire. 

TffioluBGAN  DISTURBANCES. 
Mb.  M*CA&TAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  ISecre.tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  now  give  any 
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fnrther  particnlKrs  u  to  the  dlipoaition 
of  the  police  Id  Lurssn  oa  the  lOth 
iiutaot,  when  the  Bev.  Willikm  JU'Cartan 
on  his  way  home  was  beaten  au<l  wounded 
in  one  of  the  streets  P 

Mb.  J.  MOBLET  :  I  have  not  yet 
arrived  at  a  decision  in  this  matter. 
Very  probably  I  shall  require  to  be  fur- 
nished with  additional  information  to 
that  now  in  my  possession,  and  sometime 
must  necessarily  elapse  before  a  final 
decision  can  be  arrived  at. 

CODNTT  TYRONE  MAQISTKRIAL 
BENCH. 

Mb.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  LorA 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Lord 
Ashbourne,  when  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  appointed  John  G.  Porter  and 
John  S.  Gervau,  both  hotel  proprietors, 
holding  retail  licences,  to  be  Justices  of 
the  Feace  for  the  County  of  Tyrone 
and  whether  numerous  other  appoint* 
ments  of  holders  of  retail  licences  were 
made  nnder  the  late  AdroinistratioD  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  two  gentlemen  named  in  the 
question  were  appointed  to  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Feace  by  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor,  but  that  at  the  time  of  their 
appointments  they  were  proprietors  of 
"  temperance  "  hotels.  There  were  three 
proprietors  of  hotels  holding  publicans' 
licences  placed  in  the  Conuty  Commission, 
and  also  seven  gentlemen  holding  similar 
licences  placed  in  the  Borough  Commis- 
sion, during  the  term  of  the  late  Govum- 
ment.  In  none  of  these  casee  were  the 
persona  appointed  required  to  transfer 
their  licences,  nor  was  any  such  condition 
attached  to  their  appointment. 

Mb.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  ; 
Was  any  gentleman  holding  a  temperance 
hotel  licence  in  the  Connty  of  ^blin 
appointed  to  the  Commissior-  |q  the 
Peace  by  the  late  Govenunen*  ^ytn 

[No  answer  was  given.}         ^ 

CLOQHEB  PBTTT  BEBSI  \ 

Mb.    SEXTON:    I  tent  le 

Chief  Secretary  to  (be  -^  i^  at 

of    Ireland    whether  he'i^  it 

Captain  Ferrall  and  bis  so  j, 

Ferrall,  Magistrates  of  Tyrone,  aat 
together  and  voted  at  the  ClOgber  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  12tb  instant;  wbetber 
this  was  agaloat  rule,  and  contrary  to  the 
Mr.  M'Cartan 


'  engagement  entered  into  by  Mr.  J.  C 
Ferrall  on  his  appointment  to  the  Com- 
mission ;  and  what  notice  will  be  taken 
of  the  matter  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  P 

Hb.  J.  MORLET :  The  fact  is  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  The 
question  of  father  and  son  voting  together 
at  an  election  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks 
was  submitted  to  Lord  Chancellor  Bail 
in  the  year  1875,  and  he  decided  tfaat 
they  could  do  so.  Consequently,  the 
gentlemen  named  in  my  hon.  Friend's 
question  are  protected  by  this  decision  in 
their  action  on  the  occasion  referred  to. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Might  I  ask  whetber 
it  is  true  that  Mr.  J.  C.  Ferrall,  when 
receiving  his  appointment  to  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace,  undertook  not  to 
vote  at  the  same  time  as  his  father  P 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation on  this  point,  but  I  may  point 
out  that  this,  of  course,  is  a  matter 
apparently  for  the  exercise  of  good  taste 
and  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  persons 
themselves. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Does  this 
not  equally  apply  to  a  father  voting  for 
bis  son's  appointment  as  Petty  Sessions 
Clerk? 

Ms.  SEXTON:  I  would  ask  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  to  inquire  from  the 
Lord  Chancellor  whether  Mr.  J.  0. 
Ferrall,  on  receiving  his  appointment, 
promised  not  to  vote  at  the  same  time  as 
his  father  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  shall  cerUinly 
make  inquiries. 

TRACEBB  IN  THE  POSTAL  SERVICE. 
Mb.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
will  he  explain  why  two  senior  second- 
class  tracers  were  recently  passed  over 
when  filling  Taeancies  in  the  first  class  ; 
whether  these  men  are  now  performing 
duties  the  same  as  those  performed  by 
first-class  men  ;  whether  these  same  men 
have  been  passed  over  on  previons  occa- 
sions ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  great 
dissatisfaction  exists  among  the  tracers* 
staff  at  the  way  promotions  are  made ; 
and  whether  be  intends  to  take  steps  to 
allay  the  dissatisfaction  7 

Uk.  a.  MORLEY  :  When  I  made 
the  promotions  in  April  last,  I  very  care- 
fully considered  the  qualifications  ef  the 
two  officers  referred  to.  Ode  of  them 
bad  been  tried  en  first-class  duties,  bnt  at 
his    own    request  was   put   back    upon 


133 


The  Revision  of  {25  June  1894}  Long  Sentences. 


134 


second-class  duties,  and  I  did  not  think 
it  right  to  giye  him  the  promotion. 
Since  then  he  has  expressed  a  wish  to 
be  tried  again  upon  first-class  duties, 
and  is  being  tried  accordipglj.  As 
regards  the  other  officer,  I  have  nerer 
been  altogether  satisfied  with  his  con- 
duct, and  until  he  has  proved  himself  to 
be  more  reliable  I  cannot  promote  him. 

PETERHEAD  PRISON. 

Mr.  KEIB-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  warders  in  Peterhead 
Prison  are  on  dutj  on  an  average  62^ 
hours  per  week  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  discipline  is  very 
rigid  and  the  duties  fatiguing,  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  putting  the 
men  on  a  48-hour  week  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  am  informed  by  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners r  (1st)  that  the  present  hours 
of  duty  for  warders  at  Peterhead  are  on 
an  average  61  hours  and  35  minutes 
weekly  ;  but  taking  into  consideration  the 
shorter  hours  in  winter,  when  the  weekly 
average  is  o7  hours  and  20  minutes,  the 
average  over  the  whole  year,  is  59^ 
hoars  ;  (2)  that  a  somewhat  stricter 
discipline  can  be  maintained  at  Peter- 
head, where  the  staff  is  stronger  and 
better  paid  than  in  other  Scottish  prison; 
(3)  that  the  Commissioners  do  not  con- 
sider that  the  duties  of  the  warders  at 
Peterhead  are  more  fatiguing  than  in  a 
close  prison — probably  they  are  less  so. 
The  question  of  hours  of  warders,  in  re- 
lation to  the  duties  they  have  to  perform, 
is  one  which  would  have  to  be  considered 
in  commuaication  with  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. 

INCOME   TAX  VALUATION. 

Mr.  BBUNNEB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  what  basis 
the  Income  Tax  valuation  under 
Schedule  A  is  calculated,  and  what  pro- 
portion it  bears  to  the  Poor  Bate  assess- 
ment ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  The  assess- 
ment  to  Income  Tax  (Schedule  A)  is 
on  the  gross  annual  value  or  rack-rent. 
The  proportion  which  it  bears  to  the 
rateable  value  varies  very  considerably, 
according  to  the  nature  of  the  property 
ae  well  as  according  to  the  locality. 


MINERAL  RIfiHTS  IN  WALKS. 

Mr.  PBITCHABD  MOBGAN 
(Merthyr  Tydfil):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  whether  his  attentioa 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  of  the  recent 
discovery  of  the  original  grant  made  by 
Edward  VI.  to  Sir  WUliam  Herbert 
of  certain  manors  and  estates  in  South 
Wales ;  whether  in  this  grant  the 
minerals  are  '  reserved  to  the  Crown  ; 
whether  the  original  grant  included 
several  manors  in  which  extensive  coal 
and  minerals  have  been  and  are  being 
worked  ;  whether  the  title  of  the  Crown 
to  the  said  minerals  is  still  good  ;  and 
whether  the  Crown  can  claim  against  the 
persons  who  have  worked  them  iu  respect 
of  the  past  issues  and  profits  of  the 
minerals  ? 

•The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
J.  BiGBT,  Forfar)  :  My  attention  has  not 
been  called  to  the  grant  mentioned  in  the 
question,  but  I  have  ascertained  that 
some  such  grant  has  been  found  dated,  I 
believe,  1551.  I  am  informed  that  it 
is  not  the  fact  that  in  that  grant  there 
is  any  reservation  whatever  of  minerals 
to  the  Crown. 

Mr.  HEBBEBT  LEWIS  (Flint, 
&c.)  :  May  I  ask  whether  the  particulars 
relating  to  the  grant  have  been  investi- 
gated, and,  if  not,  whether  they  will  be, 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether 
there  is  any  reservation  of  mines  or 
minerals  ? 

*SiR  J.  BIGBY  :  I  am  told  that  some 
idea  had  got  abroad  that  the  particulars 
did  not  correspond  with  the  grant,  but 
that  this  is  altogether  without  basis.  In* 
vestigations  have  been  made,  and  there 
is  no  irregularity  or  difference  whatever. 

THB  REVISION  OF  LONG  SENTENCES, 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
03"^  State  for  the  Home  Department 
woi'ther  inquiry  is  made  from  time  to 
til  into  the  cases  of  prisoners  (unaided 
or  rgotten  by  friends)  under  long 
sei  ^es  whiol^Rappear  to  be  dispropor- 
tiq^f^l^^  to  thfi^thtffence ;  whether  the 
ge\  ^«Y  impressifercthat  the  Home  Office 
reV  .^x^' every  case  has  any  foundation  in 
facrV^^^nd  whether  in  the  interval  until 
the^ourt  of  Appeal  and  Beyision  of 
Sentences,  suggested  by  Her  Majpty^s 
Judges,  can  be  established  by  law,  no 
will  direct  such  cases  as  the  above  to  be 
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broQgbt  to  him  for  consideration,  either 
with  the  aid  of  the  presiding  Judge  or 
hj  his  own  judgment  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  do  not  understand 
what  is  meant  bj  the  words  *^k>ng 
sentences  which  appear  to  be  dispropor* 
tionate  to  the  offence  '* ;  but,  taking  the 
question  to  mean  whether  all  long 
sentences  are  revised,  I  maj  saj  it  is  a 
rule  of  the  Home  Office  that  all  long 
sentence  cases,  both  male  and  female,  are 
brought  under  the  review  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  at  10  years,  15  years,  and  20 
years,  and  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
then  made  either  by  consulting  the 
Judge  or  otherwise,  as  he  may  deem 
advisable.  All  cases  of  women  under 
sentence  of  peual  servitude  for  life  are 
brought  under  consideration  at  the  earlier 
period  of  seven  years,  as  well  as  at  the 
terms  before  mentioned.  This  considera- 
tion at  stated  intervals  of  long  sentence 
cases  is  in  addition  to,  and  apart  from, 
any  application  made  either  by  the 
prisoners  themselves  or  by  others  on 
their  behalf,  and  by  no  means  implies 
interference,  but  ensures  that  no  very 
long  term  of  penal  servitude  is  endured 
by  a  prisoner  without  the  circumstances 
of  his  case  being  duly  and  periodically 
considered. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  DECORATION. 
Sir  C.  DALRYMPLE  (Ipswich)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  will,  in  regard  to  the  decora* 
tton  about  to  be  issued,  consider  the 
claims  of  old  Volunteers  whose  record  is 
undoubted  and  can  be  vouched  for  by 
the  Adjutant  of  the  regiment  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commanding 
Officer? 

•The  secret ABY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  can  only  repeat  that  I 
do  not  see  my  way  to  make  the  grant  of 
this  medal  retrospective  to  Volunteers 
who  had  ceased  to  serve  before  1898  for 
reasons  I  have  more  than  once  stated. 

THE  CHANNEL  PLEET. 
Commander  BETHELL  (York,E.R., 
Holderness)  :  Can  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  state  whether  the  Channel 
Fleet  is,  and  has  been  for  the  past  few 
days,  at  Stornoway  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Suuttleworth, 

Mr*  Hopwood 


•  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  I  cannot  answer 
that  question  without  notice. 

ASSASSINATION  OF  THE  PRB8IDENT 
OF  THE  FRENCH  REPUBLIC. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sfa*  W.  Harcocrt,  Derby): 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  to-morrow  I  will 
move  an  Address  for  the  purpose  of  ex* 
pressing  the  sentiments  of  the  House  on 
the  assassination  of  the  President  of  the 
French  Republic.  It  will  be  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms : — 

**Tbat  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  to  convey  to  Her  Majesty  the  oz- 
pression  of  the  deep  sorrow  and  indignation 
with  which  this  House  has  learned  the  aatsan« 
nation  of  the  President  of  the  French  Republic, 
and  to  praj  Her  Majest  j  that  in  communicating 
her  own  sentiments  on  this  deplorable  event  to 
the  French  Government  Her  Majesty  will  also 
be  graciouslj  pleased  to  express  on  the  part  of 
this  House  their  abhorrence  of  the  crime  and 
their  sympathy  with  the  Government  and  people 
of  France." 

THE  ROYAL  BIRTH. 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT:   I  also  give 
notice  that  on  Thursday  I  will  move  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  on  the  birth  of 
a  son  to  the  Duke  of  York. 

THE  COLLIERY  EXPLOSION  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  ABEL  THOMAS  (Carmartheo, 
£.) :  Can  the  Home  Secretary  give  the 
House  any  recent  information  as  to  the 
number  of  lives  lost  in  the  colliery  ex- 
plosion in  Wales  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  regret  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  give  the  House  any  further 
information  than  is  contained  in  the  news- 
papers as  to  this  deplorable  event,  which 
I  believe  exceeds  m  magnitude  any  of 
which  we  have  had  experience  in  recent 
years.  Very  careful  investigations  are 
being  made  by  the  Inspector  on  the  sjpot. 
Most  gallant  efforts  were  made  to  save 
and  preserve  life.  There  is  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  loss  of  life  will  exceed  250 
persons. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE:  Will  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  moving 
the  Address,  embody  an  expression  of  the 
sympathy  of  the  House  with  the  relatives 
of  those  who  have  been  killed  by  the  ex- 
plosion ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  sure 
that  the  House  will  only  be  too  happy 
to  express  its  sympathy  with  the  sufferers 
by  this  explosion,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  that  will  form  part  of  an  Address. 
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The  feeling  of  the  House  Is  unanimous 
upon  the  subject.  I  am  sure  that  with* 
out  any  delay  I  may  at  onoe,  so  far  as  I 
am  able  to  do  so,  make  myself  the  mouth- 
piece now  of  hon.'  Members,  and  give 
expression  to  their  sympathy  and  regret. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham):  'Will  Supply  be 
taken  on  Wednesday  ? 

Sir  W.  HAECOURT  :  Not  as  I  am 
at  present  advised.  If  an  alteration  be 
made  I  will  let  the  House  have  notice  of 
it.  I  am  distinctly  hopeful  that  we  may 
get  through  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Budget  Bill  in  the  present  week,  and  in 
that  hope  we  shall  proceed  with  it  on 
Wednesday. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  190.) 
COHMITTEE.     \^Progres$^  22nd  JuneJ] 

[eighteenth  night.]  " 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Clause  16  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  that 
on  Friday  night  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Kingston  Division  of  Surrey  inquired  as 
to  the  effect  of  Clause  16  on  grants 
from  Imperial  funds  towards  local  taxa- 
tion. So  far  as  the  amount  of  the  gprant 
was  concerned,  no  doubt  it  would  be  the 
same  in  the  future.  But  the  point  was 
as  to  from  what  fund  the  subventions 
were  to  be  paid  in  the  future,  for  it  made 
all  the  difference  whether  they  were  to 
be  paid  by  personalty  or  by  realty.  If 
any  portion  came  from  realty  it  would 
practically  be  no  subvention  from  Im- 
perial funds.  What  had  been  the  history 
of  these  grants  from  Imperial  funds  in 
aid  of  local  taxation  ?  The  grants  were 
originally  made  because  local  rates  were 
levied  on  realty  ;  it  was  on  that  account 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
the  year  1888,.  gave  one-half  the  pro- 
ceeds of  Probate  Duty  in  relief  of  local 
taxation  as  a  subvention  to  be  paid  by 
personalty.  Thus  for  all  Imperial  pur- 
poses one-half  the  Probate  Duty  disap- 
peared from  Imperial  taxation,    and  it 

VOL,  XXVI.    [fourth  series.] 


was  evidently  the  intention  of  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  these 
subventions  from  Imperial  funds  in  aid 
of  local  taxation  should  be  paid  by  per- 
sonalty. But  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  went'  further,  and  said  that 
by  the  increase  of  Succession  Duty  equal 
taxes  would  be  levied  on  ail  kinds  of 
property  for  Imperial  purposes,  and  that 
the  contribution  from  Probate  Duty 
would  be  an  additional  tax  upon  per- 
sonalty with  the  sole  object  of  relieving 
local  taxation.  Personalty  and  realty 
were  intended  (by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  contribute  in  equal  and  fair 
proportion  towards  Imperial  purposes,- 
and  an  additional  £1,000,000  raised 
on  personalty  in  order  to  provide 
the  subvention  in  aid  of  local  taxation. 
But  under  the  Bill  personalty,  instead 
of  paying  £1,000,000,  would  only  pay 
£750,000,  so  that  realty  would  be  con- 
tributing £250,000.  Previously  per- 
sonalty paid  the  whole  £1,000,000. 
To  this  extent,  therefore,  personalty 
was  eased.  Surely  that  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  rigbt  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ?  Personalty  ought  to  continue 
to  pay  as  much  in  the  future  as  it  had  in 
the  past,  and  they  ought  not  now  to  pro- 
pose simply  to  relieve  realty  at  its  own 
expense^  and  to  let  personalty  off  to  the 
extent  of  £250,000. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  clause  was  open  to  the  ob- 
jection raised  by  the  hon.  Member.  He 
could  best  illustrate  the  case  by  suggest- 
ing that  there  were  three  contributory 
streams  which  ultimately  became  one 
stream.  They  took  from  the  main  stream 
the  same  amount  as  at  present  was  ob- 
tained from  the  contributory,  or  in  other 
words  the  probate  stream,  and  he  thought 
they  had  acted  for  the  best. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  accurately  followed  out 
his  simile.  The  Government  had  not 
taken  from  the  main  stream,  but  were 
drawing  from  a  private  brook  belonging 
exclusively  to  the  millowner — or  the 
owner  of  realty.  The  fact  was,  that  in 
the  future  the  grants  in  aid  of  local 
taxation  which  had  hitherto  been  paid  by 
personalty  alone  would  under  this  clause 
have  to  be  contributed  to  by  realty. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  8.) 
thought  the  complaints  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for    Preston    were    perfectly     well 
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fouDded,  and  that  real  property  would 
gradual ly  acquire  a  burden  from  which  it 
was  free  at  the  present  time.  Could  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  make  it  clear  by  the  Bill 
that  these  grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
should  in  the  future  as  in  the  past  be 
deemed  to  be  paid  out  of  funds  con- 
tributed bj  personalty  ? 

Mr.  hartley,  while  holding  that 
these  grants  were  dangerous  in  principle 
and  led  to  extravagance  in  local  ad- 
ministration, agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  that  thej  were  running 
the  risk  under  this  clause  of  conyerting 
into  a  mixed  fund  money  which  had 
hitherto  been  contributed  by  one  class  of 
property  alone. 

Sir  B.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  the  point  really  was  whether  justice 
was  being  done  to  the  laud  and  real  pro- 
perty in  this  matter  ?  He  greatly  feared 
that  the  illustration  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  different  streams 
was  one  which  really  darkened  counsel, 
and  misled  the  judgment.  There  might 
have  been  some  force  in  the  meta- 
phor if  the  stream  had  not  already 
belonged  to  the  recipient  of  the  fund. 
It  had  been  proved  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  that, 
supposing  the  amount  received  by  the 
landed  interest  was  £1,000,000,  under 
the  arrangement  made  by  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
the  subvention  would  be  now  reduced 
to  £750,000.  Therefore,  the  subvention 
was  being  reduced  to  the  extent  of 
£250,000,  and,  j9ro  tanto^  one  more  burden 
was  being  placed  upon  the  already  over- 
burdened in  tercet  of  real  property.  To 
this  extent  real  property  was  being  sub- 
jected to  an  additional  tax. 

Mr.  hanbury  said,  he  wished  to 
state  very  shortly  his  objection  to  the 
clause.  As  he  understood  the  grant  of 
the  Probate  Duty  in  aid  of  local  taxation, 
it  was  a  grant  of  an  additional  tax  after 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
fairly  distributed  the  Imperial  taxes 
between  realty  and  personalty.  He  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  would  assume  that  the  Chan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  to-day  doing 
exactly  the  same  thing  as  the  late  Chan* 
oellor  had  done.  The  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  had,  according  to  his  view,  appor- 
tioned the  Imperial  taxes  fairly  between 
realty  and  personalty,  but  he  had  levied 
a  t:ix  wliich  wail  to  go  in  aid  of  local  tax* 

Sir  A.  RollU 


ation,and,  instead  of  levying  the  tax  upon 
personalty  alone,  he  was  levying  it  upon 
a  fund  which  was  contributed  to  in 
certain  proportions  by  realty  and  person-' 
alty  alike. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  17. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  (York, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  moved  to  leave  out  the 
words  *'  a  deceased  *'  before  '*  person  **  in 
line  28,  and  to  insert  the  word  *'  any.** 
He  said,  ''the  death  of  a  deceased 
person  **  appeared  to  be  a  very  strange 
phrase.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  apply  to  what  theolo- 
gians called  the  second  death.  He  thought 
what  was  meant  was  the  death  not  oi  a 
dead  person,  but  of  a  living  person.  The 
Amendment  was  intended  to  prevent 
rather  an  outrage  upon  the  English 
language. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
28,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''a  deceased,*' 
and  insert  the  word  "  any." — {Mr.  Grant 
Lawsan,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Amendment  is  unneces- 
sary. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  the  language  used  in  the  clause  was 
somewhat  tautological,  and  was  certainly  ^«- 
bad  English  as  it  stood. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Sir  S.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  moved  to  insert,  after 
"  respect  '*  in  line  28,  the  words  **  of  any 
property  bequeated  as  a  free  gift  to  the 
Nation,  or  in  respect.**  He  said,  he 
thought  this  proposal  supplied  an 
omission  in  the  Bill,  and  he  trusted  thm 
Government  would  accept  it.  As  the 
measure  now  stood,  anyone  leaving  a 
picture  to  the  National  Gallery  of  the 
value  of  £10,000  must  provide  for  tbepay- 
ment  of  the  graduated  Death  Duty,  whick 
might  amount  to  a  maximum  ai  £800. 
Tms  was  likely  to  discourage  anyoiie 
likely  to  make  a  bequest.  There  migkt 
be  an  extreme  case  of  a  man  who  en- 
joyed an  income  which  would  termioato 
with  his  life  employing  all  his  sarphM 
funds  in  oollecting  works  of  art  t» 
leave    as     a     complete    collection    to 
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the  D»tion«  Ual^s  some  such  Amend* 
qieot  as  this  were  adopted  the  nation 
would  lose  a  bequest  made  by  such  a 
man  because  there  would  be  no  funds 
wherewith  to  pay  the  Death  Duties. 
This  would  be  worse  than  looking  a  gift 
horse  in  the  mouth.  It  would  be  taking 
the  gift  horse  and  insisting  that  the 
donor  should  also  make  a  present  of  the 
aaddle  or  bridle.  The  Government  had 
waived  the  Probate  Duty  on  two  or  three 
bequests  on  former  occasions,  and  it 
would  be  well  to  make  the  exemption 
^eneraL 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
28,  after  the  word  "  respect,*'  to  insert, 
the  words  *'  of  any  property  bequeathed 
as  a  free  gift  to  the  Nation,  or  in  re- 
spect."— {Sir  S,  Montagu.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  thoroughly 
accept  the  principle  of  this  Amendment. 
In  point  of  fact,  I  had  considered  this 
matter  with  Mr.  Tate  in  connection  with 
his  magnificent  gifts  to  the  country.  He 
requested  that  it  should  be  arranged  that 
no  Death  Duties  should  be  charged  on 
his  pictures.  My  hon.  Friend  is  quite 
right  in  saying  that  there  have  been  pre- 
vious instances  in  which  the  duty  has 
been  waived.  There  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  Wynne  Ellis,  who  died  in  1875  and 
bequeathed  to  the  National  Gallery  a 
number  of  pictures.  Then  there  was  the 
case  of  Mr.  Henderson,  who  died  in  1878 
and  left  various  curiosities  to  the  British 
Museum  and  a  collection  of  water  colours 
to  the  National  Gallery.  In  these  cases 
the  duty  was  paid,  but  was  returned. 
There  was  also  the  case  of  Mr.  Octavius 
Morgan  in  1878.  I  would,  however, 
suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  that  this  is 
not  exactly  the  place  in  which  to  insert 
this  provision.  It  should  oome  earlier  in 
£he  Bill.  We  will  take  care  that  it  shall 
be  put  in.  The  Amendment  will  need 
some  little  alteration  also.  It  must  be 
made  to  relate  not  to  property  bequeathed, 
but  to  property  accepted  by  the  nation. 
Sometimes  people  have  a  higher  idea  of 
the  value  of  their  works  of  art  than  is 
entertained  by  others. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  consider  the  case  of  bequests  to 
local  Museums  ?     The  principle  is  to  a 


certain  extent  tihe  same  as  in  the  case  of 
bequests  to  the  nation. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  was  understood 
to  say  that  he  would  consider  that 
ease. 

Mb  FORWOOD  (Lanoashure,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  I  would  suggest  that  bequests  to 
Municipalities  should  be  exempted  in  the 
same  way. 

SibM.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gfintleman  wUi  not 
accept  that  suggestion.  I  do  not  see  why 
Municipalities  should  be  benefited  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayers. 

Mb.  J.LOWTHER  said,he  hoped  that 
Members  would  not  impose  too  much  upon 
the  good  nature  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  could  quite  understand 
the  reason  why  the  nation  should  not 
exact  the  duty  in  the  case  of  a  gift  to 
itself,  but  to  say  that  Local  Bodies  to 
which  sums  of  money  were  left  should 
liaTc  their  gifts  exempted  from  taxation 
appeared  to  him  to  be  going  too  far.  He 
was  afraid  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  adopted  the  suggestions  of 
the  right  hon.  Members  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  and 
Ormskirk  (Mr.  Forwood),  he  would  be 
tempted  to  go  still  further,  and  it  would 
be  urged  that  no  money  left  to  a  charity 
of  any  sort  or  kind  should  be  subjected 
to  taxation. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  2  I. am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  think  that  is  so  now. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  error 
over  that  point. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  remember  the  great 
contest  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad^ 
stone)  when  he  endeavoured  to  tax 
charities. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that 
was  in  respect  of  income.  If 
his  recollection  served  him  aright, 
he  thought  that,  as  far  as  Legacy 
Duty  was  concerned,  charities  had  not 
only  to  pay  at  the  same  rate  as  ordinary 
persons  who  inherited  property,  but  were 
placed  under  the  extreme  scale  of  10  per 
cent.,  which  was  the  highest  known  to 
the  law.  He  would  warn  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  unless  he  adopted 
a  firm  attitude  on  this  question  he  would 
find  tbe  appeals  which  were  made  to 
him  would  be  carried  to  a  dangerous  ex' 
tent. 
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Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  be  hoped  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  would  take  a  wider 
view  of  the  question  than  one  of  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence.  The  principle 
which  ought  to  be  adopted  was  that 
bequests  for  public  purposes  should  be 
encouraged.  What,  after  all,  was  the 
distinction  between  a  bequest  to  a  Muni- 
cipality and  one  to  the  nation  ?  Gifts  to 
a  Municipality  were  really  gifts  to  the 
whole  nation.  He  thought  that,  so  far 
from  restricting  the  principle  of  recog- 
nising gifts  for  public  purposes,  it  ought 
to  be  applied  to  the  cases  of  Municipali- 
ties and  County  Councils,  which  were 
representatives  of  the  community. 

Sir  S.  MONTAGU  said  that,  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

•Sir  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  said,  he  entirely  dissented  from 
the  doctrine  of  remission  of  taxation  for 
any  of  the  objects  mentioned.  Such  a 
doctrine  he  re^irded  as  a  very  dangerous 
one.  If  a  man  wanted  his  pictures  to  go 
to  the  nation  and  did  not  wish  to  pay 
duty  upon  the  gifts,  be  could  easily  give 
them  during  his  lifetime.  If  gifts  of 
pictures  and  works  of  art  were  to  be  ex- 
empted from  the  duty,  why  should  not 
also  public  parks  when  given  to  a  par- 
ticular district  be  exempted  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  entirely 
agree  with  what  has  been  so  well  said 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has  just  sat 
down,  and  I  hope  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  leave  this  matter  in 
its  present  condition. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I 
entirely  disagree  with  what  has  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
M.  Hicks-Beach)  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  preceded  him.  I  must  warn 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  if 
there  were  any  attempt  to  grant  a  special 
exemption  in  the  case  of  property  left  to 
the  nation  while  refusing  to  grant  it  to 
property  left  to  Municipalities,  the  re- 
presentatives of  Municipalities  on  both 
sides  of  this  House  would  have  a  great 
deal  to  say  to  it.  I  think  the  principle 
is  exactly  the  same  in  either  of  these  two 
cases.  It  is  really  no  good  saying  that 
the  remedy  is  that  these  gifts  should  be 
made  during  the  lifetime  of  the  giver.  It 
is  not  the  person  whom  we  want 
punish  ;  we  are  really  punishing  on 
selves.  Is  it  better  that  the  nation  should^ 


remit    one-tenth    of    the  value  of  the 

?roi^erty  or  lose  the  property  altogether  ? 
'he  point  is  that  we  want  to  tempt  and 
induce  and  stimulate  people  to  make 
these  gifts  to  the  representatives  of  the 
community,  and  if  they  are  prevented 
from  making  them  by  the  severity  with 
which  they  are  treated  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  would  not  be  an 
economical  proceeding  for  the  nation  to 
adopt.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  at  least  be  aware  that  on  that 
point  there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  indeed, 
and  I  am  sure  that  he  will  get  into  diffi- 
culty at  a  later  stage  if  the  concession  he 
has  so  gracefully  made  should  not  be 
extended  to  the  representatives  of  the 
Municipalities. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Xent,  ThanetJ 
said,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  that  the  same  mea- 
sure ought  to  be  meted  out  to  Municipalities 
as  was  meted  out  to  the  i^tiou  itself.  In 
fact,  he  agreed  with  those  who  held  the 
doctrine  that  all  property  ought  to  be 
equally  dealt  with.  He  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that,  in  too  many  instances,  these 
bequests  to  public  objects  had  not  been 
due  to  feelings  which  would  receive  the 
greatest  amount  of  sympathy  from  the 
public.  He  remembered  the  late  Prime 
Minister  once  saying  that  the  great  mass 
of  these  bequests  were  made  out  of  spite^ 
and,  for  his  own  part,  he  could  not  refrain 
from  cordially  agreeing  with  him. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Some  be- 
quests are  made  from  motives  of  ostenta- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  very  properly 
added  '^  and  for  motives  of  ostentation." 
The  late  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  very  happily 
hit  off  the  exact  state  of  affiiirs.  The 
man  who  left  his  money  in  the  ordinary 
natural  course  to  those  who  might  legiti- 
mately look  forward  to  succeeding  him 
at  his  death  should  not  be  treated 
differently  to  the  man  who  left  his 
money  to  some  public  or  quasi'pnhlic 
purpose — it  might  be,  for  the  purnose  of 
punishing  his  relatives.  If  the  Metro- 
polis were  to  be  treated  exceptionally  in 
the  matter  of  national  objects  jealousy 
would  arise.  Difficulty  would  arise 
unless  they  stuck  to  the  one  rule,  that  all 
property  should  be  treated  alike. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said.  Hie 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below 
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him  (Mr.  J.  Lowtber)  was  a  soaud  one. 
The  propooal  was  made  that  property 
^ft  to  the  nation  should  be  exempt  from 
taxation.  That  was  objected  to  on  the 
ground  that  such  property  would  gene- 
rally be  in  London.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  said  that 
if  they  made  this  exemption  in  .the  case 
of  property  given  to  the  nation  they 
should  do  exactly  the  same  thing  in  the 
case  of  property  presented  to  the  Muni- 
cipalities. But  they  would  not  be  able 
to  stop  there.  Why  should  not  the 
villages  surrounding  Birmingham  also 
have  this  exemption  ?  If  exemption  were 
given  it  should  be  applicable  in  all  cases. 
Sir  W.  HAECOURT  said,  it  was 
very  refreshing  to  hear  gentlemen  speak- 
ing in  defence  of  the  Revenue.  That 
was  a  state  of  things  to  which,  so  far,  he 
iiad  not  been  accustomed  during  the 
progress  of  the  Bill.  But  there  was  great 
divergence  of  opinion  between  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  either  side  of  the  House — 
such  a  divergence  that  they  might  almost 
leave  the  artillerymen  to  fire  their  cannon 
into  one  another^s  mouths.  He  admitted 
diat  there  would  be  danger  in  the  exten- 
sion of  the  principle  of  exemption  in 
reference  to  gifts  to  national  collections, 
and  he  would  consider  how  far  they 
should  impose  a  limit.  It  was  said  of  a 
great  nation  of  old  that  it  was  distin- 
guished for  the  magnificence  of  its  public 
buildings  and  the  modesty  of  its  private 
houses.  In  that  spirit  they  should  deal 
with  gifts  made  for  the  use  of  the  public. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan),  said, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  con- 
tinue in  a  vieldins:  mood  and  listen  to  the 
suggestions  made  from  various  quarters 
of  the  House.     These  gifts  to  the  public 
were  of  the  greatest    value.       In    the 
borough  which  he  represented  there  was 
a  Free  Library  which  had  been  furnished 
on  bequest  with  books  to  the  value  of 
£20,000,  to  the  great  benefit  of  Wigan 
and  the  surrounding  districts  of  Lanca- 
shire.    He   protested  against  the  asser- 
tion that    these   gifts   were  made  from 
motives  of  ostentation.     He  did  not  say 
that  there  was  no  case  where  that  element 
came  in,  but  he  did  say  that  in  the  main 
these  gifts  arose  from  a  desire  to  serve 
the  commnnity.     The   comnmnity  ought 
to  be  grateful,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 


Exchequer  ought  to  encourage  such  gifts 
in  every  way.  ^"^ 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  he  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  or,  in  his  absence,  the  Solici- 
tor General,  that  the  principle  of  exemp* 
tions  of  this  kind  already  existed.  All 
books,  prints,  pictures,  statues,  gems, 
coins,  medals,  specimens  of  natural  his- 
tory, and  all  other  articles  of  the  kind 
given  to  any  Body  Corporate  or  Society 
or  endowed  school,  to  be  kept  and  pre- 
served, were  already  exempt  under  the 
Legacy  Duty  Act.  Therefore,  the  prin- 
ciple of  exemption  had  already  been 
accepted.  There  were  other  exemptions 
— a  wife  or  a  husband  and  members  of 
the  Royal  Family.  The  subject  of  ex- 
emptions should  bo  dealt  with  on  prin- 
ciple. Exemptions  should  be  dealt  with 
in  a  clause  by  themselves,  to  be  moved, 
like  a  thousand  other  clauses,  on  Report. 
He  understood  the  Solicitor  General  or 
his  lieutenant,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer— [laughter] — to  say  that  that 
was  a  course  that  was  going  to  be  fol- 
lowed— ^because  the  question  of  exemp- 
tions had  been  raised  before.  All  he 
desired  was  that  the  exemptions  should 
be  considered  altogether.  There  were 
important  exemptions  in  the  present  law. 
If  they  were  going  to  continue  them, 
well  and  good.  If  they  were  going  to 
get  rid  of  some  of  them  he  should  say, 
**  Get  rid  of  the  others  too."  These  ex- 
emptions should  be  considered  all  together, 
and  on  some  principle — ^if  the  Govern- 
ment were  capable  of  entertaining  such  a> 
thing  as  principle. 

Mr.  DARLING  (Deptford)  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  proposal  before  the 
Committee  went  far  enough.  As  he 
understood  it,  it  dealt  only  with  the 
question  of  Estate  Duty,  and  did  not 
touch  a  case  that  was  once  of  particular 
interest  to  himself,  where  a  person  gave 
property  in  his  lifetime,  and  quite  unex- 
pectedly died  within  a  year.  The  pro- 
perty was  given  to  a  Museum  which  had 
no  funds,  and  the  Exchequer  exacted 
from  the  estate  a  duty  just  as  though 
the  property  had  been  left  by  will. 
There  was  no  human  being  generous 
enough  to  pay  the  duty,  so  the  Museum 
went  to  him,  and  he,  though  he  had  been 
deprived  of  that  particular  amount  of 
property,  paid  the  duty  to  enable  the 
Museum  to  get  that  which  had  been 
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given  to  it.  The  om6  would  be  pro- 
vided for  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
cheqner  would  deAl  with  the  question  of 
exemption  in  a  clause  which  would  pot 
upon  a  proper  baaiB  not  only  bequests  or 
•  donations  where  the  person  died  within 
12  months,  bat  which  would  also  iocinde 
Municipalities— if  thej  were  to  be  par- 
ticularly considered-— and  also  country 
Museums,  which  were  much  more  de- 
serving of  bequests.  But  there  was 
another  matter  which  he  under- 
stood the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  at  the  same  time  have  to  deal 
with.  If  he  did  not  misunderstand  the 
law  as  it  stood,  bequests  to  Irish  chari- 
ties were  already  exempted.  The  5dth 
Geo.  III.,  he  was  told,  gave  a  particular 
benefit  to  Irish  charities,  which  had  not 
yet  been  extended  to  English  charities. 
He  had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that,  with 
a  view  of  justice  to  Ireland,  the  Chaocel- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  would  desire  to  pot 
England  and  Scotland,  and  particularly 
Wales,  on  the  same  basis  with  Ireland  in 
respect  of  exemptions  from  duty  as  to 
bequests  made  to  these  charities,  and  in 
order  to  do  this  it  would  be  absolutelv 
necessary  not  only  to  pass  this  Amend- 
ment, but  to  deal  with  other  questions 
which  might  arise  in  regard  to  anyone 
of  the  Three  Kingdoms. 

Colonel  KEN  YON  -  SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  this  was  not  a  matter  of 
interest  only  to  the  Metropolis,  and  to 
the  big  Municipalities,  but  also  to 
the  rural  districts  and  villages,  and 
although  it  was  quite  possible  that 
such  words  as  those  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  desirable  he  could  give  in- 
stances of  simihir  bequests  in  small 
villages,  which  were  much  more  im- 
portant to  those  villages  than  any  gift 
to  the  nation  would  be.  Therefore, 
while  thoroughly  in  favour  of  any  gifts 
to  the  nation  and  to  Municiparuies,  he 
wanted  to  put  in  a  word  for  the  villages 
and  the  Parochial  Authorities  who  were 
called  upon  to  manage  them.  There 
irere  oases  within  his  own  knowledge  of 
recreation  grounds  secured  for  villages 
and  for  rural  districts,  and  he  thought 
that  anything  mete<l  out  to  the  bigger 
Municipalities  should  be  given  in  equal 
measure  to  the  smaller  bodies. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR,  who  was 
indistinctly  heard,  said,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  looked  at  this  matter 

Mr,  Darling 


in  so  conciliatory  a  spirit,  and  had  shown 
himself  so  anxious  to  meet  tho  wishes  of 
the  Committee,  that  he  might  venture  to 
throw  oat  a  suggestion  of  bis  own.  The 
greatest  perplexity  which  the  right  hoo« 
Gentleman  wonld  have  to  meet  was  the 
drawing  of  a  distinction  between  one 
kind  of  charitable  bequest  and  another. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared 
to  exempt  charities  to  the  nation — he  was 
somewhat  doubtful  whether  he  ought  to 
exempt  charities  to  Municipalities,  and 
probably  he  would  altogether  refuse  to 
exempt  charities  to  the  smaller  parishes— 
at  all  events,  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  would  be  the  most 
doubtful  case.  But  what  he  (Mr.  A.  J» 
Balfour)  felt  most  in  regard  to  large 
bequests  to  charities  for  public  purposea 
was,  not  that  the  bequest  was  taxed,  but 
that  it  was  part  of  the  aggregated 
property  upon  which  the  successor  of  the 
deceased  was  taxed.  Uis  right  faon.. 
Friend  just  now  quoted  the  late  Prime 
Minister  as  saying  that  these  bequesta 
were  examples  of  organised  spite.  Well^ 
he  himself  would  not  like  to  further  the 
designs  of  spiteful  individuals.  In  the 
ease  of  a  man  who  had  a  sense  of  the 
worth  of  public  objects  to  which  he 
left  money,  surely  it  was  very  wrong 
to  put  upon  him,  and  still  more 
to  put  upon  his  heirs,  the  heavy 
pecuniary  loss  which  would  arise  from 
aggregating  the  property  with  the  rest 
of  the  property  left. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  must  con- 
sider this  with  the  other  question.  I 
feel  rather  in  the  position  of  the  fisher- 
man who  opened  a  vessel  and  the  spirit 
came  out  of  it  and  its  head  was  lost  in 
the  skies.  Every  moment  the  extent  of 
the  concession  asked  for  grows.  It 
appears  to  be  inlinite. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) moved,  in  page  11 ,  line  28,  after 
"  respect,"  insert — 

•*  Of  any  Mutjoum,  or  collection  of  works  of 
art,  which  for  a  period  of  12  months  precedjnjf 
the  death  of  the  tleceased.  has  been  open  to 
the  public  for  two  days  in  each  week,  or  ia 
respect,  * 

He  said  that  there  were  some  generoua 
and  public-spirited  persons  who  had 
formed  Museums  and  thrown  them  opea 
to  the  public,  and  a  larger  number  wbo^ 
had     valuable    col  lections    of    pictures 
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whieh  the  pablio  were  allowed  to  yisit. 
It  was  hardly  just  that,  under  those 
etrcumstances,  thej  should  be  called  upon 
not  only  to  pay  Estate  Duty,  but  that 
the  value  of  the  works  of  art  should  be 
added  to  the  duty.  A  suggestion  had 
been  thrown  out  that  the  proposal  of 
exemption  should  be  confined  to  bequests 
to  the  nation.  Of  course,  that  would 
practically  confine  them  to  Loudon,  Edin- 
burgh, and  Dublin  ;  but  the  Committee 
would  agree  that  local  Museums  were  of 
much  importance,  and  that  the  collections 
in  villages  and  small  towns  were  particu- 
larly valuable.  With  regard  to  tbe  two 
days  a  week,  he  would  point  out  that 
those  who  had  these  collections  kept 
them  up  entirely  at  their  own  expense, 
which  entitled  them  to  additional  con- 
sideration. The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  spoken  of  defending  the  Be- 
venue,  but  he  was  now  speaking  of  defend- 
ing the  scientific  and  art  riches  of  tbe 
country,  which  were  quite  as  important  as 
the  Bevenue.  He  might  be  told  that  if 
his  proposal  was  acceded  to  persons 
would  try  to  evade  the  Estate  Duty  by 
throwing  open  their  collections,  but  he 
thought  little  weight  attached  to  such  an 
objection.  In  any  case,  he  wished  many 
more  persons  would  open  their  collections 
to  tbe  public,  and  one  of  his  objects  in 
moving  the  Amendment  was  to  encourage 
them  to  do  so. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  said,  he  thought 
this  was  part  of  the  general  question  the 
Government  would  have  to  consider.  He 
did  not  know  whether  his  right  hon. 
Friend  meant  to  include  private  collec- 
tions in  private  houses  that  were  open  to 
public  view,  of  which  there  were  many 
in  the  country.  This,  he  feared,  would 
open  too  wide  a  door.  However,  the 
whole  subiect  would  have  to  be  carefully 
considered. 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Begis)  said,  that  upon  this  occasion  be 
felt  the  spirit  of  the  tax  collector  rise 
within  him.  He  did  not  think  that  any 
such  exemption  as  this  should  be  made. 
If  works  of  utility  were  to  be  taxed  under 
the  new  Estate  Duty,  so  ought  works  of 
art,  the  greater  part  of  which  were  the 
invention  of  bric-a-brac  brokers  and 
picture  jobbers.  Grosvenor  House  was 
often  opened  to  the  public.  Madame 
Tussaud's  was  open  to  the  public  not 
only  on  two  days  but  six  days  a  week, 
and  under  this  Amendment  both  the  mil- 


lionaire and  the  wax-works  would  be 
exempted.  The  Amendment  ought  not 
to  be  adopted,  and  he  would  stand  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
voting  against  it. 

SiB  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  was  quite 
satisfied  with  the  promise  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  he  would 
consider  the  question,  and  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sib  B.  WEBSTEB  (Isle  of  Wight) 
moved,  in  page  11,  line  28,  to  leave  out 
from  "  settled,"  to  "  before,"  in  line  29, 
and  insert — 

**  By  any  disposition  (whether  a  will  or  an  in- 
strument inter  vwoi)  tiding  efifect." 

He  submitted  that  they  ought  to  make  it 
clear  that  if  tbe  disposition  had  taken 
effect  before  the  commencement  of  this 
Act  it  ought  to  be  exempted.  He  could 
not  understand  on  what  other  principle 
the  Government  proposed  to  legislate* 
They  had  spread  their  net  very  wide 
with  the  view  of  getting  as  much  money 
as  possible,'  but  he  submitted  that  the 
principle  of  justice  came  in  here,  and  it 
was  not  a  right  thing,  when  property 
had  been  settled  with  reference  to  the 
existing  Death  Duties,  when  the  settle- 
ments had  taken  effect,  or  would  take 
effect,  before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  that 
such  property  should  be  subjected  to  the 
proposed  Estate  Duty. 

Amendment  proposed^  in  page  11, 
line  28,  after  tbe  word  "  settled,"  to  leave 
out  to  the  word  *'  before,"  in  line  29,  and 
insert  the  words — 

•*  By  any  disposition  (whether  a  will  or  an  in- 
strument inter  vivos)  taking  effect." — {Sir  R, 
Wehtter,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY,  who  was  indistinctly 
heard,  said,  the  Government  were  legis- 
lating for  the  present  and  not  for  the 
future.  This  was  called  ex  post  facto 
legislation.  Why  ?  Take  the  Suc- 
cession Duty,  which  for  the  first  time 
imposed  a  Death  Duty  on  real  estate* 
Did  that  exclude  existing  settlements  ? 
Of  course  not.  And  with  regard  to  the 
Probate  Duties,  the  line  which  had 
always  been  drawn  was  when  applica- 
tion was  made  for  probate.     It  might  be 
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years  after  tbe  Act  passed,  although  it 
was  not  likely  to  be,  of  course  ;  jet 
that  was  the  time.  When  payment  was 
made  it  must  he  made  according  to  the 
law  of  the  land. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  11,  line  30,  before  "  Act,"  insert 
"  port  of  this." 
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Sib  R.  WEBSTER  moved,  in  page 
11,  line  30,  to  leave  out  from  ''Act,"  to 
'' unless,"  in  line  31,  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  being — 

"In  respect  of  which  property  Prohate  or 
Account  Duty  ha»  been  paid. 

He  submitted  that  it  was  not  fair  to 
restrict  the  cases  of  exemption  to  where 
the  Probate  or  Account  Duty  had  been 
paid.  Circumstances  might  arise  which 
would  prevent  the  estate  of  a  man  who 
died  before  the  Bill  came  into  operation 
from  being  wound  up  for  some  time,  and 
it  would  be  unjust  in  such  a  case  to  bring 
the  property  within  the  provisions  of  the 
measure. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
30,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  Act," 
to  the  word  "unless,"  in  line  Z\.—{Sir 
R.  Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
^  in  respect  of  which  '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•Sir  J.  RTGBY  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment  were  merely  following  precedent  in 
the  matter,  and  a  very  convenient  pre- 
xsedent.  They  did  not  want  to  have 
investigations  from  day  to  day  in  the 
office  whether  these  duties  should  be 
payable  or  not.  Each  day  when  the 
accounts  came  in  they  would  apply  the 
law  of  the  day.  It  alwavs  ha<l  been  so. 
Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  there 
were  a  number  of  reasons  which  inter- 
fered with  the  payment  of  the  duty 
within  24  hours.  The  payment  of  the 
Probate  or  of  the  Account  Duty  might 
have  been  deferred  by  arrangement  with 
the  Commissioners,  or  an  outstanding 
debt  might  have  prevented  the  estate 
from  being  wound  up.  The  Attorney 
General  appeared  to  know  nothing  about 
the  winding-up  of  estates,  and  seemed  to 
think  that  if  a  man  died  to-day  his  estate 
could  be  wound  up  to-morrow. 

Sir  J.  Rigby 


Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
•hire),  who  was  indistinctly  beard,  said, 
there  was  a  case  not  very  long  ago  about 
paying  duty  upon  the  Hamilton  Collec- 
tion which  was  sold,  and  tbe  qneetioD 
might  have  been  raised.  If  the  Amend- 
ment wore  not  accepted  the  whole  thing 
would  be  re-opened,  and  the  duty  paid  oo 
an  entirely  different  scale. 

*SiB  J.  RIGBY  said,  there  was  no 
principle  of  equity  involved  in  this 
matter.  It  was  a  question  of  convenience. 
They  had  to  tax  the  people  as  much  as 
possible  ;  they  did  not  want  to  let  off  aa 
many  as  possible.  Every  Amendment 
from  the  other  side  was  to  let  off  someone 
or  other,  but  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment was,  he  thought,  to  spread  the  net 
as  widely  as  possible. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  observed  that  if 
a  settlement  were  in  the  course  of  being  jt 
carried  into  effect,  and,  owing  to  some  ^ 
cause  over  which  the  beneficiaries  had 
no  control,  had  been  delayed,  it  seemed 
perfectly  monstrous  that  tbe  whole 
settlement  should  be  ripped  up  and 
treated  on  a  wholly  distinct  and  dif* 
ferent  basis.  That  was  as  near  ex  post 
facto  legislation  as  it  was  possible  to  get. 
He  agreed  that,  as  a  general  principle, 
these  matters  were  dealt  with  according 
to  the  law  of  the  land  existing  at  the 
time  the  transaction  was  brought  into 
settlement ;  but  the  Attorney  General 
had  not  replied  to  the  argument  as  to 
the  injustice  and  inconvenience  of  sub- 
jecting a  settlement  in  the  process  of 
being  carried  into  effect  to  wholly  dif- 
ferent treatment,  as  was  proposed  by  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
said,  it  had  appeared  in  the  course  of  this 
Debate  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  his  official  capacity  could  not 
afford  to  have  any  conscience,  but  be 
thought  it  had  not  at  any  time  more 
clearly  appeared  than  in  the  speech  of 
the  Attorney  General.  Surely  there 
ought  to  be  a  limit  to  the  nnconscientioua- 
ness  of  even  a  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exche- 
quer. The  Attorney  General  said  what 
the  Government  wanted  to  do  was  to 
draw  their  net  as  widely  as  possible,  so  as 
to  get  everybody  they  could  within  it. 
But  if  a  private  person  were  engaged  in 
making  an  arrangement  of  this  kind  it 
would  be  regarded  as  an  unconscionable 
arrangement.  What  was  the  eqnity  of 
the  matter  ?     Here   were  two   persona 
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who  died  at  the  same  time,  before  the 
commencement  of  this  Act,  who  had 
made  similar  wills.  There  was  a  dlfier- 
enoe  in  the  time  it  took  to  wind  np  the 
two  estates.  The  executor  of  one  estate 
wound  it  np  quioklj,  and  he  paid  doty 
on  a  different  and  mnch  lighter  scale  than 
the  one  who  happened  to  be  later.  But 
what  was  the  difference  ?  In  the  eye  of 
the  law  a  debt  which  was  due  and  pay- 
able was  precisely  the  same  as  a  debt 
which  was  paid.  It  was  only  a  debt. 
There  was  an  estate  there  of  a  much 
lai^er  value  than  the  amount  of  his  debt, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
as  certain  of  his  money  as  if  it  had  been 
paid.  What  reason  was  there,  in  equity 
of  conscience,  that  because  of  a  fluke  of 
that  sort  as  to  the  date  of  payment  one 
should  pay  a  heavier  duty  than  the  other  ? 
iThe  Attorney  Greneral  said  that  they 
'  could  not  inquire  into  all  these  things. 
Bat  the  date  of  death  was  the  material 
fact,  and  that  was  always  disclosed  on 
applying  for  probate.  Again,  in  many 
cases  the  Probate  Duty  was  at  first  under- 
estimated. The  executor  might,  before 
the  commencement  of  this  Act,  have 
paid  Probate  Duty,  which  turned  out 
to  be  not  the  whole  of  the  amount 
due,  and  he  would  t£en,  as  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Grovernmen.t  stood,  hiftve 
to  pay  not  merely  the  Probate  Duty 
remaining  unpaid,  but  would  have  become 
liable  to  pay  Estate  Duty  instead  of 
Probate  Duty.  He  submitted  that  the 
€rovemment  in  this  matter  ought  to 
make  the  true  criterion  the  date  on  which 
the  person  died,  and  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  if  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  accept  some  Amendment 
of  this  kind  he  was  practically  taking 
away,  at  the  end  of  the  sub-section,  the 
Yetj  thing   he   had  granted  at  the  be- 
ginning.    Undoubtedly  the  intention  of 
the   Grovernment   was   that  this    Estate 
Duty  should  ■  not  be  payable  in  the  case 
of  any  person  who  died  before  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Act.     That  ought  to 
extend  to  a  man  dying  any  day  before 
the  commencement  of  the  Act.     But  if  a 
man  died  the  day  before  the  commence- 
ment of   the  Act   it   would   be  utterly 
impossible  for   him  to   have  paid  these 
duties.      They   would   be   payable,   but 
would  not  have  been  paid,  and  he  would 
not   benefit   by   the  exemptions   of   the 
Act. 


Sir  J.  RI6BY  said,  that  without  ex- 
emption there  could  be  no  Estate  Duty, 
except  in  the  case  of  the  estate  of  a 
person  who  died  after  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Act.  What  they  were 
dealing  with,  however,  was  not  the  case 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston,  but 
with  property  settled  by  a  person  who 
died  before  the  commencement  of  the 
Act,  and  what  they  did  was  to  say  that 
if  they  had  settled  the  accounts  in  re- 
spect of  a  death  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Act  they  would  not  re-open 
them. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
Attorney  General  kept  consistently 
blind  to  their  contention.  They  had 
pointed  out  that  it  might  be  impossible  to 
have  settled  the  account,  but  why  should 
they  deprive  a  man  who  intended  to 
settle,  but  had  not  had  time  to  do  so,  of 
the  advantage  intended  to  be  conferred 
on  him  by  the  sub  section  ?  It  was 
perfectly  monstrous  to  say  that  the 
man  who  had  had  time  to  pay  the  duty 
should  be  exempt,  whilst  the  man  who 
had  not  yet  had  time  should  not  have  the 
same  advantage. 

•Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salford, 
W.)  pointed  out  that  it  might  not  be  the 
fault  of  the  man  himself  that  the  duty 
had  not  been  paid,  but  the  fault  of  the 
officials  of  Somerset  House,  who  were 
very  inquisitorial. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) confessed  that  he  felt  a  difficulty  in 
the  matter.  Of  course,  the  deceased  per- 
son mentioned  in  the  second  line  of  the 
sub-section  was  a  different  person  to  the 
person  who  died  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Act,  mentioned  lower  down, 
and  it  was  upon  the  death  of  the  former 
that  the  question  arose.  Say  a  man 
made  a  will  settling  certain  property,  it 
rested  with  the  executor  of  that  man  as  to 
whether  Probate  Duty  was  properly  paid 
or  not.  That  might  be  a  totally  differ- 
ent person  to  the  deceased  person  on 
whose  death  the  question  arose,  and  the 
amount  of  duty  payable  on  the  death  of 
A  B  on  his  estate  would  depend  upon  the 
n^ligence  or  quickness  of  another  per- 
son, who  might  have  a  spite  against  him 
and  might,  out  of  spite,  delay  the  settle- 
ment. Surely  the  amount  of  duty  pay- 
able on  the  death  of  a  deceased  person 
might  be  made  referable  to  his  conduct ; 
the  amount  could  not  depend  upon  the 
negligence  or  celerity  of  the  executor  of 
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the  peraon  who  bad  made  the  will  under 
which  the  settlement  arose,  and  who 
could,  out  of  spite,  cause  the  estate  of 
the  deceased  person  to  lose  value  by 
simply  holding  back  and  neglecting  to 
pay  this  duty  according  to  the  Act.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  Exchequer  had 
any  great  interest  in  these  cases,  and 
without  damage  the  Government  might 
accept  the  Amendment  by  agreeing  to 
the  words 

**  In  respect  of  which  these  duties  are  to  be 
paid  or  are  pajable,** 

and  then  they  would  do  full  justice  with- 
out any  loss  to  the  Exchequer. 

•Mr.  butcher    (York)   said,  they 

bad  been  met  in  this,  as  in  other  cases, 

by   the   Government  telling  them  they 

desired  to  spread  their  net  as  wide  as 
possible.  Bat  snrely  they  could  spread 
it  with  some  sense  of  fairness,  equity, 
and  ;pistice.  What  they  had  done  in 
this  clause  was  to  propose  an  exemption, 
and  the  Opposition  desired  to  have  that 
exemption  placed  on  a  reasonable  foot- 
ing. The  Government  said  that  where 
property  was  settled  by  the  will  of  a 
person  who  died  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Act  the  old  Probate  Duty 
scale  should  apply.  If  they  stopped 
there  that  would  be  a  reasonable  and  fair 
exemption  ;  but  they  went  a  little  further, 
and  said  that  in  order  that  these  exemp- 
tions might  apply  the  duty  must  have 
been  actually  paid.  That  was  a  purely 
arbitrary  condition  to  put  upon  their 
exemptions,  and  made  it  a  matter  of  pure 
chance  whether  the  exemption  should 
apply  or  not.  The  proper  and  reasonable 
condition  to  consider  was  whether  the 
man  had  or  had  not  died  before  the 
commencement  of  the  Act  ?  Once  a  will 
was  made  and  the  man  had  died  they 
could  not  alter  the  will.  The  man  would 
not  know  this  large  Estate  Duty  would 
have  been  payable,  and  he  could  not  do 
what  he  otherwise  would  have  done— 
namely,  alter  the  will  to  meet  the  altera- 
tion of  the  duty,  so  that  the  condition  to 
consider  was  the  death  of  the  person  who 
died  before  the  commencement  of  the  Act. 
As  the  matter  stood,  it  was  a  purely 
accidental  matter  whether  or  not  the 
duty  was  paid.  The  difficulty  would  be 
entirely  got  over  if  the  words  suggested 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bodmin,  "  paid  and  payable,**  were 
accepted.     The  alteration  would  improve 

Mr.  Courtney 


the  section,  and  renove  ao  anomaly  aad 
an  injustice. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bate- 

shire)  said,  the  Government  charged 
interest  up  to  the  date  of  the  account, 
which  was  tantamount  to  holding  that  the 
thing  ought  to  be  paid  at  the  date  it  waa 
payable.  It  seemed  absolutely  unjust  to 
charge  interest  for  not  having  paid  at  the 
proper  time,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  cut 
them  out  from  the  benefit  of  the  exenop- 
tion  if  the  account  had  not  been  settled. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  last  spoken 
confused  two  different  things.  The 
Government  left  the  Probate  Doty  alooe, 
and  all  they  had  here  was  the  Estate 
Duty,  and  where  they  charged  interest 
by  this  Bill  it  was  on  the  Estate 
Duty.  If  they  had  settled  an  account  bj 
reason  of  a  death  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Act  they  would  not  re-open 
it.  That  was  all  they  said,  and  they 
never  meant  anything  more.  If  it  was  an 
anomaly  it  had  been  done  before  again 
and  again,  and  ought  to  be  done. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  :  I  said 
not  a  word  about  the  Succession  Duty. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Neither  did  I. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  :  I  beg 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman*s  pardon. 
The  first  words  he  addressed  to  me  were 
that  I  had  spoken  about  the  Suceeesion 
Duty,  which  he  said  he  did  not  touch, 
and  that  he  left  Probate  Duty  alone. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  said  most  plainly 
the  £state  Duty.  That  is  what  we 
charge.  I  said  that  where  we  charged 
interest  we  charged  it  on  the  Estate 
Duty  by  this  Bill,  and  I  went  on  to  say 
that  with  regard  to  probate  we  left  that 
according  to  the  old  law. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  it 
made  no  difference  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  Estate  or  Suceee- 
sion Duty.  In  either  case  he  entirely 
misunderstood  the  purport  of  his  (Mr. 
Graham  Murray ^s)  observations.  He 
was  not  speaking  of  what  they  did  in 
this  Bill,  but  to  the  point  made  over  and 
over  again  by  his  hon.  Friends  behind 
that  it  ought  to  be  made  quite  clear  that 
the  exemptions  should  apply  when  the 
Probate  Daty  was  payable  and  not  whe- 
ther, by  accident  or  not,  it  happened  to 
be  paid. 

*SiR  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  8.)  ven- 
tured to  think  the  Attornev  General  was 
confusing  physical  and  logical  accidents 
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'iprhen  be  said  M  things  were  «4scideiit8. 
The  logical  essenoe  as  distinguished 
from  the  aoetdental  was  the  death 
CD  whieh  the  liabilitj  aoenied.  The 
verj  first  words  in  Clause  1,  ^  Every 
person  dying  after  the  commencement  of 
this  Act,'*  were  condemnatory  of  the  atti- 
tude taken  up  by  the  Government  on 
this  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes 
226;  Noes  172.— (Division  List,  No. 
.125.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11, 
line  30,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Probate 
or  Account  Duty,*^  and  insert  the 
words 

"  Any  duty  mentioned  in  paragraphs  one  and 
two  of  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act," — QMr. 
R.  T,  Heid.) 

Question,  ^*  That  the  word  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause,^^  put, 
and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  he  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
with  the  object  of  including  in  the  clause 
a  case  about  which  a  good  deal  of  doubt 
existed.  That  was,  whether  a  man  who 
succeeded  to  a  legacy  from  an  estate 
on  which  Probate  Duty  had  been  paid, 
such  Probate  Duty  havitg  been  paid  by 
the  residuary  legatee,  would  be  held  to 
have  succeeded  to  a  property  in  respect 
to  which  Probate  or  Account  Duty  had 
been  paid,  and  therefore  not  liable  to 
Estate  Duty  ?  He  would  like  to  hear 
the  Attorney  General  on  that  question 
before  he  decided  what  action  he  would 
take  in  regard  to  his  Amendment. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  legacies  had 
nothing  to  do  with  this  clause.  Probate 
was  paid  on  the  whole  estate,  out  of 
which  the  legacy  would  be  paid.  There 
was  no  manner  of  doubt  that  the  legatee 
was  protected  against  the  Estate  Duty. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
Solicitor  General  bad  disappointed  him. 
The  number  of  cross  references  which  a 
person  would  have  to  make  in  order  to 
arrive  at  an  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
Bill  was  stupendous  already  ;  and  now 
the  Solicitor  General  proposed,  by  this 
Amendment,  to  add  to  them.  It  was 
cruel. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SirR.  WEBSTER  moved,  in  page  11, 
line  31,  after  the  word  "paid,*^  to  Insert 
the  words 

^  And  if  no  such  duty  has  been  paid  in  re- 
spect of  the  property,  then  Estate  Duty  shall 
not  be  paid  in  respect  thereof  at  a  higher  rate 
than  S  per  cent." 

This  Amendment  was  necessary  owing  to 
the  defeat  of  the  last  Amendment  he  had 
moved.  The  object  of  it  was  to  secure  that 
if,  owing  to  some  accident  or  difficulty. 
Probate  Duty  or  Account  Duty  bad  not 
been  paid  on  the  property,  the  Estate 
Duty  should  not  exceed  a  higher  rate 
than  3  per  cent.  Under  the  clause  as  it 
stood  if  an  arrangement  was  made  with 
Somerset  House  authorities  that  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Probate  or  Account  Duty 
should  be  postponed,  that  accidental  fact 
would  render  the  estate  liable  to  an  in- 
creased duty  of  5  or  6  per  cent.  Surely 
the  proper  position  to  take,  if  they  did 
not  exempt  such  properties  altogether 
from  the  Estate  Duty,  was  to  fix  some 
percentage  beyond  which  duty  could  not 
))e  paid.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would,  at  any  rate,  make  that  small  con- 
cession. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
31,  after  the  word  "  paid,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

*'  And  if  no  such  duty  has  been  paid  in  respect 
of  the  property,  then  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be 
paid  in  respect  thereof  at  a  higher  rate  than 
3  per  cent."— {5tr  Jl.  Webster,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  J.  KIGBY  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  forget  that 
the  more  people  who  were  relieved  from 
this  duty  the  more  pressure  there  would 
be  upon  those  who  were  liable  for  it.  By 
cutting  down  the  incidence  of  taxation 
they  created  an  inequality.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  all  the  reasons  which  guided 
the  House  in  refusing  the  other  two 
Amendments  ought  to  apply  to  this 
Amendment.  He  could  not  understand 
the  logic  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Tbey  applied  to  have,  first  one  class  and 
then  another  class — not  necessarily 
meritorious  people,  not  necessarily  indi- 
gent people,  but  average  people  and 
average  estates — exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
said,  the  more  he  looked  at  this  clause  the 
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less  he  was  able  to  uDderstand  it.  He 
failed  to  see  the  logic  of  the  clause,  and 
failed  to  see  how  it  would  operate.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  Attorney  General, 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
not  mind  answering  the  question,  whether 
it  was  meant  in  a  case  of  personal 
property  settled  left  by  a  pet  son  dyiog 
before  the  commencement  of  the  Act, 
where  the  Probate  Duty  had  not  been 
paid,  that  the  Estate  Duty  was  to  be 
exacted  io  substitution  for  the  Probate 
Duty  ?  He  could  not  see  the  logic  of 
making  the  Estate  Duty  payable  out  of 
the  second  estate,  l)ecau6e  the  first  had 
not  paid  Probate  Duty.  In  such  a  case, 
if  the  second  estate  paid  Estate  Duty,  it 
would  be  paid  by  the  second  testator  in 
substitution  for  the  Probate  Duty  which 
had  not  been  paid  by  the  first  testator. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
all  the  Attorney  General  did  was  to  sit 
on  the  pavement  and  chalk  opposite  him- 
self, "I  am  literally  starving.**  He 
simply  said,  ^'  I  want  the  money ;  I 
must  have  it,  and  I  don*t  care  whether  it 
is  got  justly  or  nnjustly.**  But  the 
Opposition  was  bound  to  consider  the 
equality  and  justice  of  the  demand,  and 
they  proposed  that  if  Estate  Duty  was 
to  be  levied  in  those  cases  as  a  substitu- 
tion for  previous  duties  which  had  not 
been  paid,  the  Estate  Duty  should  not 
exceed  3  per  cent. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  would 
be  desirable  that  they  should  understand 
the  clause  before  they  proceeded  to  decide 
upon  it.  It  was  evident  from  the 
speeches  which  had  been  delivered  that 
great  doubt  existed  as  to  what  the  clause 
meant.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite,  the  Attorney  General,  had  con- 
tended himself,  in  his  reply  to  his  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  thelsleof  Wight, 
with  urging  that  it  was  very  absurd  to 
excuse  Mr.  A  and  Mr.  B  from  paying  this 
Estate  Duty  because  Messrs.  C,  D,  E, 
And  F  would  have  to  pay  a  heavier 
Estate  Duty.  That  was  true  enough  ; 
but  it  did  not  answer  the  question  which 
had  been  pnt  to  the  Government,  which 
was,  whether  Mr.  A  and  Mr.  B 
were,  or  were  not,  unjustly  charged 
under  the  Bill  ?  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  right  in  the  interpretation 
of  the  clause,  then  the  clause  was  quite 
indefensible.  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  wrong,  let  his  error  be  ex- 
plained    by     the     Government.       But 

Mr.  Bomsjield 


aoecA^iog  to  their  understanding  of  the 
clause  it  would  have  this  extraordiaary 
effect :  If  a  man  died  io  February  or 
January,  before  the  Bill  was  brought  in« 
or  even  completed  in  the  miods  of  its 
authors,  because  the  estate  of  that  man 
would  not  be  wound  up  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  for  the  reason, 
perhaps,  that  the  executor  had  not  been 
able  to  come  to  an  agreement  with 
Somerset  House  as  to  the  amount  of 
probate  to  be  paid,  therefore  the  property 
of  that  individual  was  not  to  be  taxed 
under  the  old  but  under  the  new  system. 
Two  men  might  die  on  the  same  dav  of 
the  same  month  leaving  estates  in  a 
similar  fashion.  In  one  case,  where  the 
executor  winds  up  the  estate  quickly, 
duty  was  paid  under  the  old  system  ;  in 
the  other  case,  where  the  executor 
winds  up  the  estate  slowly,  duty  was  paid 
under  the  new  system.  If  that  were  the 
meaning  of  the  clause,  he  defied  the 
Attorney  General  to  say  it  was  in  con- 
formity with  justice,  equality,  or  common 
sense.  But  it  might  not  be  the  meaning 
of  the  clause ;  the  Opposition  might  be 
in  error  ;  but,  if  so,  let  the  Government 
tell  them  what  the  clause  really  did  mean. 
They  had  come  to  the  oondusion  it  was 
the  monstrous  absurdity  which  he  had 
made  dear  to  the  House  ;  and  if  they 
were  right,  it  was  more  like  piracy  on  the 
high  seas  than  the  finance  of  a  civilised 
country. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min)  said,  he  thought  he  understood  the 
clause,  but  it  was  a  very  difficult  busi* 
ness  ;  and  if  he  were  right  his  right  hon* 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
not  exhausted  its  most  absurd  and  most 
singular  consequences.  He  would  give 
the  Committee  one  illustration.  A  man 
with  two  sons  died  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year.  He  left  the  second  son  a  large 
sum  of  money  for  life  with  remainder  to  the 
children  of  the  second  son,  and  he  made 
his  eldest  son  his  executor.  The  second 
son  died  after  the  commencement  of  the 
Act.  The  Estate  Duty  paid  on  the  second 
sum  so  settled  depended  on  whether  the 
eldest  brother  had  paid  Probate  Duty  or 
not.  He  thought  it  was  a  curious  pro- 
vision, by  whidi  the  Estate  Duty  on  the 
estate  of  a  roan  dying  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act  depended  on  the  activity  or 
negligence  of  a  person  interested  in 
another  estate,  and  who  might  have  a 
personal  interest  in  not  paying  it,  because 
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he  could  save  kis  profit  aft  the  other. 
They  should  keep  the  liabilitj  of  an 
estate  at  the  point  where,  the  liabilitj  arose. 

•Sib  J.  filGBY  said,  he  had  alreiKly 
explained  the  clause  in  the  plainest  lan- 
guage, which  should  have  left  no  room 
for  doubt  in  the  minds  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers. It  was  not  intended  to  interfere 
with  settled  accounts  ;  and  with  regard  to 
the.  case  mentioned  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  with  reference  to  residuary  lega- 
tees, the  result  of  such  negligence  should 
be  visited  upon  himself,  and  not  upon 
others.  It  was  not  the  case  that  a 
residuary  legatee  would  have  to  pay  the 
whole  amount.  The  Government  were 
making  a  concession.  Hon.  Members 
might  think  it  large  or  small,  but  it  was 
a  concession.  Perhaps,  if  he  had  his  own 
way  in  the  matter,  he  would  strike  out 
the  whole  clause,  and  so  there  would  be 
no  concession  at  all.  He  did  not  see 
why  the  Government  should  at  the  in- 
stance of  hon.  Members  opposite  invent 
a  case  for  letting  people  off  under  exemp- 
tions to  which  they  had  no  more  right 
than  thousands  of  others,,  and  go  beyond 
the  practical  necessities  of  the  case. 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  had 
listened  with  the  greatest  confusion  of 
mind  to  the  speech  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  just  made. 
He  appeared  to  have  informed  the 
Committee  that  Estate  Duty  could  be 
claimable  in  the  case  of  a  man  who  died 
before  the  Bill  became  law.  It  seemed 
that  nothing  but  Probate  Duty  could 
ever  be  recovered,  and  no  Estate  Duty. 

Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  No.  It  may  have 
been  an  omission  on  my  part,  but  I  cer- 
tainly intended  to  explain  it. 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS  asked,  then  what 
was  the  meaning  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend^s  speech  ?  He  could  not  see 
why  anyone  should  be  exempted  because 
somebody  else  had  been  prompt  in  paying 
the  Probate  Duty.  On  all  occasions  they 
were,  met  by  the  most  painful  confusion 
between  the  death  of  the  person  liable 
before  the  commencement  of  this  Act 
and  tho  decease  when  the  Estate  Duty 
arose.  To  take  the  illustration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  a  man  died 
before  the  commencement  of  the  Act, 
leaving  a  residuary  legatee,  and  with 
respect  to  a  certain  portion  of  his  pro- 
perty, say  £10,000,  settled  that  on  his 
wife,  afterwards  to  his  eldest  son,  and 
then  to  children ;  whether  the  executor 


paid  Probate  Duty  promptly  or  not, 
the  Exchequer  would  never  get  more 
than  Probate  Duty.  If  Estate  Duty 
was  payable  only  on  the  death  of  per- 
sons who  died  after  the  commencement 
of  this  Act,  no  Estate  Duty  could  ever 
be  payable  in  respect  of  the  death  of  that 
settlor.  But  Chen  came  this  exemptiony 
which  had  never  so  far  been  dealt  with^ 
and  which  surpassed  for  absurdity  any- 
thing else  to  be  met  with  in  this  Bill.  If 
the  settlor's  executor  bad  paid  Probate 
Duty,  the  wife  might  die,  and,  the  son 
succeeding,  there  would  be  an  exemptioa 
from  the  Estate  Duty  which  would 
prima  facie  be  payable.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  the  original  settlor's 
executor  had  delayed  payment  of  the 
Estate  Duty  for  a  short  time  longer,  no 
exemption  would  arise.  He  did  not  know 
why  persons  were  to  be  exempted  from 
payment  of  duty  by  the  happening  of  the 
mere  accident  of  diligence  or  delay  in 
winding  up  a  different  estate. 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  would  not 
like  the  Committee  to  remain  under  a 
misapprehension.  He  was,  no  doubt, 
wrong  in  the  interpretation  he  had  put  on 
the  case  referred  to  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  It  seemed  impossible  to  sup- 
pose that  people  would  be  so  foolish  as 
allow  one  man's  liability  to  depend  upon 
the  diligence  or  even  upon  the  honesty  of 
another.  People  could  hardly  be  so 
foolish,  though  they  might  be  fraudulent. 
The  executor  would  be  appointed  by  the 
testator,  and  if  he  desired  to  provide 
against  the  occurrence  of  such  a  penalty 
one  of  the  younger  members  of  the 
family  would  be  designated.  But  the 
younger  branches  would  have  their 
remedy  without  such  an  appointment. 
It  came  to  this  :  that  when  the  executor 
was  left  solely  responsible  for  the 
management  of  the  estate,  he  might 
manage  well  or  ill,  and  his  deligence  or 
negligence  WQuld  affect  the  incidence  of 
the  duty.  He  could  see  no  absurdity  Id 
that.  If  the  Committee  were  to  attempt 
to  provide  minutely  for  all  kinds  of 
cases,  not  20  clauses,  nor  200,  would 
deal  with  them. 

Mb.  BOUSFIELD  said,  that  an  im-^ 
pression  prevailed  that  when  Estate  Duty 
was  payable  it  became  payable  in  substi- 
tution for  Probate  Duty  which  was  not 
payable.  He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  simple  question,  whether  that 
was  so  or  not  ? 
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*8iR  J.  BIOBY  said,  there  was  some 
tnith  in  the  suggestion  that  the  Bstate 
Duty  was  a  substitute  for  the  Probate 
Duty  ;  but  the  Probate  Duty  was  only 
^yable  on  one  class  of  property.  He 
thought  the  Committee  should  abide  by 
the  terms  of  the  scheme  propounded  by 
the  Grovemment.  The  concession  made 
had  been  forced  upon  the  Government  by 
the  state  of  things,  but  the  supporters  of 
Ibe  Amendment  wanted  to  go  further. 
There  was  absolutely  no  reason  for  this, 
and  it  would  constitute  a  gift  to  per- 
sonalty at  the  expense  of  realty. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  referred  again  to 
the  oase  he  originally  put  to  the  Attor* 
ney  General,  in  which  £10,000  Consols 
had  been  left  by  the  first  testator^  who 
had  created  a  life  interest  for  the  benefit 
of  the  second  testator.  He  desired  to 
know  whether  he  was  right  in  concluding 
that,  in  a  case  where  Probate  Duty  had 
been  paid  on  the  first  death,  the  Estate 
Duty  which  would  become  payable  on 
the  second  death  was,  or  was  not,  in  sub- 
stitution for  the  Probate  Duty  ?  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  thought  that  the  Estate  Duty 
in  such  a  case  was  to  be  in  substitution 
for  the  Probate  Duty. 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  there  was 
no  oase  in  which  Estate  Duty  and  Pro- 
bate Duty  could  be  payable  together 
under  this  Bill.  That  was  perfectly 
obvious.  The  whole  scheme  of  the 
measure  prevented  it. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  said,  he  was  glad 
to  have  obtained  that  explicit  answer. 
At  last  the  Committee  was  in  possession 
of  a  clear  statement  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject.  He  thought^  how- 
ever, that,  upon  that  oonstructionj  the 
curious  result  would  follow  that  the  Go- 
vernment scheme,  so  far  from  encourag- 
ing executors  to  be  diligent,  offered  to 
them  a  distinct  inducement  not  to  pay 
the  Probate  Duty  promptly.  This  seemed 
to  be  a  payment  in  substitution.  If  A 
failed  to  pay  the  Probate  Duty,  instead 
of  that  duty  coming  out  of  A*s 
estate  it  became  Probate  Duty  pay- 
able out  of  B's  estate.  If  that 
were  so,  then  A*s  executors  so  far  from 
being  encouraged  by  this  provision  to  pay 
promptly  would  neglect  their  duty, 
because  it  would  be  distinctly  to  their 
advantage  to  do  so.  Even  in  point  of 
drafting  the  clause  was  by  no  means 
clear. 


""Mr.  MATTHEWS  still  faUed  to 
understand  the  Attorney  General's  state- 
ment. Did  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  agree  that  Estate  Duty  oould 
never  be  payable  in  the  case  of  a  man 
dying  before  the  passing  of  this  measure  ? 
But,  again,  be  would  point  out  that  no 
intelligent  explanation  had  beeo  offered 
of  the  distinction  involved  in  the  exemp* 
tion  allowed  by  the  GovemoMnU  The 
person  in  default  would  not  be  the  person 
to  be  charged  with  the  Estate  Duty. 
The  first  testator  could  never  owe  any- 
thing but  Probate  Duty,  however  much 
he  might  be  in  default ;  and  the  exemp- 
tion waS|  to  his  mind,  a  senseless  one^  if 
it  was  intended  to  exempt  estates  charge- 
able  with  Probate  Duty.  Either  no  ex- 
emption should  be  made  at  all  or  it 
should  apply  to  the  proper  people. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  it  would  be  a 
mere  accident  in  many  cases  whether  the 
executor  had  completed  the  payments  of 
the  Probate  Duty  or  not.  Sinoe  the 
beginning  of  the  year  a  great  number  of 
these  estates  had  fallen  in.  Some  of 
these  had  been  hurried  through  and  some 
had  not.  One  very  large  estate  might 
be  mentioned  belonging  to  a  certain  noble- 
man which  was  hurried  through  in  a  way 
which  excited  much  comment.  Upon 
that  estate  £27,000  was  paid  ;  but  if  this 
Bill  had  previously  become  law  £48|000 
would  have  had  to  be  paid.  Why,  he 
asked,  had  this  clause  been  framed  in  such 
a  way  as  to  cover  such  a  case  as  that  ? 
Not,  he  quite  agreed,  that  it  was  a  very 
astonishing  matter  that  there  should  be 
such  an  inconsistency  in  this  Bill.  The 
Comikiittee  were  entitled  to  know  how 
this  clause  was  intended  to  be  framed, 
and  he  had  hoped  the  Solicitor  General 
would  have  been  able  to  give  some  ex- 
planation  of  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  163  ; 
Noes  223.— (Division  List,  No.  126.) 

Mr.  R.  T.  BEID  moved,  in  page  11, 
line  31,  after  the  word  ^'  was,**  to  insert 
the  words  *'  at  the  time  of  his  death  or 
at  any  time  had  been,**  competent  to 
dispose  of  the  property. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  the 
words  **or  at  any  time  had  been  **  should 
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not  be  adopted.  He  submitted  that  the 
Amendment  which  stood  on  the  Paper 
in  his  own  name,  to  insert  the  words  ^*at 
the  time  of  his  death,"  were  better  than 
those  proposed  bj  tiie  lion,  and  learned 
Gentleman,  as  the  latter  would  negative 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment.  He  would 
move  to  omit  the  words  ''  or  at  any  time 
had  been." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "or  at  any  time  had  been." — 
(^'tV  R.  Wehiter.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

*Sis  J.  BIGBY  was  understood  to 
say  that  the  Amendment  was  drawn  up 
to  deal  with  property  that  came  into 
settlement  under  a  wUI  or  other  instru- 
ment vesting  it  in  some  person  who  was 
competent  to  dispose  of  it.  He  thought 
the  proper  limitation  was  not  the  time  of 
death.  It  was  a  question  of  settlement 
or  no  settlement,  and  as  soon  as  a  person 
became  '*  competeut  to  dispose "  that 
ended  the  settlement.  The  words  as 
proposed  by  the  hon,  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  be  too  wide. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  although 
the  Attorney  General  considered  the 
words  '^at  the  time  of  his  death"  too 
wide,  he  (Sir  R. .  Webster)  regarded 
them  as  governing  words.  Perhaps  the 
words  '*  since  the  date  of  the  disposi- 
tion "  would  meet  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman^s  view. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  if  the 
Amendments  were  withdrawn,  new  words 
might  be  proposed  which  would  effect 
the  desired  object. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  leate,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  following 
words  might  meet  the.  case : — 

"  At  the  tii&e  of  his  death  or  at  any  time  since 
the  will  or  dispositiian,  took  effect  had  been." 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  inserted." 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
the  words  now  proposed  would  not  have 
A  different  effect  to  those  originally 
proposed 


Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  words  of 
the  first  Amendment  meant  any  time  in 
theman^s  lifetime,  whereas  those  now  pro* 
posed  would  mean  any  time  after  the 
dispositionu 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  man 
might  have  had  power  under  settlement 
to  dispose  of  property  within  a  limited 
time  of  his  death — say  a  year.  What 
was  to  happen  in  that  case  ? 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had 
thought  on  the  spur  of  the  moment  that 
the  new  words  proposed  by  the  Solicitor 
General  would  be  satisfactory  ;  but  on 
reflection  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  would  not  go  far  enough. 
Suppose  there  had  been  a  settlement 
made  10  years  before  on  a  person  for  life 
with  a  power  of  appointment,  and  that 
the  man  had  made  an  appointment  under 
this  power  since  that  settlement  that 
would  make  the  property  liable  to  Estate 
Duty.  He  thought  the  words  he  had 
originally  put  on  the  Paper  were  the 
best,  and  that  his  original  view  that  the 
governing  time  should  be  the  time  of 
death  was  right.  He  would  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  to  consider  the  point  very 
carefully  between  now  and  the  Report. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  Committee 
would  adopt  his  Amendment,  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  need  not  consider  it 
binding.  If  they  were  found  objection- 
able they  could  be  put  right  on  Report. 

Mr.  BARCLAY  said,  they  had  got  to 
this  stage  in  the  Bill  drafted  by  the 
skilled  draftsmen  of  whom  they  had 
heard  so  much — ^namely,  an  Amendment 
was  put  down  by  the  Solicitor  General ; 
it  was  twice  amended,  and  there  was 
some  idea  that  it  ought  to  be  amended 
again  on  Report.  This  was  rather  an 
interesting  incident  in  connection  with 
the  clause. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

*Mr.  DODP  ^ssex,  Maldon)  said, 
that  in  Clause  17  they  had  exempted 
certain  settled  property  from  payment  of 
duty.  He  now  begged  to  propose  the 
addition  of  the  following  words  :-~ 

"  And  the  property  thus  exempted  from  pay- 
ment of  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  aggregated  or 
taken  into  account  in  determining  the  rate  of 
Estate  Duty  to  be  paid." 

If  a  man  died  worth  £10,000  and  made 
a  will  leaving  it  to  someone  for  life,  and 
af^  that  to  someotie  absolutely,  then  if 
the  Probate  Duty  was  paid  on  the  first 
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life  a  Oder  the  exemption  do  duty  would 
be  paid  on  the  £10,000  when  the  life 
interest  fell  in,  but  they  had  done  noUiiiig 
to  prevent  aggregation.  Without  this 
Amendment  the  £10,000  would  be  taken 
into  account  and  added  to  the  amount  the 
person  holding  the  life  interest  might 
leave  behind  him.  If  he  left,  say, 
£10,000  of  his  own,  he  would  be  charged 
on  that  at  the  rate  of  dnty  which  he 
would  have  paid  if  the  other  £10,000 
had  been  chargeable.  The  Government 
ought  either  to  accept  bis  Amendment  or 
on  Report  to  make  it  clear  in  Clause  3 
that  property  which  was  not  itself  liable 
to  dnty  should  not  be  taken  into  account 
in  determining  aggregation. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
32,  after  the  word  *'  property,^'  to  insert 
the  wordi 


**  and  the  property  thus  exempted  from  payment 
of  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  agiarregated  or  taken 
into  account  in  determining  the  rate  of  Estate 
Duty  to  be  paid."— (JUr.  Dodd.^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman desired  what  the  Government 
desired — namely,  that  property  not  liable 
to  duty  should  not  be  aggregated  in 
claiming  duty  against  other  property. 
The  Government  thought  that  was  pro* 
vided  for  by  an  Amendment  they  had 
adopted  a  few  days  ago.  If,  however, 
on  consideration,  it  was  found  that  by  the 
insertion  of  the  word  ^such**  before 
property,  in  Clause  3,  this  meaning  would 
be  made  clear  there  miffht  be  no  objec- 
tion to  the  adoption  of  the  word.  It 
would  not  be  wise  to  accept  the  present 
Amendment,  as  the  effect  of  rendering 
the  meaning  clear  in  this  part  of  the  Bill 
might  make  the  meaning  of  Clause  3 
doubtful. 

Mr.  DODD  said,  the  clause  referred 
to  contained  the  words  *'all  property 
passing  shall  be  aggregated.^  It  did  not 
say  "  all  such  property." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
moved  to  insert  at  the  end  of  Sub-section 
(1)  the  following  : — 

"  In  the  case  of  property  settled  by  a  will 
or  disposition  made  DeK>re  the  commencement 
of  this  Act  where  Succession  Duty  has  been 
paid  on  the  property  under  Section  2  of  *  The 
Succession  Duty  Act,  1853,*  the   amount   of 

Mr.  Dodd 


Succession  Duty  so  paid  sball  be  allowed  as 
a  deduction  from  the  Estate  Duty  payable 
under  this  Act.** 

The  Amendment  was  not  in  any  way 
aimed  at  establishing  a  differenoe  between 
realty  and  personalty  in  favour  of  realty. 
He  would  put  the  case  on  its  merits  aod 
would  show  that,  in  certain  cases  ol 
settlement,  realty  would  pass  one  and  a* 
half  times  as  much  as  personalty,  and  in 
some  cases  nearly  double.  He  would  be 
able  to  present  to  the  Committee  some 
figures  which  he  would  defy  either  the 
Attorney  or  Solicitor  General  to  chAltenge. 
Let  them  take  the  case  of  a  settlement 
made  before  the  passing  of  the  Bill  under 
which,  in  the  case  of  personalty,  Probate 
Duty  had  been  paid.  £50,000  worth  of 
personalty,  if  it  went  to  a  lineal  on  the  first 
life,  would  pay  £2,000  ;  the  same  amount 
of  realty  on  the  fall  of  the  first  life,  taking 
it  at  the  capital  value  of  £87,500,  would 
pay  £937  Succession  Duty,  and  an  Estate 
Duty  of  4^  per  cent.,  amounting  to 
£2,250.  Thus  altogether  realty  would 
pay  £8,187  as  against  £2,000  paid  by 
personalty.  That  was  the  position  in 
regard  to  lineals.  But  in  the  case  of 
collaterals,  taking,  for  instance,  the  case 
of  a  nephew,  personalty  on  the  first  life 
would  pay  £2,000  probate,  plus  £1,500 
Legacy  Duty ;  realty,  on  the  other  hand, 
would  pay  £5,812,  as  compared  with 
£8,500  paid  by  personalty,  an  increase 
of  about  70  per  cent.  When  they  came 
to  aggregation  the  case  was  still  wone* 
If  £50,000  of  personalty  and  £50,000  of 
realty  were  left  in  settlement  by  the 
same  testator  the  estate  would,  on  the 
principle  of  aggregation,  have  to  pay 
about  £6,500  on  the  realty,  as  againal 
£3,500  on  the  personalty.  It  was  ab> 
solutely  impossible  that  this  inequality, 
representing  as  it  did  50,  60,  70,  and 
even  95  per  cent.,  should  be  imposed  on 
realty,  as  compared  with  personalty 
under  one  and  the  same  settlement. 
If  they  took  higher  figures  the  results 
as  regarded  realty  came  out  even  worae. 
Let  them  take  an  estate  of  £100,000. 
Personalty  would  pay  £4,000,  and  realty 
£7,370in  the  case  of  a  lineal ;  in  the  ease 
of  a  collateral,  the  pavments  would  be 
personalty  £7,000,  and  realty  £12,625^ 
and  in  the  case  of  aggregation  they 
would  be  personalty  £4^000,  and  realty 
£7,800  in  the  case  of  a  lineal,  and  £7,800 
and  £13,125  respectively  in  the  case  of 
a  collateral.     He  did  not  think  that  anj 
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apology  was  needed  for  troubling  the 
Committee  with  those  figures.  This  in- 
equality could  not  have  been  contem- 
plated by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. He  claimed  at  the  hands  of  the 
Solicitor  Greneral  that  he  should  not  on 
this  occasion  be  met  with  a  reply  in  the 
form  of  general  facts  and  general  pro- 
fessions of  a  desire  for  equality  of  treat- 
ment between  personalty  and  realty. 
Forty  or  50  different  hard  and  unjustifi- 
able cases  of  inequality  had  already  been 
brought  forward  by  hon.  Members,  and 
in  no  single  case  had  an  attempt  been 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Goyemment  to 
controvert  the  figures.  In  each  case 
they  had  been  met  with  generalisa- 
tions as  to  the  desire  for  equality. 
There  had  been  noticeable  an  indisposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
come  to  close  quarters  with  them  on  the 
question  of  facts  as  they  bore  on  indi- 
viduals. He  did  not  want  to  complicate 
the  point  by  the  suggestion  of  the  fur- 
ther fact  that  it  was  more  difficult  for 
land  than  for  personalty  to  pay,  because 
a  great  deal  of  the  land  which  would  be 
valued  for  the  purpose  of  the  duty  would 
not  be  rent-producing  land.  They  knew 
that  the  desire  of  the  Government  was 
that  the  income  of  the  year,  whether  from 
personalty  or  from  realty,  should  pay  the 
amount,  and  it  could  not  be  to  the  advan- 
tage of  any  class  that  many  new  mort- 
gages should  be  created.  AH  he  claimed 
was  that  which  had,  he  understood,  been 
conceded  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  the  case  of  colonial  revenues, 
t.e.,  that  property  already  taxed  should, 
when  taxed  again,  be  given  credit  for 
what  had  been  taken  from  it  the  first 
time.  They  would  thus  provide  that 
the  taxation  on  land  should  not  be 
more  than  that  on  personalty,  and  that 
realty  should  not  be  made  to  pay  twice 
over  under  the  same  settlement.  That 
point  had  already  been  conceded  in  the 
case  of  personalty,  and  although  it  might 
be  suggested  that  personalty  had  to  pav 
much  earlier  in  the  day,  he  did  not  think 
that  was  any  justification  for  the  inequa- 
lity which,  as  he  had  pointed  out,  was 
being  created  by  this  clause.  He  trusted 
that  the  Solicitor  General  would  deal 
with  the  Amendment  not  merely  from  a 
draftsman's  point  of  view,  but  from  the 
broader  point  of  justice,  and  in  the  spirit 
of  fairness  with  which  the  Government 

VOL.  XXVI.    [fogbth  sebibs.] 


ought    to  consider  the  great  interests 
involved. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
32,  at  end,  insert — 

"  In  the  case  of  property  settled  by  a  will  or 
disposition  made  before  the  commencement  of 
this  Act  where  Saccession  Daty  has  been  paid 
on  the  capital  value  of  the  property  under  Sec- 
tion 2  of  '  The  Succession  Du^  Act,  1853,*  the 
amount  of  Succession  Duty  so  paid  shall  be 
allowed  as  a  deduction  from  the  Estate  Duty 
payable  under  this  Act."— (i¥r.  Brodrick.) 


Question     proposed, 
wonis  be  there  inserted." 


"  That     those 


Mb.    R.   T.   REID    said,    the    hon. 

Gentleman  had  appealed  to  him  not  to 

seek    to  escape  from    the  difficulty  of 

grappling  with  the  figures  he  had  quoted, 
and  not  to  deal  merely  in  generalities. 
He  was  not  aware  that  it  would  fairly  be 
charged  against  him  that  that  hitherto 
had  been  the  course  he  had  pursued,  but 
he  would  like  to  point  out  that  be  could 
not  be  expected  to  reply  to  a  series  of 
figures  involving  three  several  complica- 
tions when  they  had  only  been  supplied 
to  him  three  minutes  before  the  speech 
was  delivered.  He  understood  now  that 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  that  personal  property  which  had 
already  paid  Probate  Duty  should  during 
the  tenancy  of  the  settlement  be  free 
from  payment  of  Estate  Duty.  But  that 
was  not  the  proposition  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  had  been  altered  since  it  ap- 
peared originally  on  the  Paper  by  the 
omission  of  the  words  **  capital  value." 
The  hon.  Member  urged  that  some 
equivalent  should  be  given  to  settled 
realty  and  personalty  to  the  extent  that 
the  amount  paid  under  the  Succession 
Duty  Act  should  be  deducted  from  the 
Estate  Duty.  But  why  not  carry  out  the 
same  principle  with  the  Legacy  Duty  ? 
The  Government  could  not  agree  to  make 
a  deduction  in  the  case  of  Succession 
Duty  when  there  was  no  deduction  in  the 
case  of  Legacy  Duty. 

Mb.  BRODRICK  said,  the  hon.  and 

learned  Gentleman    had  •  misinterpreted 

the  Amendment,  the  object  of  which  was 

to  provide  that  where  Succession  Duty 
had  been  paid  by  realty  it  should  be  de- 
ducted from  the  Estate  Duty.  There 
was  no  intention  whatever  to  deduct 
Succession  Duty  from  personalty,  which 
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bad  abreadj  been  entirely  relieved  by  a 
former  payment. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  tbat  was  not 
what  the  Amendment  indieatedi  and  he 
was  not  responsible  for  the  drafting  of  it. 
He  repeated  that  they  could  not  relieve 
realty  of  the  Snccession  Duty  unless  they 
treated  legacies  in  the  same  manner. 

Mb.     GOSCHEN     (St,     George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  that  while  the 
hon.     and      learned      Grentleman     had 
answered    a    portion    of    the    speech 
of    the    hon.    Member    for    Guildford, 
he     considered      that     he      had      not 
dealt  with  the  substance  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  case,  in  which  some  of  them 
thought    there  was  considerable  force. 
Of  course,  there  was  some  foundation  for 
'  the  excuse  that  he  had  not  had  time  to 
study  the  figures,  but  that  did  not  at  all 
detract  from  the  strength  of  the  case  that 
had  been  put  forward — ^namely,  that  a 
certain  advantage  had    been   given   to 
personalty  by  the  clause  which  had  just 
been  passed.     His  hon.  Friend  wished  to 
extend  to  realty  the  great  advantage  of 
being  cleared  in  advance  for  a  certain 
time  when  Succession  Duty  had  been 
paid.     He  was  sure  the  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman    would    not    wish    to    take 
advantage  of  any  defect  in  the  Amend- 
ment,  but  would  desire  to  remove  the 
inequality  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  by 
means    of    his    figures   pointed   out  as 
certain  to  arise.     Undoubtedly  if  those 
figures  were  correct — and  he  hoped  their 
accuracy  would  be  brought  home  to  the 
mind  of  the  Solicitor  General — there  was 
an  injustice  for  which  a  remedy  ought  to 
be    found.      Could    not   the   hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  see  that  a  privilege 
had  been  given  to  personalty  wnicb  had 
been  withheld  from  realty,  and  that  the 
difference  represented  as  much  as  50,  60, 
and  even  70  per  cent,  to  the  disadvantage 
of  realty  ?      Although  the  Government 
were  not  responsible  for  the  drafting  of 
an  Amendment,  he  did  submit    it  was 
their  duty  to  recognise  an  inequality  of 
treatment  when  it  was  proved  to  exist, 
and  to  attempt  to  provide  a  remedy, 

Mr.  R.T.REID  said,  he  wasnoiAware 
that  he  had  attempted  to  shelter  himself 
upder  the  words  of  the  Amendment.  He 
had,  however,  submitted,  and  he  again 
urged  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
deal  offhand  with  the  figures  which  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  presented.  All  he 
could  promise  was  that  if,  after  studying 
them,  it  appeared  that  an  inequality  did 
exist,  the  Government  wonld  try  to 
remove  it. 

«Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  did 
not  think  anyone  had  understood,  or  ever 
would  understand,  the  clause,  and  he  con- 
fessed that  personally  he  was  at  a  loes  to 
know  at  what  the  Amendment  aimed. 
The  clause  was,  he  felt,  an  almost  hope- 
less one ;  it  had  no  doubt  been  inserted 
in  consequence  of  some  oflicial  seraple, 
and  he  did  not  think  anyone  would  ever 
understand  it. 

CoLOWBL  KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  this  was 
another  instance  ot  the  difficulty  expe- 
rienced by  hon.  Members  interested  in 
realty.  They  had  bad  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  a  perfectly  clear  and  lucid 
statement  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gaild- 
ferd,  and  if  the  figures  which  had  been 
quoted  were  correct  there  was  a  distinct 
ineqoality  of  treatment  in  favour  of  the 
interests  of  personalty  and  against  the 
interests  of  realty.  It  was  perfectly  fair 
for  the  Solicitor  General  to  say  he  had 
not  had  time  to  realise  the  full  strength 
of  the  case  which  had  been  submitted  to 
the  Committee,  and  it  was  only  right  he 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
it;  but  it  was  equally  clear  that  hon. 
Members  entrusted  with  the  duty  of 
defending  the  interests  of  realty  were 
bound  to  insist  on  a  remedy  being  found. 
They  did  not  desire  to  withdraw  by  one 
tittle'  any  favour  shown  to  personalty, 
but  they  did  think  they  had  a  right  to 
secure  equality  of  treatment  for  realty ; 
and  he  thought  the  Solicitor  General  and 
the  officials  behind  him  would  find  the 
figures  quoted  a  very  hard  nut  indeed  to 
erack.  They  would  hold  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  tight  to  his  promise 
to  deal  with  this  question, 

Mb.  BARTLEY  was  of  opinion  that 
the  clause,  which  had  been  very  carefully 
worded  in  order  to  meet  certain  cases, 
would,  whether  the  Amendment  was 
inserted  or  not,  lead  to  considerable  Irri- 
tation. The  clause  would  hereafter  be 
known  by  the  name  of  a  certain  estate 
belonging  to  a  certain  noble  Lord, 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  oi^I 
That  is  not  relevant  to  the  Amend* 
ment  before  the  Conmuttee. 


m 


Wtmmse 


(M  JOWB  l^i} 


BiU. 


174 


Mb.  BABTLBT  taid,  th#  estate  wm 
weU«kiMiwm« 

Tn  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber mast  oenffne  himself  to  the  Amend- 
nieot. 

Mr«  hartley  said,  the  AmeDdment 
bore  verj  closely  on  the  clause  itself. 
Although  he  should  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment  if  it  were  pressed  to  a  DivisioUy  he 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
boo.  Member  for  Ljnn  Regis  ;  he  did  not 
approve  of  it  because  it  gave  an  advan- 
tage to  certain  individuals  and  not  to  a 
whole  elaes,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  better  if  it  were  withdrawn,  and  a 
fresh  clause  brought  up  on  Report. 


A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 

E.)    said,    he  was    sure    the    Solicitor 

General  would  give  his  attention  to  the 

matter.     But  at  the  same  time  he  con- 

iiderad  that  if  the  figures  presented  bjr  his 

boo.  Friend  were  correct  there  was  a 

nal  grievance,  and  there  ought  to  be 
firther  inqniiy  as  to  the  existence  of  the 
iMqaalitj  which  they  discloeed.  He  was 
foaiJeot  the  Grovemment  would  desire  to 
nrfress  any  siMh  grievaooe,  and  would  uot 
U  prevented  from  carrying  out  that  policy 
by  aa  argooent  which  for  one  moment 
imaed  to  commend  itself  to  the  hon.  and 
Isaraad  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  Geneval. 
Let  the  hon*  and  learned  Gentleman 
teoMmber  that  if  this  BiU  had  any  claim 
to  public  ooosideration  that  claim  must 
be  fonnded  upon  the  contention  of  the 
Gcvanunent  that  all  classes  of  property 
were  to  be  equally  dealt  with.  He  did  not 
kaow  whetlier,  under  the  circumstances, 
bis  boo.  Friend  would  think  it  desirable 
Is  divide  the  House.  If  he  did  so  be 
(Mr.  Balfoor)  should  certainly  divide 
with  him,  bat  on  the  whole  he  thought 
(bey  had  got  all  they  could  out  of  the 
dkcQSsaoo,  which  oouldbe  renewed  when 
fktj  eanac  to  a  later  stage  of  the  Bill. 

*Mk.  BRODRICK  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised at  the  course  taken  by  the  Solicitor 
General,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  his 
figures  had  been  placed  before  him  a 
fortnight  ago^  and  that  he  had  then 
Indicated  his  willingness  to  consider 
tbem  on  Clause  17. 

Ma.  B,  T.  EEID  interrupted,  and 
made-  aotts  obsarvatiooB  which  were 
ina«UUe  in  the  GaUery. 


Mb.  BRODRICK  said,  he  waa  quite 
ready  to  follow  his  right  hon.  Friend*s 
advice  on  this  matter.  He  would,  how- 
ever, ask  the  Solicitor  General  to 
remember  that  if  the  Bill  remained  in  its 
present  shape  a  grave  injustice  would  be 
done.  Under  these  circumstanoes,  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  put 
down  an  Amendment  before  the  Report 
stage  was  reached  ;  but.  If  not,  he  would 
himself  putdown  an  Amendment  and  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  moved  the  follow- 
ing new  sub-section.  Page  11,  line  36, 
at  end,  add — 

**  (3)  Where  an  interest  in  expectancy  in  any 
property  has,  before  the  commencement  of  tliiB 
part  of  this  Act,  been  ktrndjids  sold  or  mortgagad 
for  full  oonaidmtion  in  money  ormoney's  worth 
then  no  other  duty  on  such  property  shall  be 
payable  by  the  purchaser  or  mortgagee  whan 
the  interest  falls  into  possession  than  would 
have  been  payable  if  thu  Act  had  not  passed  ; 
and  in  the  case  of  a  mortgage,  any  higher  duty 
payable  by  the  mortea^or shall  rank  as  a  charge 
subsequent  to  that  of  the  mortgagee/* 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ex* 
plained  that  the  clause  had  been  put  down 
in  pursuance  of  a  promise  made  by  the 
Government,  and  he  hoped  it  would  meet 
the  point  which  had  been  raised  at  an 
earlier  stage  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Islington. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  sub- 
section be  there  added.** 

Mr.  BARTLBY  said,  he  was  obliged 

to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for 

having  introduced  this  Amendment,  which 

he  believed  would  have  the  eSect  of 
carrying  out  the  object  he  had  in  view. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  the  knowledge  of 
a  lawyer  upon  this  matter,  but  still  he 
thought  the  Amendment  met  his  pur- 
pose. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rbid,  the 
following  sub«seetion  was  agreed  to :— * 

**  (4)  The  further  Bbtate  Duty  of  1  per  centum 
shall  not  be  payable  on  nropoihr  settlad  by  a 
disposition  which  has  taken  effect  before  the 
commencement  of  this  part  of  this  Act.** 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  moved,  after  the 
last  Amendment,  to  add  the  wofds-— 
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"  (5)  Where  a  husband  or  wife  is  entitled, 
either  solelj  or  jointlj  with  tbs  other,  to  the 
income  of  any  property  settled  by  the  other 
under  a  disposition  which  has  taicen  effect  before 
the  commencement  of  this  part  of  this  Act,  and 
on  hit  or  her  death  the  survivor  becomes 
entitled  to  the  income  of  the  property  settled 
by  such  survivor,  Estate  Dntv  shall  not  be 
payable  on  that  property  until  the  death  of  the 
•urviyor." 

The  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  this  laBt  Amendmeot  was  introduced 
in  the  place  of  that  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol. 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  those  words 
be  there  added. ' 

•Mr.  butcher  (York)  moved  to 
amend  the  sub-section  so  that  it  would 
i^pply  to  all  cases  in  which  the  surviving 
husband  or  wife 

**  becomes  upon  the  death  of  the  other  entitled 
to  the  income  of  any  settled  property.'* 

He  said  he  knew  of  no  principle  why  this 
exception  should  not  be  made  in  the  case 
of  a  stranger.  No  doubt  his  bon.  and 
learned  Friend  attached  some  importance 
to  the  unity  of  husband  and  wife.  [Mr. 
R.  T.  Reid  :  No.]  Well,  he  regretted 
to  hear  that  that  principle  was  thrown 
overboard.  He  repeated  that  he  knew 
of  no  reason  which  would  justify  this 
exemption  in  the  case  of  a  settlement  by 
husband  and  wife  upon  themselves  which 
would  not  apply  equally  to  the  case  of 
a  settlement  upon  them. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  from 
Uie  word  *'  wife,**  to  the  word  ''  estate,** 
in  line  5,  and  insert  the  words 

**  becomes  upon  the  death  of  the  other  entitled 
to  the  income  of  any  settled  property/* — (.Vr. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment.** 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  hts 
Amendment.  The  new  sub-section  which 
he  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  had  put  down  was 
of  a  particular  and  specific  character,  and 
the  Amendment  of  the  ^cn.  and  learned 
Gentlonan  wasentireljj^witiiout  its  scope. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  laid,  Ue  Solicitor 
General  did  not  happen  to  be  in  his  place, 
or  was  there  present  any  other  Member 
of  the  Government,  but  he  suppoinl  that 

Mr.  R.  r,  Reid 


did  not  matter,  as  what  they  said  did  not 
receive  much  attention,  though  upon  a 
Bill  of  this  sort  it  was  ralher  awkward 
to  have  a  discussion  upon  a  very  tech* 
nical  matter  with  no  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  a  single  supporter  of  the 
Government  in  the   House.     The  con- 
cession  made    by  the    learned  Solicitor 
General  related  to  the  case  of  a  husband  or 
wife  entitled,  either  solely  or  jointly  with 
the  other,   to   the   income   of  property 
settled    by    the    other.      The    learned 
Solicitor  General  said  he  had  agreed  to 
make  this  concession  on  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach).    That 
was  perfectly  true,  and  they  were  so  far 
grateful  for  small  mercies,  but  something 
further  was  promised.    It  would  be  ^ 
the  recollection  of  the  Committee  that  h  e 
(Mr,  Bartley)  raised  the  case  of  a  joint 
annuity  between  husband   and  wife,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  thouf^h 
he  did  not  agree  to  the  proposal,  said  he 
would  carefully  oonsider  the  point  and 
deal  with  it  in  a  subsequent  clause.  Thai 
being  so,  this  was  the  place  and  the  sab- 
section  in  which  it  ought  to  be  intra- 
duced,  and  in  which  it  must  come  in  if 
it  was  to  come  in  at  all.    In  the  words 
proposed  by  the  learned  Solicitor  General 
there  was  no  indication  of  that  at  all.  It 
was  true  that,  to  a  large  extent,  the  oas» 
of  a  large  jointure    was   met    by   tka 
Amendment   of    the    learned    Sdiciter 
General,  but  he  (Mr.  Bartley)  was  ooo- 
cemed  with  the    smaller   jointures    of 
husband  and  wife.    A  great  number  of 
these    cases    came     before    him,     amd 
he  had    recommended  them  to   secure 
something  for  their  old  age   by  meaaa 
of  a  joint  annuity,  and    he   naturallj 
expected,  after   what    the    Chancellor 
of     the    Exchequer    said,     that     the 
case    would   be  dealt   with   upon   this 
clause.      It  was  quite  true  that    upon 
other  sub-sections  the  learned  Solteitor 
General  had  dealt  with  the  question  of 
reversions   and    other    matters,   but  ho 
could  not  find  any  other  sub-section  or 
clause  where  this  particular  case  of  joint 
annuities  was  dealt  with.     He  was  glad 
to  see  that  one  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  come  into  the  House  at  last^ 
and     perhaps    the    learned    Postmaster 
General  would  be  able  to  give  them  all 
the    information  thej  desired,  and    ho 
would,  therefore,  venture  to  begin   his 
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line  of  argament  again.  He  saw  that 
Another  Member  of  the  Government  had 
dropped  in — the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade — and  he  would  repeat  the  point 
he  was  arguing,  which  concerned  the 
question  of  joint  annuities,  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  promised 
be  would  consider  and  bring  up  upon  a 
subsequent  clause.  For  the  information 
of  the  Government,  which  was  now  so 
shly  represented  bj  the  Postmaster 
General,  he  would  say  that  the  clause 
thej  were  now  discussing  must  be  the 
clause  on  which  this  question  must  be 
raised.  The  words  of  the  learned 
Solicitor  General  were  these — 

"  Where  a  httsband  or  wife  is  entitled,  either 
solely  or  jointly  with  the  other,  to  the  income 
of  any  property  settled  by  the  other  under  a 
disposition  which  has  ti^ken  eifect  before  the 
eommenoement  of  this  part  of  this  Act,  and  on 
his  or  her  death  the  sanrivor  becomes  entitled 
to  the  income  of  the  property  settled  by  snch 
surrivor.  Estate  Daty  shidl  not  be  payable  on 
that  property  until  the  death  of  the  survivor.*' 

That  was   the  onlj  clause  which    the 
Government  had  brought  up,  and  it  did 
not  in  any  way  touch  the  case  of  the 
husband  and  wife  who  were  entitled  to  a 
small  joint  annuity,  terminable   at  the 
death  of  both,  and  which  was  particularly 
referred  to  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Bill, 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
promised  to  bring  forward   at  a  subse- 
qnent  period  an  Amendment  or  clause 
that  would  deal  with  the  question.  There 
were  a  large  number  of  persons  who  had 
no   one  belonging    to    them    whom    it 
was  desirable  to  encourage  to  make  pro- 
vision for  themselves  in  old  age.     If  no 
provision    such   as   he   asked    for    was 
introduced  the  selfishness  of  man  would 
probably   take   the  form  of  buying    an 
annuity  on  the  chance  of  one  of  them, 
either  the  wife  or  the  husband,  living  the 
longest.     There  was,  of  course,  the  risk 
that  the  life  named  might  be  the  first  to 
drop  out,  in  which  case  very  great  hard- 
ship would  be  inflicted,  and  the  husband 
or  the  wife,  as  the  case  might  be,  would 
be  left  destitute.     He  was  glad  now  to 
see  the  learned  Solicitor  General  in  his 
place,  as  he  could  now  bring  the  matter 
before  him,  and  he  would  begin,  for  the 
third  time,    the  whole  argument  again. 
He  was  very  sorry  for  this,  and  that  they 
kad  all   had  to  hurry  over  their  frugal 
raeal,  but  he  would  now  address  himself 
specially  to  the  learned  Solicitor  General. 


The  point  he  wished  to  bring  before  the 
learned  Solicitor  General  was  the  case  of 
a  joint  annuitant.    As  the  learned  Gen* 
tleman  would  remember,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  an  earlier  part  of  the 
Debates  promised  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  joint  annuities,  and  this  was  the 
clause  upon  which  the  question  must  be 
considered.     Under  the  Bill  as  it  stood, 
if  one  life    dropped    out  the  survivor, 
though   it    might  be  a   small    annuity, 
would  have  to  pay  Estate  Duty  on  the 
life  interest  of  half  the  annuity.    That 
was  sought  to  be  an  unfair  proposal,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  though 
he  did  not  agree  to  exempt  all  annuities, 
did  agree  that  the  case  of  small  joint 
annuities  should  fairly  come  within  the 
province  of  some    clause.    The    clause 
they  were  now  considering  was  clearly 
the  clause  in  which  the  exemption  should 
be  made.      He  did  not  know  whether 
the    Amendment     of     his      hon.    and 
learned     Friend    would     quite     cover 
the    question,    but    it   would    certainly 
go  in  part  in  that  direction,  and  was  an 
improvement  upon  the  words  proposed  by 
the  learned  Solicitor  General.     What  he 
wished    to    impress    upon  the    learned 
Solicitor  General  was  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  promised  that  he 
would  favourably   consider  the  case  of 
joint    annuities    of   husband   and    wife, 
and  bring  the   question   up   upon  some 
clause.      This,  he    submitted,  was   the 
proper  clause,  but  as  drafted  they  would 
not  be  included,  and  neither  would  they 
come  within  the  learned  Solicitor  GeneraPs 
Amendment.     It  was  quite  true  that  it  ^ 
could  be  inserted  upon  Report,  but  he  ^^ 
would    remind     the     learned     Solicitor 
General  that  the  Report  stage  was  getting 
so  complicated  and   difficult  that  when 
they  did  reach  it  it  would  be  found  to  be 
almost  more  difficult  to  get  through  than 
the  Committee  stage  itself ;  therefore,  it 
was  desirable  to  dispose  of  as    many 
questions    as    possible    in     Committee. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  would  urge 
the  learned  Solicitor  General  to  introduce 
words  that  would  safeguard  the  interests 
of  these  annuitants,  a  proceeding  which     ^ 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated 
he  was  favourable  to. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  promise 
given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  to  consider  whether  something 
could  not  be  done  with  respect  to  the 
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cases  of  aDOtiities  between  husband  and 
wife*  He  was  qui^e  certain  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  having 
given  that  promise  had  or  would  give 
full  consideration  to  the  matter  and  intro- 
duce it  in  its  proper  place  if  he  found  he 
was  able  to  do  so  ;  but  he  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid)  would  point  out  that  it  would  be 
entirely  out  of  place  in  this  Clause  17, 
which  was  the  clause  dealing  with 
definitions. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  ;  No ;  Clause  18  is 
the  Definition  Clause. 

Mr.  R.  T.  reid  said,  that  Clause  17 
was  '<  Savings  *'  and  aaose  18  ''  Defini- 
tions/' but  the  proposal  applied 
to  both  one  and  the  other.  Let 
him  make  this  clear :  that,  so  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  his  Amendment  was 
intended  to  fulfil  a  pledge  gives  to  the 
right  faon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for 
Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beaoh),  and  did 
not  profess  to  be  a  discharge  of  a  pledge 
given  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  In  his 
view,  the  place,  or  at  all  events  a  good 
place,  to  do  that  would  be  bj  means  of  a 
new  clause. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  was  satisfied 
with  the  statement  of  the  learned  Solicitor 
General  that  the  matter  would  be  dealt 
with. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  must 
apologise  for  his  temporary  absence 
before  the  adjournment,  but  he  under- 
stood that  in  his  absence  some  kind  of 
complaint  was  made  by  the  hou.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  of  his  (Sir  R. 
Webster)  having  put  down  this  Amend- 
ment. If  any  complaint  was  to  be  made 
he  hoped  it  would  be  made  when  he  was 
in  the  House,  and  had  an  opportunity  of 
replying  to  it. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  I  most  distinctly 
abstaineil  from  making  any  complaint  ; 
it  is  not  my  practice  to  complain  of  the 
boo.  and  learned  Gentleman  behind  his 
back. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  he  was  sure  he  was  incor- 
rectly informed,  but  he  had  been  in- 
formed that  the  learned  Solicitor  General 
complained  that  he  (Sir  R.  Webster) 
ought  not  to  have  put  down  these 
Amendments.  He  must  say  he  kuew  of 
no  arrangement  preventing  his  puttttig 
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dowt)  this  Ameudment,  arid  he  put  this 
and  the  others  down  upon  their  merits^ 
and  he  was  quite  prepared  to  jostity 
them.  His  suggestion  was  that  the  ex- 
emptions or  the  indulgences,  which  was 
the  right  word  to  use,  of  the  Solicitor 
General  did  not  go  as  far  as  they  ought 
from  any  point  of  view.  There  were 
three  limitations  :  .first,  the  limitation  ex- 
tending only  to  the  case  in  which  the 
settlement  was  made  before  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Act;  secondly,  the 
settlement  made  by  the  husband  or  the 
wife ;  and  the  third,  in  which  the  sur- 
vivor was  the  settlor.  He  wished  to 
know  why  it  should  be  limited  to  settle- 
ments made  before  the  commencement 
of  this  part  of  the  Act.  If  it 
was  right  and  just — and  the  hon. 
and  learaed  Solicitor  General  admitted 
it  w.as — that  the  settlement  should  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  survivor  without 
payment  of  Estate  Duty  on  the  first  life, 
if  that  was  the  true  principle,  it  ought 
to  be  applied  to  settlements  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act.  And,  further,  he 
wished  to  know  why  it  should  not  be 
extended  to  the  settlor?  Would  the 
learned  Solicitor  General  tell  them  on 
what  ground  he  justified  the  exclusion 
from  the  purview  of  the  sub-section  the 
case  where  there  had  been  the  same 
settlement  made  by  a  brother  or  the  same 
settlement  made  by  a  father  ?  He  sub- 
mitted that  in  order  to  be  reasonable  the 
words  contained  in  the  Solicitor  General*s 
Amendment  must  be  left  out,  and  the 
words  he  proposed  introduced,  so  that  the 
clause  would  then  read — 

*'  Where  a  husband  or  wife  becomes  apon  the 

I  death  of  the  other  entiUe<l  to  the  income  of  any 

'  settler!  property,  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  i>ay- 

,  able  on  that  property  until  the  death  of  the 

survivor.** 

He  asked  the  learned  Solicitor  General 
to  answer  these  points  and  to  give  them 
something  more  than  the  mere  determina- 
tion, the  ipse  dijcit  isi  the  Government^ 

,  if  he  might  use  that  expression,  to  go  ne 
further.     He  submitted  that  his  proposal 

1  was  most  reasonable,  and  he  hoped  the 
learned  Solicitor  General  would  see  hia 
way  to  grant  the  point. 

Mr.  E.  T.REID  said,  he  could  assure 

'  the  faon.  and  learned  GentUman  that  he 

made  no  ooipplaint  of  his  patting  the 

Amendment  on  the  Paper.    What  be  did 
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was  to  put  it  to  the  Committee  whedier 
an  Ameodment  of  the  kind  should  be 
accepted  oiider  the  oircumstatices.  He 
(llr.  B.  T.  Beid)  had  moved  an  extremely 
limited  Amendment  to  itpplj  to  special 
cisee  appUcaUe  before  the  commence* 
ment  of  this  Act,  and  he  did  so  in  oom- 
pliaoee  with  a  request  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol 
(Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach)  that  a  few  cases 
iheady  existing  should  be  met.  The 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  B.  Webster) 
was  entirely  within  his  right,  if  he 
thooght  fit,  to  use  his  (Mr.  B.  T.  Beid's) 
compliance  as  a  peg  on  which  to  hang 
the  entire  question  of  the  relationship 
between  husband  and  wife.  As  he  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  per^ 
fectlr  entitled  to  do  that,  and  he  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Beid)  had  no  right  to  complain, 
DOT  did  he  make  complaint,  but  he 
•lid  he  had  a  right  to  put  it  to  the 
Committee  whether  it  was  desirable 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  The  point 
pQt  to  him  now  was  that  because  he 
proposed  to  exempt  certain  marriage 
letilemeots  he  ought  to  exempt  them, 
oot  merely  on  the  death  of  the  husband 
or  the  wire,  but  under  any  circumstances. 
He  did  not  think  that  should  be  the 
breadth  of  the  Amendment. 

Sib  R.  WEBSTEB  :  It  is  very  limited, 

Uita  ? 

Uu.  R.  T.  BEID  said,  it  might  be  ; 
bat  at  all  events  it  was  wide  enough, 
ftod  far  wider  than  the  limited  Amend- 
ment he  had  proposed.  It  was  a  matter 
that  had  already  been  discussed  several 
tines  iu  the  course  of  this  Committee, 

and  decided  in  an  adverse  sense  to  the 
view  the  hon.  aad  learned  Gentleman 
took,  and  under  those  circumstanceH  he 
tftked  the  Committee  not  to  accept  it. 
No  one  disputed  that  his  Amendment 
was  applicable  to  the  limited  purpose  for 
which  it  was  intended,  nor  did  anyone 
dispute  that  the  words  of  the  :hou.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight 
(Sir  B.  Webster)  were  applicable  to  the 
purpose  he  proposed,  but  the  question 
was,  whether  it  was  desirable  for  the 
Committee  to  adopt  the  wider  view  ? 

8iK  R.  WEBSTEB  :  How  about  the 
cafte  where  there  is  a  settlor  ?  He  has 
not  dealt  with  that. 


Mil.  B.  T.  BEID  said,  he  had  not  the 
sfigfatest  intention  of  including  that  iu 
this  Amendment,  and  he  never  had.  As 
he  had  pointed  out,  he  was  not  asked  to 
do  so ;  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
M.  Hicks-Beach)  was  a  much  more 
modest  proposal.  He  should  not  deal 
with  the  case  of  the  settlor— -he  might 
be  wrong,  but  that  was  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  decide,  and  at  present  he  did 
not  see  that  the  case  arose. 

Mr«  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  sug- 
gested that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  R.  Webster) 
would  find  it  more  convenient  if  he  were 
to  put  down  a  new  clause  dealing  with 
the  whole  question  of  settlements  where 
husband  and  wife  were  concerned,  in- 
stead of  bringing  it  forward  at  this  stage 
and  upon  an  Amendment  which  only 
dealt  with  those  cases  where  there  had 
been  a  disposition  taking  effect  before 
the  passing  of  this  Act. 

Sir  B.  WEBSTEB  :  I  could  not  do 
it.     It  must  be  brought  up  here. 

Mb.  DODD  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  raise  the  whole  question  by  means  of 
a  new  clause,  instead  of  in  this  limited 
way. 

Mr.  JEFFBEY8  (Haute,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  that,  as  he  understood  the 
proposal  of  the  Government,  if  a  husband 
and  wife  each  brought  £10,000  into  the 
settlement,  and  enjoyed  that  during  their 
lives,  on  the  death  of  one  the  survivor 
would  have  to  pay  Estate  Duty  on  the 
settled  money.  Suppose  the  husbaud 
died,  had  the  wife  to  pay  Estate  Duty 
not  only  on  her  husband's  money,  but  on 
her  own  £10,000,  which  she  had  brought 
into  the  settlement,  as  well  ?  The  survivor 
would  have  to  pay  duty  on  the  whole  of 
the  settled  estate.  That  seemed  to  him 
most  unfair,  and  he  strongly  approved  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  tlie  Isle  of  Wight.  If 
Estate  Duty  was  to  l^e  paid,  it  surely 
ought  only  to  be  paid  on  that  part  of  the 
settlement  money  which  the  survivor 
bad  derived  from  the  other  party.  The 
wife  should  not  be  compelled  to  pay 
Estate  Djty  on  the  money  which  she 
herself  had  brought  into  the  settlement. 

Mr.  B.  T.  beid  said,  it  was  in  order 
to  meet  this  very  ease  that  these  wqrdA 
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were  introduced.  The  result  was,  that 
where  husband  and  wife  each  brought 
£10,000  into  settlement  before  the  com- 
mencement  of  this  part  of  the  Act,  settled 
jointly  on  both  and  afterwards  on  the 
survivor,  if  one  or  the  other  died  the 
Estate  Dutj  was  not  to  be  payable  bj 
the  survivor  on  the  money  which  he  or 
she  brought  in.  In  regard  to  what 
happened  snbsequentlv  to  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  as  he  had  already  pointed  out, 
it  would  be  unnecessary  to  make  pro- 
vision for  any  property  settled  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  because  the  same  re- 
sult could  be  achieved  by  a  different 
mode  of  conveyancing.  It  was  desired 
that  existing  settlements  should  be  pro- 
vided for,  and  the  Amendment  was  to 
prevent  what  would  otherwise  be  a 
grievance  arising  in  these  precise  settle- 
ments. 

•Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it  was 

yQTj  difficult  to  follow  these  complicated 

questions  unless  one   were   not  only  a 

lawyer,  but  almost  a  Lord  Chancellor  ; 
but  it  did  seem  to  him  that  this  Amend- 
ment did  not  carry  out  the  intention  the 
Solicitor  General  had  announced.  Take 
the  case  his  hon.  Friend  had  suggested 
of  husband  and  wife  each  putting  in 
£1,000  in  settling  a  fund  of  £2,000. 
The  survivor  would  take  by  survival,  but 
it  seemed  to  him  that  he  would  have  to 
pay  duty  on  the  whole.  What  was 
suggested  here  was  that  be  or  she  should 
not  pay  upon  what  was  settled  by  him  or 
her.  But  if  both  joined  in  settling  the 
same  fund  and  both  took  the  whole  fund 
by  survivorship^  were  they  going  to 
halve  the  fund  and  say  that  duty  should 
be  paid  on  one  and  not  on  the  other  half  ? 
He  did  not  think  that  was  intended,  and 
he  could  not  conceive  why  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  work  on  the  line  of  the 
Succession  Duty,  this  beinff  purely  a 
matter  of  succession.  The  old  rules  of 
the  Succession  Duty  Act  would  abso- 
lutely meet  the  case,  and  they  wanted  no 
new  rule.  It  was  extremely  dangerous 
for  the  Solicitor  General  to  endeavour  to 
meet,  one  by  one,  the  little  difficulties 
they  brought  up  individually  and  leave 
the  larger  principle  untouched.  When  a 
difficulty  occurred  to  an  individual  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  it  was  but  an  individual 
difficulty,  and  it  might  be  a  type  of  a 
large  number  of  other  difficultiea  which 
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must  be  settled  on  principle,  and  not  each 
particular  difficulty  as  it  arose.  He 
thought  the  Solicitor  General  had 
somehow  mixed  himself  up  in  the 
Succession  Duty  Act  and  got  hold 
of  the  idea  of  the  predecessor,  which, 
of  course,  was  entirely  absent  from 
the  whole  of  this.  Act,  but  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  be  remembered  in 
matters  affecting  the  Succession  Duty. 
The  whole  Succession  Duty  turned  upon 
ascertaining  the  predecessor — the  original 
provider  of  the  fund  and  the  disposer 
thereof.  He  saw  the  idea  of  the  pre- 
decessor here,  because  the  survivor  was 
not  to  pay  duty  if  he  or  she  settled  the 
property  on  him  or  herself,  but  was  to 
pay  duty  otherwise.  In  other  words,  it 
contemplated  a  man  being  his  own  pre- 
decessor, and  being  in  no  relationship  to 
himself  he  would  pay  no  duty.  That 
was  rather  a  mixed-up  notion  of  the 
Succession  Duty  and  Estate  Duty.  The 
Solicitor  General  said,  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent in  the  law  for  any  exemption  of 
this  kind,  that  was  to  say  a  devolution 
between  husband  and  wife.  There  was 
in  this  very  Bill.  In  Clause  4,  Sub- 
section 1,  paragraph  (c),  it  was  provided 
that  if  there  was  only  a  life  interest  in 
settled  property  arising  on  the  death  of 
the  deceased,  or  husband  or  wife  of  the 
deceased,  the  further  Estate  Duty  should 
not  be  payable.  There  the  principle 
was  distinctly  laid  down  that  there  was 
to  be  a  different  view  taken  of  the 
matter  from  what  would  ordinarily  be  taken 
if,  on  the  death  of  a  person,  the  only  life 
interest  was  that  of  the  husband  or  wife 
of  that  person.  It  was  true  that  in 
Clause  4  that  was  only  carried  to  the 
extent  of  letting  them  off  the  further 
Estate  Duty.  But  if  it  was  good  for 
that,  it  was  also  good  for  the  Estate 
Duty.  The  principle  was  that  hus- 
band and  wife  were  one,  and  when 
the  succession  or  legacy  came  from  one 
to  the  other  no  Legacy  or  Succession 
Duty  should  be  payable,  any  more  than  if 
there  had  been  no  legacy  or  succession 
at  all.  That  was  the  principle,  and  even 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  had 
to  admit  the  principle  to  the  extent  of 
remitting,  in  the  case  supposed  further 
Estate  Duty,  and  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  below  him  (Sir  K.  Webster) 
proposed  that  the  principle  should  be 
reinstated   in    its   true   position   in   the 
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Dmth  Duty  sjetem — that  was  to  saj,  in 
CiMpositioa  that  it  shoald  exempt  the 
•occestor,  hnshaDd  or  wife,  from  the 
pajmeot  of  dutr.  Let  him  point  oat 
the  trnfairness  of  what  they  were  doing 
b  the  Bill.  Thej  were  absolutely  merg- 
ing and  potting  an  end  to  all  the  1  per 
eeot.  Legaej  and  Snccession  Duties. 
What  was  the  effect  of  that  ?  Thej 
were  letting  off  from  the  Legacy  and 
Sieeessioo  Dotj  everybody  who  paid 
1  per  eent.  and  to  that  extent  were  re- 
lieriog  a  large  number  of  legatees  and 
raeceesors,  but  they  were  letting  the 
widow  off  nothing.  The  widow  paid 
DotbiDg  now,  and  when  they  merged 
what  she  paid  and  made  her  pay 
•xtra  Estate  Duty  for  it,  they  were 
tiking  something  for  nothing;  but  in 
tW  other  cases  they  were  taking  some- 
tlung  for  something.  In  the  case  of 
tW  widow,  they  took  an  extra  Estate 
D«ty  and  let  her  take  nothing.  An 
ttonnoos  onfaimess  would  arise  in  that 
eue,  and  it  was  precisely  in  such  in- 
Kuees  that  they  should  be  most 
eWitable  in  levying  the  Estate  Duty. 
H«  was  as  stem  as  anybody  when  it  was 
i  question  of  tax  collection,  but  he  had 
ft  warm  comer  in  his  heart  for  the  widow, 
nch  warmer  than  for  the  children. 
Bot  the  Grovemment  looked  with  abso- 
hrte  contempt  and  loathing  on  the  widow 
lad  widower,  and  they  maintained  their 
txinplioo  to  the  child.  The  Bill  would 
work  extremely  unfairly  unless  some  such 
Aseodment  as  this  were  adopted.  The 
(ipital  exemption  in  all  these  duties  had 
ilwiys  been  the  exemption  of  the  widow, 
ad  if  they  were  going  to  do  away  with 
tW  exemption  of  the  widow,  they  must 
ftbaolately  do  away  with  all  other  ex- 
nptioDs.  He  thought  for  all  the  reasons 
W  had  stated  there  were  ample  and 
nfldent  grounds  for  pressing  this 
Aaeodment  of  the  Member  for  the  Isle 
flf  Wight. 

Ma.  G08CHEN  reminded  the  Com- 

■ittee  that  on  the  Second  Reading  of 

the  Bill  he  called  attention  to  the  effect 

iu  provisions  would  have  upon  the  re- 
iatioos  between  husband  and  wife,  and  he 
pointed  out  that  to  a  degree  quite  un- 
paralleled in  their  previous  legislation  the 
liQ«bftod  inheriting  from  the  wife  or  the 
wife  inheriting  from  the  husband  would  be 
touched  by  the  new  duties.     That  struck 


him  as  one  of  the  most  important  points 
they  should  have  to  call  attention  to 
during  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Solicitor  General  had 
stated  he  did  not  complain  of  the  action 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Wight  in  introducing  this  Amend- 
ment at  this  stage,  but  he  tnought  it  was 
a  matter  for  the  Committee  whether  it 
ought  to  be  introduced  and  entertained. 
For  his  part,  he  looked  upon  any  change 
in  this  direction  as  between  husband  and 
wife  as  so  important  that  he  thought  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  well  advised 
to  take  every  opportunity  of  urging  this 
most  important  question  on  the  notice  of 
the  Government.  He  was  sure  the  Soli- 
citor General  would  see  that  not  only  the 
hite  Attorney  General  (Sir  R.  Webster), 
but  all  of  them  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  were  doing  their  duty  when  they 
called  attention  to  this  most  important 
subject.  The  Solicitor  Greneral,  he 
thought,  did  not  attach  sufficient  im- 
portance to  the  point.  After  all,  the  Go- 
vernment in  their  new  proposals  did  go 
beyond  the  old  principle  of  the  non-taxa- 
tion of  the  wife  inheriting  from  the  hus- 
band or  the  husband  inheriting  from  the 
wife,  and  why  had  they  introduced  this 
principle  ?  They  were  driven  to  it  by 
the  extraordinary  position  they  had  taken 
up  with  reganl  to  the  Estate  Duty.  It 
was  an  attempt  to  make  it  the  analogue 
to  the  Probate  Duty,  and  yet,  while  doing 
so,  to  apply  it  to  circumstances  and  pro- 
perty which  were  not  touched  by  the 
Probate  Duty  at  all.  The  settlements  by 
husband  and  wife  were  not  touched  by 
the  old  Probate  Duty  ;  therefore,  the  hus- 
band inheriting  from  the  wife  or  the  wife 
inheriting  from  the  husband  under  settle- 
ment was  not  touched  by  the  Probate  Duty. 
The  Government  now  said  they  would 
sweep  in  this  settled  property,  and  make 
it  liable  to  Estate  Duty,  but  under  totally 
different  conditions  from  the  Probate 
Duty,  and  it  was  the  necessity  to  whick 
they  were  driven  by  stating  a  very 
dangerous  principle,  which  had  landed 
them  into  these  difficulties,  for  difficulties 
they  were.  The  Solicitor  General  might 
not  think  it  a  difficulty,  but  they  did, 
that  the  husband  inheriting  from  the  wife 
and  the  wife  inheriting  from  the  hui^band 
should  have  to  pay  the  large  Estate  Duty 
in  future.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  he  dealt  with  the  difficulty  as 
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regarded  past  settlements,  and  then 
addressing  himself  to  the  point  as  to  how 
it  would  affect  future  settlements,  he  said 
this :  It  was  a  matter  of  drafting,  and  by 
draftidg  settlements  in  a  different  waj 
they  might  escape  from  this  difficulty  in 
future. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  :  The  difficulty  would 
not  arise. 

Mr.  GOSCITEN  asked,  would  that  be 
avoidance  or  evasion  ?      Here  was  the 
Government  pointing  out  a  method  by 
which  that  which  was  their  policy  might 
be  evaded,  because  they  had  not  objected 
to  the  policy  that  the  husband  inheriting 
from  the  wife,  or  vice  versa^  was  to  be 
taxed.     They  had  not  said  they  wished 
to  abolish  Baeh  a  system ;  they  would 
not  meet  the  Opposition  in  the  slightest 
degree  except  as  to  past  settlements.   As 
to  future  settlements  of  that  character, 
why  not  exempt  them  by  some  provision 
in  the  Bill    rather   than  drive  the  poor 
layman  into  the  hands  of  their  solicitors 
with  the  request  that  they  should  draw 
their  settlements  in  such  a  way  as  that 
they  should  not  have  to  pay  this  duty  ? 
The  Solicitor  General  said  that  in  regard 
to  future  settlements  the  object  aimed  at 
could  be  carried  out  merely  by  altering 
the    drafting.       He    submitted    to    the 
Government  that  if  they  did  not  wish  to 
get  the  money  which   was   paid  under 
settlement  by  a  wife  inheriting  from  a 
husband  or  a  husband  inheriting  from*a 
wife  they  ought  to  say  so  directly  by  in- 
troducing   words    into    the   Bill  which 
would    carry     out     that    object    rather 
than    to  refer  them  to  changes    which 
might    be   made   by  their    solicitors  in 
drafting  settlements.     Let  them  agree  to 
the   principle,  and   they   would  then  be 
better  able  to  agree  to  the  method  for 
carrying  it  out.     He  wished  he  could  feel 
that  the  Solicitor  General  and  the  Go- 
vernment generally  accepted  their  views 
as   to  the  inexpediency  of  making   the 
wife  who  inherited  from  the  husband  or 
the  husband  who  inherited  from  the  wife 
pay  this  duty.     If  they  knew   the    Go- 
vernment agreed  that  it  was  inexpedient 
they    could    discuss   the   best  means  of 
meeting    the    case.     The    Government, 
however,  did  not  agree  that  it  was  inex- 
pedient to  impose  this  taxation,  but  at 
the  same  time  they  had  been  good  enough 
to  point  out  how  that  taxation  could  be 

Mr.  Goschen 


evaded.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
Solicitor  General  would  think  it  neces- 
sary to  reply,  but  he  was  putting  the 
case  exactly  as  it*  struck  him  without 
wishing  to  introduce  any  additional  con- 
troversial subject,  but  merely  with  a  view  . 
to  elucidating  what  object  they  really 
ought  to  strive  for  in  dealing  with  the 
relations  of  husband  and  wife. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  it  was  not  the 

proposal  of  the  Bill  that  husband  or  wife 

should  be  exempt  from  the  payment  of 

Estate  Duty  in  the  case  where  the  one 
succeeded  to  the  other ;  and  in  point  of 
fact,  under  the  Probate  Duty,  whether 
the  whole  property  went  to  the  husband 
or  the  wife,  duty  was  payable  just  exactly 
in  the  same  way  as  this  would  be  pay- 
able.    The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bristol 
put  a  case  to  him  in  which  husband  and 
wife  both  settled  £5,000,  and  according 
to   the   manner    in   which  the  marriage 
settlement    was    drafted    both    enjoyed 
the    joint    incomes    during    their  lives, 
and    upon    the    death  of    the   one   the 
entire  income  must    go   to    the    other. 
The    right    hon.  Gentleman    said    that 
in    such    cases  it    was  not   fair  that  a 
wife  succeeding  to  the   income  of  the 
£5,000  which  she  herself  had    settled 
should  have  to  pay  Estate  Duty  upon 
that  income.     Though  he  did  not  think 
the  result  anticipated  by  the  Member  for 
Bristol  would  follow  from  the  Bill,  he 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  said  he  would  brin^ 
forward  an  Amendment  to  meet  the  case, 
and  this  was  the  Amendment  they  had 
been  discussing  for  an  hour  and  a-half. 
He  said  then  that  he  would  propose  an 
Amendment    which    would    deal     with 
existing  settlements,  and  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to   provide   for   future  settle- 
ments, because    by  an  alteration  in  the 
j  drafting  it  could  be  provided  that  each 
should  have  the  life  interest  of  the  portion 
he  or  she  provided,  with,  of  course,  re- 
maimler  over,  and   they   could  produce 
practically  the  same  effiscts  without  the 
difficulty  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol.     It   was   perfectly  un- 
necessary to  have  the  clause  at  all  except 
to  deal  with  some  cases  of  existing  diffi- 
culty.    But  owing  to  the  way  in  which 
some  settlements  were  already  framed  It 
was  necessary  to  prevent  either  husband 
or  wife  from  having  to  pay  Estate  Duty 
on  his  or  her  own  money.     In  future. 
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however,  it  wobldhe  abiolMelr  nmieQee* 
sary,  beeauBe  any  oirdinary  e^n^yancer 
or  (IraftemaD,  in  drawing'  a '  tiiarri*ge 
settlement,  wonM  sa draw  it  as  to  prevent, 
in  the  case  of  either  husband  or  wife, 
whichsoever  was  the  stirvivor,  that 
property  passing  on  the  death  of  the 
deceased. 

Mb.  BTBN£  observed  that,  with  the 

greatest  possible  respect  to  the  Solicitor 

General,  he  was  afraid  he  had  not  quite 

appreciated  some  of  the  diificuUies  that 
aroee.  At  the  outset,  he  (Mr.  Byrne) 
desired  to  say  he  recognised  the  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
They  bad  first  the  fact  that  the  clause 
was  intended  only  to  deal  with  settle- 
ments  already  in  existence  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  They  (the  Oppo^ 
sition)  thought  that  whatever  provision 
of  thi(9  kind  was  introduced  with 
regard  to  existing  settlements  should 
also  be  introduced  with  regard 
to  future  settlementB.  He  would 
tdl  the  Committee  the  ordinary  form  of 
marriage  settlement  when  money  was 
settled  by  the  wife  and  by  the  husband. 
In  respect  of  the  wife's  property  the 
husband  was  given  the  first  life  interest 
for  reasons  which  were  exceedingly  im- 
portant. They  always  settled  the  hus- 
band's property  on  the  wife  for  life,  and 
the  wife's  property  personally  on  the 
husband,  and  there  were  grave  and  im- 
portant reasons  why  this  must  be  done  if 
they  wished  to  make  a  valid  and  effectual 
settlement.  That  was  the  first  point,  and 
he  defied  any  conveyancer  to  say  they 
could,  by  altering  the  form  of  the  settle- 
ment, get  rid  of  that  in  the  future.  It 
was  absolutely  impossible*  If  a  man 
settled  his  own  property  he  could  not 
give  himself  a  limited  life  interest,  so 
that  in  case  of  alienation  or  bankruptcy 
it  should  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  trustee 
to  provide  for  the  wife  and  children.  No 
conveyancer  could  alter  that  ;  it  was  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  as  long  as  the  law 
remained  as  it  was  they  must  have  that. 
The  Solicitor  General's  argument,  there- 
fore, had  no  validity.  They  came  to  an 
entirely  different  question,  and  one  which 
was  a  grave  and  important  question  in 
reference  to  these  matters  of  settlement, 
and  it  was  this  :  They  were  forced,  by 
the  view  the  Government  took,  to  accept 
it  that  for  the  future  marriage  was  no 


longer  to  be  as  it  had  been  for  hundreds 
of  years  in  this  country,  and  all  over  the 
world  in  almost  every  nationality — what 
was  commonly  called  a'  valuable  eon* 
sideration.  That  was  to  -say,  as  good  as 
money  mid  money's  •'^ortb.  Bat  when 
they. came  to  consider  the  question  of 
settlement,  where  a  wife  pr  her  father 
brought  money  into  the  settlement  and 
the  husband  or  his  father  brought  money 
into  the  settlement,  they  were  dealing 
with  an  entirely  different  state  of  affairs. 
Why  was  that  not  valuable  considera- 
tion ?  Why  was  it  not  money  or  money's 
worth  ?  He  failed  to  see  altogether.  A 
man  was  entitled  to  an  estate  of  £5,000 
in  realty  ;  he  was  prepared  to  settle  it  on 
marriage,  and  to  give  the  wife  the  first 
life  interest,  then  himself  the  second  life 
interest,  and  then  to  go  to  the  children  of 
the  marriage.  The  wife's  father,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  prepared  to  bring  in  an 
equivalent  amount  and  settle  it  first  upon 
the  husband,  then  upon  the  wife,  and 
then  upon  the  children.  Why  was  hot 
that  to  be  valuable  consideration  ? 
Surely  everyone  would  admit  that  to  be  a 
valuable  consideration  ?  The  object  of 
the  Amendment  was  to  include  such  cases 
in  the  exemption. 

Mr.  AMBROSE  said,  the  principle  of 
probate  was  that  it  was  duty  paid  for 
services  rendered,  and  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent in  probate  for  the  proposal  to 
destroy  the  unity  between  husband  and 
wife  hitherto  recognised  in  law,  and 
make  duty  payable  as  between  husband 
and  wife. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  said 
that,  as  he  understood  the  proposal  of  the 
Solicitor  General,  the  object  it  would 
effect  was  this — that  where  there  was 
brought  into  a  joint  settlement  the  pro- 
perty of  two  young  people  on  marriage, 
the  income  of  which  was  to  go  to  the 
survivor,  then,  in  the  case  of  either  the 
husband  or  the  wife  surviving,  no  duty* 
was  to  be  paid  by  that  survivor  on  the 
property  settled  on  him  or  her.  But 
take  this  case.  Two  young  people  get 
married.  The  young  man  settled  certain 
property,  the  income  to  po  to  the  wife^ 
and,  of  course,  to  come  back  to  him  in 
the  case  of  the  wife's  death.  On  the 
other  side  the  wife's  friends  settled  on 
the  wife  a  corresponding  sum  for  her 
life,  the  income  to  go  to  the  husband  at 
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her  daatb.  The  objeot  of  the  Amend'' 
meot  was  to  secure  that  the  wife  should 
not  have  to  pay  duty  at  the  death  of  her 
husband  upon  the  sum  which  had  been 
settled  bj  the  husband. 

Mr.  R.  T.  RBID  said,  that  under  the 
clause  the  wife  would  not  be  required  to 
pay  Estate  Duty  on  the  income  of  pro- 
perty settled  by  her  on  her  friends. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  it  was  so  ;  but 
in  a  case  where  property,  instead  of 
being  settled  in  the  ordinary  form  of  a 
marriage  settlement,  was  given  by  the 
wife's  nriends  to  the  husband,  and  after- 
wards settled  by  him,  the  wife  would 
have  to  pay  duty  on  the  death 
of  the  husband.  With  every  desire 
to  give  the  Government  credit  for  what 
they  deemed  to  be  a  great  concession,  be 
could  not  see  how  that  concession  would 
carry  out  the  desired  object  in  a  case 
where  money  was  brought  into  settlement 
jointly. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  it  was  he  who  had  first  called 
attention  to  this  matter  at  an  early  stage 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  got  from  the  Solicitor 
General  a  promise  that  he  would  deal 
with  it.  The  point  was  whether  a  sur- 
Tivor  should  pay  duty  upon  money  settled 
by  himself  or  herself,  as  the  case  might 
be.  That  point  was  met  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Solicitor  General,  and  he 
thanked  the  hon.  and  learned  Grentleman 
for  it. 

Sir       R.      temple      said,      the 

Solicitor  General  bad  contended  that  the 

Amendment   of    the    hon.  and   learned 

Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  was  not 

needed ;  but  the  Solicitor  General  must 
excuse  him  if  he  preferred  the  legal 
authority  of  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House.  It  was 
just  as  well,  perhaps,  after  the  highly 
technical  and  legal  character  of  the  dis- 
cussion, that  the  Solicitor  General  should 
be,  for  one  or  two  moments,  confronted 
with  the  dry  light  of  lay  intelligence. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Wight  appeared  to  him  and  his  friends 
to  be  a  plain,  simple  and  obvious  jus- 
tice. How  did  the  case  appear  to 
them  ?  A  sum  of  money  was  settled 
by  an  outside  party  upon  a  man  and 
wife    jointly.     The    two   were   in    this 

Mr.  Jaektan 


respect  as  one  person.  He  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  Solicitor  General  deny 
that  proposition*  Such  was  the 
case  m  England,  and  he  bad 
also  thought  it  was  the  case  in  Scotland. 
Well,  money  was  left  to  the  husband  and 
wife  jointly.  It  was  impossible  to  dis- 
tinguish whether  it  belonged  to  the  wife 
or  to  the  husband  ;  but  it  belonged  to 
both  jointly,  and  for  this  purpose  what 
was  his  was  hers  and  what  was  hers  was 
his.  If  the  wife  died  the  husband  simply 
came  into  his  own.  He  did  not  take 
property  from  anyone  else ;  he  simply 
retained  his  own.  Similarly,  if  he  died, 
the  wife  succeeded  to  her  own  propertr. 
Was  it  not  a  hard  case  that  she  should 
pay  Estate  Duty,  not  upon  what  she 
inherited  from  anyone  else,  but  upon  her 
own?  It  was  another  instance  of  the 
harshness  of  the  Bill  in  its  application  to 
widows.  He  could  tell  tne  Solicitor 
General  ^at  there  was  no  thought  that 
men  in  their  lives  felt  so  much  as  the 
thought  that  after  their  death  their 
widows  would  be  subjected  to  unjust 
taxation.  He  therefore  strongly  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  176  ; 
Noes  112.— (Division  List,  No.  127.) 

Words  added. 

CUuse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  18. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  moved  an  Amend- 
ment providing  that  '*  settled  property  ** 
should  include  property  held  upon  the 
trusts  of  the  settlement.  He  said  that  it 
was  not  an  uncommon  thing  for  property 
to  be  left  with  directions  that  it  was  to 
be  held  on  the  trusts  of  a  settlement 
though  not  actually  settled.  It  was  to 
the  interest  of  the  Government  that  this 
Amendment  should  be  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pase  12,  line 
10,  after  the  word  'Mn,**  to  insert  the 
words  *^or  held  upon  the  trusts  of.** — 
(Sir  R.   Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  he  did 
not  think  the  words  were  necessary,  but 
he  would  not  object  to  them. 
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Mb.  W.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Harrow)  moved  to  omit  the  words  "  or 
rsTersjoD  **  from  the  senteDce  io  which  it 
WM  incloded  in  **  ioterest  in  expec- 
tMej.""  He  said  that  the  words  were 
001  oecessarj  to  the  definitioD,  aod  that 
tbej  might  do  mischief.  He  pointed  oat 
fliat  io  everr  case  of  Undlord  and  tenant 
tike  laodlord  had  the  reversion  of  the 
Istse,  othtt^ise  he  would  have  no  right 
to  recover  his  rent.  In  such  cases  the  Uind- 
ionl  was  therefore  the  reversioner,  and 
cQold  not  be  said  merelj  to  have  an 
^^  interest  in  expectancy.*'  In  order  to 
iasare  the  correct  reading  of  the  Bill,  he 
tnmed  that  this  misleading  expression 
woold  be  oaiitted. 

Amendment  proposed^  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  or  reversion.**— (Afr.  Ambroge,) 

Qoeatioii  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  after  the 
T«nr  able  opinion  that  had  been  expressed 
bf  hu  boo.  and  learned  Friend,  he  would 
•«  that  the  suggestion  he  had  made 
i4o«ld  be  carefuUj  considered.  He 
boped  that  assurance  would  be  sufficient 
W  tnduoe  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sw  R.  WEBSTER  moved  as  an 
Aneodment  that  the  expression  ^  encum- 
Wiaoes**  in  the  oUuse,  which  was 
Moed  as  including  '*  mortgages  and 
tVQiioable  charges,**  should  1^  taken  as 
adoding— 

*  Xt«7  tom  cliaiged  apon  or  nlseable  out  of 
iB7|«opeit]r  whether  m  capital  or  an  aanaitj 
VHhr  or  b/  vixtoe  of  an/  moitgage,  lien,  or 
f^rgffi,  whether  perpetaal  or  terminable,  and 
vWcher  created  or  amlnff  under  or  bj  virtue  of 
Kne  ttatate,  of  in  any  oUier  waj.** 

This  Amendment,  he  stated,  had  the  ap«* 
pioval  of  ao  eminent  oonvejancer,  and, 
ihhough  it  might  possiblv  be  open  to 
iaprovement,  it  was,  in  bis  opinion,  a 
lir  better  definition  of  the  expression 
''sneombraoce**  than  that  which  the 
Government  proposed, 

AmtndmeQt  proposed.  In  page  12,  line 
SI,  to  leave  out  bmn  the  word  *^io* 
dedes,**  to  end  of  line  22,  and  ivert-^ 


**  Bveiy  earn  diax^od  upon  or  raiieable  out  of 
any  property  whether  as  capital  or  an  annuity 
under  or  by  virtue  of  anv  mortgage,  lien,  or 
charge,  whether  perpetual  or  terminable,  and 
whether  created  or  arising  under  or  by  virtue  of 
some  statute,  or  in  any  other  way.*  -*(iS»r  B. 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.'* 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  hon.and 
learned  Member  appeared  not  to  approve 
of  the  language  of  his  own  Amendment. 
He  thought  the  hou.  and  iearned  Gentle- 
man felt  some  doubt  as  to  the  adequacy 
of  his  own  definition. 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  was  not 
the  case  ;  he  was  only  modest  about  the 
matter.  The  definition  had  been  pre* 
pared  by  a  most  competent  lawyer: 

Mr.  R.  T.  REIDflaid,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  also  had  the  assistance  of  very 
competent  conveyancers.  When  there 
was  a  difference  of  opinion  between  con* 
veyancers  about  the  meaning  of  words 
he  had  always  found  it  a  good  plan  to 
adopt  the  shortest  definition.  On  that 
principle  he  preferred  the  definition  in 
the  Bill,  for  it  was  certainly  shorter  than 
that  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  He  was  sorry  to  have  to  say 
he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  grant  LAWSON  moved  an 

Amendment  providing  for  the  protection 

of  the  marriage   portions  of    sons  and 

daughters,  and  for  their  treatment  as 
debts  due  from  the  parent*8  estate.  It 
was  a  common  thing,  he  explained,  for 
fathers  who  were  not  inclined  to  take 
money  out  of  their  business  to  covenant 
with  the  trustees  of  their  children*a 
marriage  settlements  to  pav  so  much 
money  to  them  upon  death.  This  monej 
was  a  bona  Jide  debt,  the  parent,  of 
course^  being  bound  to  paj  under  the 
covenant.  In  fact,  he  doubted  whether 
the  sum  settled  could  be  considered  as 
property  passing  on  the  death  of  the 
parent,  bemise  the  right  to  the  money  was 
vested  in  the  trustees  as  soon  as  the 
settlement  was  executed.  If  sums 
settled  in  this  wav  were  not  protected  as 
encumbrances,  they  wenid  be  taxed 
twice  over  if  the  son  or  daughter  benefi  ted 
by  the  settlement  should  happen  to  die 
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before  the  parent.  Another  injutiticef 
would  be  perpetrated  if  the  protection  fori 
which  he  asked  were  refused,  for,  although 
the  money  realij  belonged  to  the  son  or 
daughter,  the  rate  of  duty  payable  on  the 
decease  of  the  parent  would  be  the  rate 
of  duty  appropriate  to  his  estate,  and  not 
that  appropriate  to  the  estate  of  the  sou 
or  daughter.  He  might  point  out  that  if 
the  parent  chose  to  raise  the  money  on 
mortgage  and  to  pay  the  debt  during  his 
lifetime,  no  duty  would  be  payable, 
because  it  would  be  an  encumbrance  on 
the  value  of  the  estate.  Was  it  wise  to 
compel  the  father  in  such  a  case  to  raise 
the  money  by  an  expensive  mortgage  at, 
perhaps,  large  interest,  when  be  had 
already  agreed  that  he  would  pay  the 
money  to  his  son  or  daughter,  that  was 
to  say,  that  the  money  would  pass  to  them 
on  his  death,  and  the  right  to  the  money 
having  already  passed  to  the  trustees  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
22,  at  end,  to  insert — 

*'And  any  sum  which  the  deceased  had 
covenantetl  to  pay  on  or  after  his  death  to  the 
trusteed  of  any  settlement  made  on  the 
marriage  of  any  of  his  iasoe."— <  J/r.    Grwnt 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  R.  T.  R£ID  said,  that  he  pre- 
sumed  that   the    hon.     Gentleman    in- 

i.iended  by  his  Amendment  to  indirectly 
provide  that  the  propertv  covenanted  to 
be  paid  to  trustees  for  tne  benefit  of  the 

'  children  on  the  death  of  the  father  should 
not  be  deemed  part  of  the  estate  passing 
on  death.  He  did  not  think  they  could 
produce  that  effect  in  the  present  clause, 
as  they  had  already  described  the  pro* 
perty  to  be  deducted.  The  Amendment 
ought  to  have  been  moved  on  Clause  6* 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  press 
his  poposal,  he  had  better  do  so  on  Clause 
6  on  the  Report,  bnt  he  warned  the  hon» 
Gentleman  that  the  Government  would 
feel  bound  to  ofibr  it  a  strenuous  resistance^ 
as  it  was  cpntrary  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  If  the  Aroendnoent  were  adopted, 
a  man  would  be  able  to  enjoy  his  pro*- 
perty  all  his  life  and  then  transfer  it  to 
his  children  on  his  death  without  paying 
Estate  Duty. 

Mr.  G08CHEN  8aid,^hat  apart  frorti 
the  question  the  hon.  and  learned  Menl- 
ber  raised  as  to  the  place  at  whieh  th«i 

Mr.  Grant  Lawsan 


AmendmeBt  should  be  oif  ved  and  the 
legal  question  as  to  what  view  would  be 
taken  m  a  Court  of  Law  in  regard  to  the 
word  ^encumbrances,**  there  was  one 
view  of  the  Amendment  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  remember 
he  (Mr.  Goschen)  raised  before.  The 
Amendment  as  now  moved  might  go  too 
far.  However,  when  a  man  covenanted 
to  transfer  property  to  trustees  and  to 
pay  interest  upon  the  capital  until  his 
death,  that  created  a  debt  upon  which  the 
Estate  Duty  ought  not  to  be  payable. 
The  Government  had  promised  that  the 
point  should  be  considered.  Such  a 
covenant  as  he  had  referred  to  was 
clearly  parting  entirely  with  the  money 
to  the  trustees,  and  creating  a  debt  as 
distinct,  as  clearly  enforcible,  as  clearly 
an  indebtedness,  ajs  any  other  debt.  He 
would  renew  the  request  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  the  point.  The  whole 
Committee  must  be  anxious  that  a  man 
in  business,  unable  at  the  moment  to 
withdraw  his  money,  should  be  able  to 
make  a  covenant  with  trustees  to  pay 
them  a  certain  sum  and  to  allow  4  per 
cent,  interest  until  the  debt  was  paid 
off. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  undentood 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  assented  to  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment,  or  had  at 
any  rate  consented  to  take  it  into  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  GOSCHEK  :  Is  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  not  able  to  give  any 
further  assurance  just  now  ? 

Mr,  R.  T.  REID  :  No.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  gave  a  promise,  and  doubtless 
that  will  be  considered  sufficient. 

Mr.  COURTNET  said,  the  hon. 
Member  who  proposed  the  AmendoMnt 
had  gone  much  further  than  his  own 
arguments  He  had  dwelt  npon  a  man 
covenanting  to  pay  interest  on  a  debt 
he  had  created  during  his  lifetime. 
There  was  a  distinction  between  a  core* 
nant  to  pay  on  death  and  a  corenant  to 
pay  on  which  interest  was  to  run.  If 
exemption  were  to  be  allowed  in  the 
case  of  covenants  to  pay  on  death  a  num 
would  be  able  to  get  rid  of  liability  to 
pay  Estiite  Duty  in  respect  df  all  pro- 
{lerty  that  mm  wdinanly  left  by  yriU. 
At  to  Ae  Attendmenti  ha  agreed  with 
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the  Solicitor  General  thai  if  it  were 
adopted  here  it  woald  have  do  effect  on 
CUiite  6,  which  was  what  they  were 
aiiniog  at,  and  which  bad  reference  to 
debts  or  encnmbrances  for  money  or 
Booej^s  worth.  They  would  not  include 
encumbrancee  which,  read  on  with 
Clause  6,  would  involve  two  parts  of  a 
mtence  each  contradicting  the  other. 

lU.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  this  point 
ht4  been  before  the  Government  10  days, 
tad  it  must  have  been  one  of  the  points 
which  the  Grovemment  had  reserved  for 
diMQation  and  on  which  some  conclusion 
hftd  been  arrived  at.  Were  the  Govern- 
■ent  now  prepared  to  state  their  views 
«s  the  question  ?  If  a  man  covenanted 
m  his  daughter's  marriage  to  pay  her 
kUnU  o«  a  sum  of  money  which 
WIS  to  go  to  her  at  his  death,  that 
wu  reaUj  parting  with  so  much 
ptopcrty.  The  point  did  not  affect  the 
ovMr  of  real  or  funded  property  so  much 
ti  the  man  of  business.  The  owner  of 
ml  property  could  prevent  property 
firsoaway  in  this  manner  from  being 
fiekooed  amongst  his  assets  at  his  death, 
UcMue  the  man  of  business  could  not  do 
tUt  conveniently.  He  did  not  think 
ihit  the  Committee  ought  to  allow  the 
fiill  to  drive  more  persons  into  making 
vhst  bad  been  described  as  hocus-pocus 
vmageiDents* 

Ml.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  could 
Miore  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  that 
mae  of  the  questions  which  had  been 
ronrred  bad  been  considered.  There 
kd  been  a  great  deal  to  do,  but  he  hoped 
to  be  able  to  place  nearly  the  whole  of 
ihs  Amendinents  on  the  Paper  to- 
morrow. He  would  say  no  more  than 
thst.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Lesder  of  the  Opposition,  he  thought, 
did  not  dVer  from  the  right  hon.  Geatle- 
■M  the  Member  for  Bodmin  that  the 
AaMndment  would  not  be  effsctive  on 
ihe  present  clause.    . 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Bib  R.  WEBSTER  said,  they  were 
so  rnooh  vndor  tbe  spatlof  the  ohira  of 
mmmr  of  the  Solicitor  General  that 
thev  sometiniea  felt  that  be  did  net  argue 
with  tbeot  and  ^kaw  ftbem  where  they 
wsre  wrong.  W^a  the  Opposition 
(nMDod  Amendments  Ibey  sometimes 
wished  that  the  boo.  Gentleman  would 


tell  them  not  only  that  they  were  wrong, 
but  why  they  were  wrong.  He  (Sir  B. 
Webster)  begged  to  move  the  omission 
of  tbe  following  definition  : — 

*<The  ezpresiion  *  property  passing  on  the 
death '  includes  property  passing  either  imme- 
diately on  the  death  or  after  any  intervaU 
either  certainly  or  contingently,  and  either 
oriffinally  or  by  way  of  iubstitutive  limitation, 
and  the  expression  'on  the  death*  includes 
'  with  reference  to  the  death.'  " 

These  words  were  whoUv  unnecessary, 
and  if  allowed  to  remain  in  the  Bill 
would  create  a  great  deal  of  confusion. 
In  Che  Bill,  as  reprinted,  there  was,  in 
Section  2,  a  very  full  description  of 
property  passing  on  tbe  death  of  the  de- 
ceased, and  of  what  it  was  to  be 
deemed  to  include,  and  the  statutory 
definition  there  set  down  was  incon- 
sistent  with  the  definition  in  the  present 
clause.  When  they  looked  at  the  origin 
of  these  words  he  thought  tbe  Committee 
would  see  that  it  was  plain  they  were  not 
applicable  to  the  present  Bill.  The 
words  were  taken  from  Section  2  of  the 
Succession  Duty  Act,  and  their  object 
was  to  point  out  iu  what  eircumstances 
a  person  became  entitled  to  succession. 
But  no  one,  whether  layman  or  lawyer, 
could  find  a  meaning  for  these  words  in 
dealing  with  property  passing  on  the 
death  or  passing  from  the  predecessor. 
The  conditions  entirely  changed.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  drafts- 
man, overwhehned  with  work,  had  put 
in  words  from  the  Succession  Duty  Act, 
forgetting  that  the  ciroumstancee  under 
which  they  appeared  in  the  Act  and  in 
the  Bill  were  different.  The  definition 
was  inconsistent  with  CUuse  2  of  this 
Bill  as  it  had  been  amended,  and  further 
it  was  inappropriate  to  tbe  state  of 
ciroumstaoces  which  the  Bill  contem- 
pUted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
Kne  22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
•*  charges  **  to  the  word  "  tbe,"  in  line 
28.— (Sir  R.  Webtter.) 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  the  words 
from  the  word  *  charges*  to  the  word 
'and,*  in  line  26,  stand  part  of  the 
CUose.** 

Mr*  R.  T.  REID  was  understood  to 
saj  that  he  believed  the  words  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
were  taken  from  the   Succession  Duty 
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Act  gf  18^3,  aud  be  could  not  see  how 
they  were  inappropriate  to  the  present 
Bill,  or  how  they  clashed  with  Clause  2 
of  that.  Bill.  He  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed. 

""Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  thought  it 
was  unnecessary  to  overload  the  Bill 
with  Clause  18.  The  words  in  question 
were  bj  no  means  apt.  They  were 
used  in  the  Succession  Duty  Act  with 
reference  to  an  entirely  different  state  of 
circumstances  from  that  to  which  it  was 
proposed  to  apply  them  in  this  Bill.  They 
were  used  to  define  the  disposition  of 
property  and  the  benefit  thence  arising.  In 
this  Finance  Bill,  however,  they  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  disposition  of  the 
property.  What  they  had  to  do  with  was 
the  property  itself.  Nor  had  they  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  benefit  arising 
from  a  disposition.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said  he  had  nothing 
to  do  with  legatees,  but  that  he  desired 
to  touch  the  corpus  of  estates. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Greotleman  had  taken  advantage  of 
.the  Succession  Duty  Act  of  1868.  The 
words  there  had  reference  to  the  disposi- 
tion of  property.  The  question  with 
which  they  were  dealing  now  was  one  of 
the  devolution  of  property.  Without  the 
Definition  CUuse,  he  thought  the  words 
of  the  Act  of  1853  would  just  as  well 
apply. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  this 
Definition  Clause  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
mere  rechauffi  of  choice  morsels  of  the 
Act  of  1858.  They  had  had  the  Act  of 
1853  thrust  down  their  throats  all 
through  these  Debates  ;  but  if  the  quota- 
tions made  from  it  were  specimens  of  its 
style,  he  considered  that  it  was  neither 
clear  nor  beautiful.  He  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  attempts  made 
to  defend  it,  and  he  confessed  that  they 
appeared  to  him  to  be  deplorable  failures. 
Hon.  Members  had  struggled  with  toler- 
able success  with  two  Tines  ;  but  when 
they  got  beyond  ihctoe,  they  commenced 
to  stammer  and  to  hesitate  and  to  laboor 
to  defend  the  wording  of  the  Act.  Why, 
in  the  name  of  coinipon  sense,  was  it  ne» 
cessary,  eitiier  iQ  the\^terest  of  Judges, 
barristers,  solicitors,  dT  even  of  the  de- 
ceased or  anybody  els^i  that  the  Act 
should  be  incumbered\^ith  all  this 
weight  of  obscurity  ?     Hd  pQt  it  to  the 

Mr.  R.  T.  Reid 


Committee  whether  anyone  ever  heard  of 
such  obscure  phrases,  which,  whatever 
they  might  convey  to  the  mind  of  a 
conveyancer,  meant  nothing  to  anybody 
else  ?  Would'  it  not  be  enough  to  speak 
simply  of  property  passing  at  death,  or 
after  an  interval,  without  any  of  the 
additional  words  ?  It  passed  comprehen* 
sion  why  so  much  difference  should  be 
paid  to  the  drafting  of  the  Act  of 
1858. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  162  ; 
Noes  120.— (Division  List,  No.  128.) 

""Mh.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved  to 
omit  the  words  in  line  40,  Sub-section  2 — 

^  A  person  ■hall  be  deemed  competent  lodia- 
pose  of  property,  if  he  has  such  an  estate  or  in- 
terest therein,  or  such  general  power  as  woald, 
if  he  were  *ui  juris,  enable  him  to  ditpote  of 
the  property,  mclading  a  tenant  in  tail,  whether 
in  posseMJon  or  not" 

He  said  there  might  be  cases  in  which 
the  person  was  not  $ui  juris.  He  might 
be  a  lunatic  or  an  infant,  or  there  might 
be  some  other  reason  why  he  could  not 
deal  with  property.  They  ought  to  know 
what  relation  this  sub-section  bore  to 
Clause  4  of  the  Bill,  and  whether  that 
clause  would  over-ride  the  sub-section  ? 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  very  absurd  to  pot 
in  these  words  '*  if  he  were  sui  Juris.**  The 
**  pertoo  "  might  have  a  number  of  sons 
who  might  die  before  they  beoanae  sui 
Juris.  This  was  a  mere  Definition  Clause, 
which  brought  into  the  Bill  a  person  who 
had  never  been  seen  there  before. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
34,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^  Act  **  to 
the  word  *"  the,''  in  line  40.— <ifr.  Gibsam 
Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 

Eroposed  to  be  left  out  down  to  *  the,*  in 
ne  87,  stand  part  of  the  Clause.*' 

Mr.  B.  T.  BEID  said,  the  objeetiona 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lynn 
Regis  were  covered  by  the  clause,  which 
was  founded  upon  the  exbting  Jaw* 

Mb.  graham  MURRAY  said,  he 
did  not  think  there  was  any  neeessitj  to 
pnt  in  this  restriction  at  alL 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  if,  as  the  Solicitor 
General  said,  the  clause  only  embodied 
the  existing  law,  the  words  he  proposed 
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to  leave  out  might  be  omitted  with  perfect 
safetj. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  the  AmendmeDt 
now  under  discussion  was  one  of  the  most 
important  that  had  yet  been  considered 
bj  the  Committee.  The  fact  was,  that 
in  an  earlier  clause  of  the  Bill  it  was 
proposed  that  all  property  should  be 
taxed  of  which  a  mao  at  the  time  of  his 
death  was  competent  to  dispose,  and  jet 
the  Interpretation  Clause  included  a 
great  deal  of  property  of  which  he  was 
not  competent  to  dispose.  The  latter 
part  of  the  clause  meant  that  if  a  man 
had  a  general  power  of  appointment  over 
property  and  he  did  not  exercise  it,  it 
was  to  be  treated  as  property  of  which, 
at  the  time  of  his  death,  he  was  compe- 
tent to  dispose.  It  was  not  fair  or  right 
that  that  should  be  included  ;  and  if  they 
did  not  strike  out  these  words,  the  clause 
would  include  a  great  many  cases  which 
he  was  sure  were  never  meant  to  be 
included. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  136  ; 
Noes  95. — (Division  List,  No.  129.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.** — {Mr.  A. «/. 
Balfour.) 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  Com- 
mittee  were  now  approaching  the  end  of 
the  clauses  relating  to  the  Estate  Duty. 
The  next  part  of  the  Bill  dealt  with  the 
Customs  Duties,  and  was,  therefore,  also 
of  great  interest.  He  hoped  it  had  been 
clearly  understood  that  if  Progress  was 
reported  now  the  Committee  would 
come  to  a  decision  upon  the  important 
question  arising  under  the  second  part  of 
the  Bill  to-morrow  night. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that,  so 
far  as  be  could  make  a  forecast,  he  saw 
no  reason  why  the  remainder  of  Part  I. 
of  the  Bill  should  not  be  disposed  of  by 
the  dinner  hour  to-morrow.  He  thought 
they  would  then  be  able  to  come  to  a 
decision  upon  the  Beer  Duty  ;  but  he 
doubted  whether  they  would  be  able  also 
to  dispose  of  the  question  of  the  Spirit 
Duty,  which  raised  different  issues. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  had 
hoped  that  the  discussion  on  that  impor- 
tant part  of  the  Bill  would  be  finished 
that  evening. 

VOL.  XXVI.  [fourth  series.] 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he 
thought  that  they  would  be  quite  able» 
after  disposins?  of  the  portion  of  the  Bill 
that  specially  referred  to  Scotland  to- 
morrow, also  to  finish  the  discussion  on 
the  Beer  Duty,  although  they  would  not 
be  able  to  dispose  of  the  Spirit  Duties. 
He  might  point  out  that,  as  the  Scotch 
Members  would  have  to  attend  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  at  12  to-morrow,  it  would 
be  anftiir  to  bring  on  the  Debate  at  so 
late  an  hour. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that,  as 
the  Scotch  Members  did  not  desire  that 
the  Debate  shonld  then  be  carried 
further,  he  would  consent  to  Progress 
being  reported. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

WBIGHTS  AND  MBASURBS. 
•Sir  S.  MONTAGU,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Motion  on  the  Paper,  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  first  paragraph — 

'*ThAt  m  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any  and  what  chmngea  in  the 
present  system  of  Weights  and  Measures  should 
be  adopted : 

'*  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seventeen 
Members ; 

That  Mr.  Barran,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Crombie, 
Mr.  Charles  Fenwick,  Mr.  Alban  Oibbs,  Mr. 
Oodson,  Sir  Bdwaxd  Hill,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthjr, 
Sir  Samuel  Montagu,  Mr.  Jasper  More,  Mr. 
Fletcher  Moulton,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe,  Mr.  Stewart  Wallace,  Mr.  Webster,  Mr. 
Whiteley,  and  Mr.  Wrightson,  be  Members  of 
the  Committee  : 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records  : 

That  Fiye  be  the  quorum." 

Sir  M.  HICKS-B£ACH  said,  he  was 
surprised  that  the  Government  had  given 
the  House  no  information  in  reference  to 
the  proposal,  and  that  they  were  allowing 
the  Motion  to  be  made  without  giving 
any  iodication  as  to  the  direction  in 
which  they  would  desire  the  Select 
Committee  to  proceed.  This  was  a  pro- 
posal made  by  a  private  Member  of  the 
House  without  the  authoritv  of  the 
Government  to  inquire  into  an  enormous 
subject,  and  it  was  made  close  upon  the 
beginning  of  the  month  of  July,  when 
the  House  was  in  a  state  of  extreme 
lassitude.  Under  these  ciroumstanceSy 
he  must  object  to  the  proposal. 

Sir  S.  MONTAGU  said,  the  proposal 
was  simply  that  there  should  be  an  in- 
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qniry.  There  bad  1)een  no  inquiry  on 
the  subject  for  30  odd  years,  and  an 
investigation  was  desired  by  a  great 
majority  of  Members  and  also  by  the 
Trades  Unions. 

An  hon.  Member:  I  object. 
Motion  postponed  till  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 

VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  14)  BILL. 

(No.  271.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MUSIC    AND    DANCINa    LICENCES 
(MIDDLESEX)  BILL.-<No.  26.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

COLONIAL  OFFICERS  (LEAVE  OF 

ABSENCE)  BILL  [L9r4»\, 
Read    the    first   time ;    to   be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  293.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill,  —  That 
they  have  added  a  Lord  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Copyhold  Consoli- 
dation Bill,  and  request  this  House  to 
add  one  of  its  Members  to  the  said  Joint 
Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
said  Bill. 

CHARITABLE    TRUSTS   ACTS   AMEND- 
MENT  BILL  [Lords], 
Read   the   first   time  ;    to   be  read   a 
second  time  upon  Wednesday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  294.] 

PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 

ACCELERATION)  (ro-committed) 

BILL.— (No.  282.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I. 

And,  Objection  being  taken  to  Fur- 
ther Proceeding,  the  Chairman  left  the 
Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progresa;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

OONTAOTOVS    DlSBAt)ES   (aNIMALS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Herbert  Oaidner,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Ontagtons  Difoaset  ^AnimafaT)  Acts, 
1S78  to  1893,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by  Mr. 
Herbert  Gardaer  and  Mr.  Bart. 

Sir  S.  Montagu 


SEA  FISHERIES  ACT,  1868. 

\  Paper   [presented  22Qd  June]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  186.] 

IRISH    LAND    COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy  presented,— of  Return  of  Pro- 
ceedings during  April,  1894  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

FACTORY    AND    WORKSHOP    ACT,    1878 

(LIMEWASHINO,  fto.,  BRASS 

FOUNDRIES). 

Copy  presented,— of  Order  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  dated  11th  June, 
1894,  revoking  the  Order  of  20th  Decem- 
ber, 1882,  so  far  as  regards  the  exemp- 
tion of  Brass  Foundries  from  the  require- 
ments of  the  Act  as  to  Limewashing, 
&c.  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COLONIES  (ESTATE  DUTY). 

Copy  presented, — of  Memorial  from 
the  Representatives  of  the  Colonies  of 
Canada,  New  South  Wales,  Victoria, 
Queensland,  South  Australia,  Weetero 
Australia,  Tasmania,  New  Zealand,  and 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  respecting  the 
application  of  Estate  Duty  to  Peraooal 
Property  situate  in  the  Colonies  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

NAVY  (SEAMEN  AND  STOKERS' 
RE-ENGAGEMENT). 

Return  presented,  —  relative  thereto 
[ordered  2 let  June  ;  Mr,  ff anbury']  ;  to 
he  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  LICENCES, 
1898-4. 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Return  of  the 
Amount  received  in  respect  of  each 
Administrative  County  and  Count/ 
Borough  in  England  and  Wales  for 
Local  Taxation  Licence  Duties  and 
Penalties,  under  the  Act  51  &  52  Vic.^ 
c.  41,  in  the  year  ended  the  3 1st  day  of 
March,  1894."— (^ir  Walter  Foster.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;    to   lie 


upon 
[No. 


n    the    Table,   and    to   be    printed. 


187.] 


House  adjoonied  at  half  after 
Twelve  o*cloclc» 
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EAST  LONDON  WATER  BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Onler  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
«g,  read. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH, 
before  thiB  and  the  two  foUowiug  Water 
Bilb  were  read  a  second  time,  asked  the 
Ctuunnau  of  Committees  whether  it  was 
quite  a  usual  thing  to  read  Bills  of  such 
iaporUnce  at  such  short  notice  ?  These 
Bills  were  only  read  a  third  time  and 
pMsed  by  the  other  House  yesterday,  and 
they  were  set  down  for  Second  Reading 
in  their  Lonlships*  House  to-day.  At 
KKrther  time  he  should  like  to  call  atten- 
tioa  to  the  provisionsof  these  Bills,  but  he 
woald  not,  of  course,  intervene  now  be- 
fore the  important  business  which  stood 
oo  the  Paper.  Seeing  the  short  time  that 
W  ehip«ed  since  the  Bills  left  the  other 
Hoase,  it  appeared  to  be  not  an  iucon- 
Twiient  course  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  to 

Ctponethc  Second  Reading,  though  he 
no    intention     to    move    that    the 
Second  Reading  \ye  negatived. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COM- 
MITTEES  (Tie  Earl  of  Murley)  said, 
he  would  postpone  the  Second  Reading 
of  these  Bills  until  Friday.  It  was,  he 
ithnitted,  rather  rapid  procedure  to  put 
them  down  to-day  on  the  Paper,  but  the 
object  was  to  get  them  in  within  the 
limit  fixed  for  Second  Reading. 

To  be  read  2*  on  Friday  next. 

l«8A8«INATION    OF    THE     PRE8IDSNT 
OK  THE   FRENCH  REPUBLIC. 

MOTIOI?  rOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rosebery), 
ui  Boring, 

**That  an  homble  AddroM  be  nresented  to 
Hgr  Majwty  to  conrey  to  Her  Majesty  the 
n{)t«ttkMi  of  ttie  deep  •orrow  and*  indignation 
vHh  wUdi  thte  Hooie  hm  loftmed  the  aflsaMi- 
ntioa  a<  the  Proklent  of  the  French  RepaUtc ; 
•ad  to  pimy  Her  Mi^ty  that,  in  commnni. 
eiUaff  her  own  aenUinenta  on  this  deplorable 
ttat  to  the  French  Ooremment,  Her  Majesty 

VOL  XXVI.  [fourth  series.] 


will  also  be  graciously  pleased  to  express  on  the 
part  of  this  House  tneir  abhorrence  of  the 
crime,  and  their  sympathy  with  the  Goremment 
and  People  of  France," 

said  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think  that  any 
one  of  your  Lordships  can  have  opened 
your   newspaper   yesterday   without  an 
abiding  sense  of  the  vicissitudes  of  human 
affairs.     There  was,  in  the  first  place,  the 
announcement,  which  has  filled  the  whole 
Empire  with  joy  and  with  hope,  that  in 
the  third  generation  a  direct  heir  in  the 
male  line  had  been  bom  to  perpetuate  the 
traditions    of    the    ancient    Throne    of 
England.      In    the    next    place,    there 
was    the    narrative    of    the    assassina- 
tion     of      the      chief      of      a      great 
neighbouring   State;   and,   lastly,  there 
was   the  record  of  one  of  those  catas- 
trophes which   cast  the  shadow  of  the 
carnage  of  war  over  the  peaceful  pursuits 
of  industry,  by  which  at  one  blow  there 
were  engulfed  some  2o()  lives — lives  each 
of  them  as  dear  to  their  own  kith  and 
kin  as  any  President  or  Prince  can  be  to 
his.     I  venture  to  think  that  so  much  of 
the   mockery   that    broods   over   human 
life  never  was  compressed  into  so  short  a 
space  of  time.     My  Lords,  the  assassina- 
tion  of    the    President  of    the   French 
Republic  is  not  a  matter  which  concerns 
the  French  nation  alone,  for  it  is  one  of 
those  events  which  overleap  the  boun- 
daries which  separate  men  into  nations 
and   go   straight   to    the    great   human 
heart  which  beats  alike  in  all  countries 
and   in   all   ranks.      And    I  think    this 
observation     is     true     in     a    different 
sense,  for  the  blow  that  laid  the  President 
low  wns  struck  by  the  hand  of  an  Anar- 
chist.    We  do  not  perhaps  know  as  much 
as  is  to  be  known  of  that  strauge  creed, 
but  this  at   least  we  do  know— that  it 
spurns  all  divisions  of  men  into  nations, 
and  considers  itself  above  the  pride   of 
patriotism ;  and  so  we  may  feel  certain 
that  the  President  was  assassinated  by 
an   Ishmaelite  whose  hand  was  against 
every  man,  and  who   thought   to   strike 
a  blow  at  the  very  heart  of  the  State  by 
striking  at  its  h^.     My  Lords,  in  the 
late   President   we  recognised — we  who 
live  outside   his    country — a  pure    and 
blameless  patriot,  who  in  times  often  of 
darkness  and  of .  diflSculty  so  comported 
himself  as  to  prove  himself  worthy  of 
controlling  the  destinies  of  a  great  and 
free  nation,  and  no  praise  can  be  higher 
than  that.      It  us  perfectly  true  tb**'^ 
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French  people  may  feel  to-daj  a  more 
aeute  and  personal  sense  of  sorrow  than 
we  do,  but  I  venture  to  saj  thej  have 
not    a    more  sincere  sense  of  calamity. 
To-day  we  purpose  to  send    to  them, 
through  the  medium  of  the  beloved  chief 
of  our  own  State,  our  cordial  and  sincere 
sympathy  on  the  untimely  death  of  theirs. 
Well,  my  Lords,  it  would  be  vain  to  dis- 
guise that  between  the  two  nations,  the 
one  that  is  plunged  in  mourning  and  the 
one  that  condoles  with  th^  other,  there 
have  at  various  times  been  acute  points  of 
difference.     With  two  proud  and  enter- 
prising nations  that  touch  each  other  all 
over  the  world  it  could  not  well  be  other- 
wise.    But  we  have  to  recollect  that  for 
80  years  we  have  preserved  peace  between 
our  two  countries,  and  that  during  those 
80    vears    we    have    stood  shoulder  to 
shoulder  in  war,  a  memory  which,  like 
the   blood  friendship  of  more  barbarous 
nations,  is  not  easUy  effaced.     For  my 
part,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  that  peace 
should  ever  be  disturbed ;  indeed,  with  a 
little  coolness  on  the  part  of  those  who 
lead  States,  with  a  little  self-restraint  in 
language,    with   a   little   more  recollec- 
tion    of    what    is    due    to    others    as 
well  ai3    what  is  due   to   ourselves,  the 
relations  of  all  -  States  might  be  almost 
indefinitely  improved.     Happy  will  the 
President  be  in  the  opportunity  of  his 
death  if  by  his  open  grave  the  political 
Parties  of  his  own  country  consent,  if 
-only  for  a  moment,  to  hush  their  strife, 
and   if  even  international  complications 
may  by  that  tomb  abate  some  of  their 
strenuousness !     My  Lords,    I    beg    to 
move  the  Address  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  1  rise  to  second  with  the 
greatest  earnestness  and  sincerity  the  ex- 
pression of  our  deep  sympathy  which  the 
noble  Lord  in  graceful  language  has  pro- 
posed to  your  Lordships  to  utter.  The 
dramatic  and  sudden  character  of  the 
calamity  would  in  any  case  have  moved 
our  sorrow  and  taught  us  on  how  light  a 
thread  hangs  the  strength  of  the  strongest 
rulers.  But  in  this  case  we  have  to 
mourn  a  man  of  sii^fular  merit,  whose 
career  has  been  no#  for  many  years 
the  admiration  of  Europe.  His  dignity, 
his  self-restraint,  his  spotless  integrity, 
his  unchallenged  patriotism — all  these 
virtues,  brought  to  the  mainienaoce  of  a 
part  in  itself   most   difficult,  and  made 
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more  difficult  by  the  circumstances  under 
which  he  assumed  it,  have  secured  for  him, 
I  am  oonvinced,  in  the  memory  of  the 
French  people  the  position  which  they 
assign  to  the  greatest  patriots  of  their 
race.     For  us  who,  as  the  noble  Lord  has 
said,  stand  outside  the  circle  at  the  grave, 
for  us  it  is  the  loss  of  one  who  under- 
stood the  duties  not  only  of  a  French 
Ruler,  but  of  a  European  statesman.     It 
is  the  loss  of  one   who,  amid  all  the 
promptings  of  a  sensitive  and  jealous 
patriotism,  never  forgot  the  tremendous 
responsibility  that  lay  in  his  hands,  and, 
added   to    all    the    other   motives   that 
should  animate  one  in   his   position,  a 
deep,  sincere,  enlightened  love  of  peace. 
I  have  a  right,  perhaps  more  than  others, 
to  offer  this  tribute  to  his  memory,  for  I 
was,  for  the  greater  part  of  his  {official 
career,  in  a  position  to  know  how  much 
he  contributed  to  the  peaceful  relations 
of  the  two  Powers  and  of  Europe.     My 
Lords,  I  am  glad  the  noble  Earl  glanced 
at  the  fact  that  the  author  of  this  deed, 
though  an  Italian,  could  not  cast  upon 
his  own  country  even  the  slightest  share 
of  the  disgrace  attaching  to  what  he  has 
done.      Our  sympathy    is    due   to   the 
gallant  Italians  that  they  have  even  to 
repudiate  such  a  suspicion.     But  we  may 
well  feel  that  the  atrocious  opinions  that 
are  professed  by  this   sect  sever  them 
from  the  community  of  any  nation  with 
which  they  were  naturally  connected.   It 
is  a  strange  and  terrible  tale  that  we  read 
yesterday  morning,  and  I  agree  with  the 
uoble  Lord  in  saying  that  we  know  little 
yet  of  the  real  opinions  of  this  strange 
body,  this  strange  sect  of  opinion — that 
we  know  little  of  their  nature  or  of  their 
origin.     It  is  difficult  to  assign  to  them  a 
purely  political  reason  of  action  when  we 
consider  that    of    the    four    successful 
attempts  to  assassinate  great  potentates 
in  our  time  one  indeed  wa9  successful 
upon  a  monarch,  the  lamented  Emperor 
of  Russia,  but  three  have  been  executed 
upon    Presidents    elected    by   universal 
suffrage.     It  is  a  very  strange  phenome- 
non of  our  time,  and  would  lead  us  rather 
to  believe  that  for  some  unknown  reason 
we  have  reached  a  period  like  that  of  the 
acute  political  passion  which  marked  the 
close  of  the   16th  century  and  the  be- 
ginning of  the  I7th.    It  is  not  without 
singularity  that  this  terrible,  remarkable 
crime  has  had  no  connection  with  those 
scientific  discoveries  which   have   been 
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tiioiigbt  in  naoy  other  iDStaoces  to  haye 
facilitated  and  io  some  degree  prompted 
the  erines  that  were  carried  out  with 
their  help.  This  crime  was  committed 
with  the  old  weapon  ased  bj  Ravailiac, 
dement,  and  Gerard.  It  represents  no 
•peeial  or  scientific  faoilitj ;  it  repre- 
••Dta  none  of  the  known  divi- 
tkNM  of  political  opinion  ;  it  is  a 
mark  of  tome  strange  madness  which 
has  taken  hold  of  the  more  excited  and 
irritable  intellects  of  a  half-educated 
elass,  and  it  is  pr^^ant  in  the  future 
with  all  the  disturbance  that  must  be 
doe  to  the  suspicion  which  it  will  create 
and  the  precautions  of  which  it  must 
■ecessarily  be  the  parent.  I  eamestlj 
jois  with  the  noble  Earl  in  the  aspiration 
Aat  bj  the  open  grave  of  the  President 
Parties  maj  forget  their  bitterness  and 
that  a  new  era  of  reconciliation  may 
await  oa.  But  we  must  not  blind  our- 
Mlres  to  the  other  possibility — that  we 
Bay  be  entering  upon  an  epoch  of  new 
dangers  which  will  require  from  us  and 
other  nations  a  fresh  display  of  those 
qnaUties  by  which  Western  civilisation 
km  been  maintained. 

Moved— 

''That  an  hqmble  AiKlress  be  presented  to 
Bo  Majcstjr  to  conrey  to  Her  Majesty  the  ex- 
ftwiion  of  the  deep  sorrow  and  indignation 
with  which  tbi«  HooM  has  learned  the  ansassina* 
tioQ  of  the  President  of  the  French  Kepublic  ; 
Md  to  pray  Her  Majesty  that,  in  oommuni- 
catiaf  her  own  tentiments  on  this  deplorable 
•tent  to  the  French  Goremment,  Her  Majesty 
will  alM>  be  graciuuslj  pleased  to  express  on 
the  part  of  this  House  their  abhorrence  of  the 
diae,  aad  their  sympathy  with  the  Oovem- 
sm  and  People  of  France."— <The  Lord  Pre- 
lideiii  (JK  RMehery),) 

Moiion  agreed  to,  newUne  disseniiente : 
Ordered,  Thiat  the  said  Address  be  pre- 
Sioted  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  SUraa. 

WILD  BIBM  PHOTKCTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMBNDMBNT  BILL. 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 

*TinB  Eakl  op  ONSLOW  reminded 
their  Lordships  that  the  subject  of  this 
maawiw  waa  before  the  Uonse  last 
Seasion.  Its  object  was  to  extend  the 
protection  afforded  to  wild  birds  by  the 
principal  Act  of  1850  in  regard  to  certain 
cSfraraspeeiea.  The  Bal,  which  came 


from  the  House  of  Commons  last  Session, 
was  very  considerably  amended  in  their 
Lordships*  House,  both  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  and  in  Standing  Com- 
mittee ;  but  when  it  was  referred  again 
to  the  other  House  those  Amend- 
ments were  disagreed  with,  and,  con- 
sequently, the  Bill  dropped.  This  Bill, 
as  now  introduced  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  contained  similar  provisions 
to  those  inserted  by  this  House  last 
Session,  in  an  alternative  form  to  those 
previously  proposed.  As  it  now  stood 
the  Bill  did  not  substantially  iiffer  from 
the  measure  which  their  Lordships  sent 
back  to  the  House  of  Commons  in  1893, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  now  give  it  a 
Second  Reading. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*;' 
— (  The  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  vVhole  House  on  Monday  next. 

OUTDOOR    RELIEF    (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES)  BILL.— (No.  88.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  WOLVERTON  felt  sure,  in 
rising  to  address  their  Lordships  for  the 
first  time,  he  should  receive  the  indul- 
gence which  the  House  usually  extended 
to  those  of  its  Members  who  were  in  that 
position,  the  more  so  as  he  intended  to  be 
very  brief  in  his  remarks,  and  as  the  Bill, 
which  he  was  asking  their  Lordships  to 
read  a  second  time,  had  passed  through 
the  other  House  with  the  cordial  consent 
of  all  Parties.  He  would  refer  particu- 
larly to  three  points  in  the  Bill.  In  the 
first  place,  the  powers  given  by  it  were 
absolutely  permissive,  no  obligation  what*  ' 
ever  being  imposed  by  it ;  secondly,  the 
Bill  would  legalise  an  illegal  course  of 
proceeding  now  frequently  adopted  by 
Local  Boards  of  Guardians  ;  and,  thirdly, 
it  had  received  the  sanction  of  no  lees 
than  2,500,000  adult  members  of  the 
Friendly  Societies  of  England  alone. 
Upon  that  statement  their  Lordships 
would  be  inclined  to  listen  patiently  for 
a  few  minutes.  As  regarded  the  per* 
missive  part  of  the  Bill,  the  last  sentence 
(the  only  portion  necessary  to  read)  pro- 
vided that  in  the  case  of  a  person  meet- 
ing with  an  accident,  and  being  a  mem- 
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her  of  a  Friendly  Society  the  Board  of 
Guardians  need  not  take  into  considera- 
tion the  amount  which  might  be  received 
by  him  from  such  Friendly  Society. 
That,  he  imagined,  was  the  whole  gist 
of,  the  Bill.  He  would  put  in  illustration 
a  ca§e  which  might  occur  frequently.  A 
man  who  had  either  met  with  an  accident 
or  was  prevented  by  bodily  illness  from 
earning  his  weekly  wage  would  go  to  his 
Friendly  Society  and  would  receive  at 
the  outside  limit  10s.  a  week  while  he 
was  ill.  Of  course,  that  would  not  be 
sufficient  for  him  to  live  upon,  and  he 
would  be  obliged  to  go  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  for  outdoor  relief.  It  would 
apparently  be  a  far  better  bargain  for  the 
ratepayers  if  the  Board  of  Guardians 
were  allowed  to  grant  that  man  sufficient 
means  by  adding,  say,  10s.  more  to  the 
lOs.  he  was  already  receiving  from  his 
own  industry,  thrift,  and  forethought. 
Surely  it  would  be  better  for  the  Board 
of  Guardians  to  pay  the  man  that  sum 
for  a  month,  and  let  him  get  well,  than  to 
pay  him  2s.  6d.  a  week  for  perhaps  three 
or  six  mouths.  A  man  so  applying  to  a 
Board  of  Guardiaus  would  know  that  he 
was  going  with  extremely  good  creden- 
tials, and  they  so  regarded  them  ;  and  it 
was  an  absolute  fact  at  the  present  time 
that  those  Local  Bodies  constantly  con- 
travened the  rulfes  and  orders  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  this  matter. 
That  state  of  affairs  would  by  this  Bill 
be  legalised,  and  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
so  doing  would  no  longer  be  acting  ultra 
vires.  Not  to  detain  tiie  House  longer, 
he  would  only  add  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  measure  would  be  an  inducement  to 
people  to  lead  a  thrifty  life,  and  would 
give  a  higher  position  to  those  useful 
bodies  the  Friendly  Societies,  of  whom 
their  Lordships  had  always  had  so  good 
an  opinion. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{The  Lord  Wolverton,) 

•The  Eabl  of  STAMFORD  said,  it 
was  no  doubt  an  act  of  some  temerity  on 
his  part  to  point  out  what  appeared  to 
him  grave  objections  to  a  Bill  which  had 
received  such  cordial  acceptance  in 
another '  place,  and  which  had  been  so 
ably  defended  by  the  noble  Lord.  But 
it  was  their  Lordships*  duty  in  that 
serener  atmosphere  to  view  things  all 
'  round  and  to  consider  objections 
however     unpopular     such    a     course 

Lord  Wolverton 


'might  be  for  the  moment.  Firsts 
he  would  point  out  that  this  Bill 
inaugurated  an  entirely  new  Poor  Law- 
policy,  and  gave  legal  recognition  toian 
entirely  fresh  departure  in  Poor  Law  ad- 
ministration* In  1840  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  in  their  Minnte  of  that 
date  and  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  a  letter 
of  1870  gave  weighty  reasons  for  dis* 
couraging  the  very  procedure  permitted, 
in  the  present  Bill.  The  Bill  introduced 
almost  a  new  formula  in  Parliamentary 
language.  '^  May  not  **  and  ^'  shall  not  *' 
were  familiar,  but  "need  not "  was  en- 
tirelv  new  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  In. 
1874  the  Friendly  Societies'  Commissioa 
reported  as  follows  : — 

"  We  think  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  this- 
view — namely,  that  the  Qaardians  cannot  bat 
take  into  account  the  allowance  g^ianted  by  a- 
Friendly  Society  in  estimating  the  resources  of 
the  applicant  and  his  family,  as  stated  in  the 
Minute  of  1840,  is  not  only  legally  correct,  bat 
is  based  on  soand  and  politic  principles,  and 
that  the  entire  system  is  but,  in  fact,  a  system  ot 
State  aid  to  the  members  of  Friendly  Societies 
given  in  a  form  open  to  the  gravest  objections, 
as  it  practically  leads  to  the  conclusion  that 
poor  relief  is  the  right  of  everyone,  and  that- 
destitution  is  not  a  necessary  element  in  the. 
claim  to  it." 

The  principle  of  the  present  Poor  Law 

was  that  every  person  had  a  right  to» 

have    his   absolute   necessities    relieved! 

without    regard    to    the  circumstances. 

The  dutv  of  Boards  of  Guardians  was 
simply  to  deal  with  destitution ;  that 
was  to  say,  want  of  the  bare  necessaries 
of  life,  and  they  had  to  take  the  means 
of  doing  so  out  of  a  fund  raised  in 
great  part  from  the  poor  themselves,. 
They  had  not  the  expenditure  of  a 
charitable  fund  voinntarily  contributcid,. 
with  which  they  might  be  liberaL 
Plainly,  therefore,  this  Bill  was  iutro* 
ducing  a  new  Poor  Law  policy  by  a  side 
wind,  without  any  thorough  considera- 
tion of  the  whole  object  of  the  Poor  Law 
system.  Mr.  Andrew  Doyle,  an  expe- 
rienced Poor  Law  Inspector,  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Friendly  Societies* 
Commission,  stated  that  by  enabling  a 
person  who  is  a  member  of  a  club  to 
receive  a  greater  amount  of  outdoor 
relief  than  one  who  is  not 

'*you  altogether  destroy  the  discredit  which  may 
attach  to  pauperism,  and  hold  out  a  direct  in* 
ducement  to  people  to  join  dubs,  not  for  the 
advantage  of  the  club,  or  for  any  other  provident 
motive,  but  simply  that  they  may  become 
paupers  on  more  favoorable  terms.*' 
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Tbea  oime  a  tfecoDil  objection — namely, 
vbj  should  one  particular  species  of 
liirift  befliogled  out  for  more  favourable 
treatmeot?  Why  draw  the  line  at 
Friendly  Societies  ?  Why  not  include 
a  man  who  has  money  in  a  Savings 
Bank  or  Building  Society  ?.  If  Boards 
of  Goardiaus  were  to  be  allowed 
to  give  relief  to  any  man  who 
had  claims  on  grounds  of  thrift,  endlesn 
daims  would  be  set  up,  refusals  would 
be  almoei  impossible,  and  the  rates  would 
be  eoonnously  increased.  He  quoted  in 
tbi?  connection  within  his  own  experi- 
ence last  year,  soon  after  the  works  for 
the  unemployed  were  started  in  various 
parts  of  Loudon.  A  friend  at  the  East 
£od  told  him  that  many  of  his  poorer 
friends  had  lately  been  borne  below  the 
line  separating  honest  independence 
from  pauperism,  iu  consequence  of 
the  extra  rates  imposed  in  find- 
ing work  for  the  unemployed.  Then 
another  consideration  which  should 
be  borne  in  mind  by  the  House  was  the 
fieat  danger  of  weakening  the  sound 
Friendly  Societies  and  of  bolstering  up 
the  rotten  Societies  by  this  policy.  In 
the  most  strictly  administered  Unions, 
like  Brmdfield  and  Brixworth,  thrift  and 
providence  had  greatly  increased  since 
the  stricter  policy  had  been  adopted. 
And  generally  in  Unions  where  the 
Guardians  took  into  consideration,  in 
applications  for  outdoor  relief,  the  amount 
which  the  applicant  received  from  his 
Friendly  Society,  the  member  was 
enconraged  to  keep  off  the  rates.  In 
that  way  sound  Societies  were  strength- 
eofd  and  unsound  ones  weakened.  As  a 
natter  of  fact,  few  members  of  Friendly 
So(*ieiiefl  applied  for  poor  relief,  and  it 
bad  been  calculated  a  few  years  ago  that 
of  indoor  paupers  only  1  in  1,000 
bad  belonged  to  a  registered  Friendly 
8ocietv.  There  were  a  number  of  weak 
Societies  which  did  not  exact  a  suffi- 
cient rate  of  premium,  and  therefore 
only  gave  inadequate  allowances  to 
their  members.  Lately  the  tendency 
of  such  Societies  had  been  to  dis- 
appear and  of  strong  Societies  to  in- 
cn««e  their  strength.  In  that  direction 
Uy  the  hope  for  the  future,  for 
the  failure  of  weak  Societies  acted 
as  a  direct  discouragement  to  thrift 
amoiig  the  working  classes.  The  great 
Friendly  Societies  were  able  to  make 
Adequate  allowanees    to  men  and  their 


families  in  need,  and  could  carry  on  their 
work  perfectly  well  without  such  legis- 
lative interference  as  was  contemplated 
in  this  Bill.  It  was  sometimes  said  that 
the  old  Poor  Law  principles  had  fallen 
oat  of  date  ;  but  they  had  been  applied, 
and  were  now  being  applied,  with  great 
success  in  the  case  of  able-bodied 
pauperism  amoug  men.  The  working 
classes  would  soon  learnt  the  true  effect 
of  this  policy,  and  reason  and  experience 
must  prevail  in  the  end — they  never 
went   out  of  date. 

The  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  :  My  Lords,  I  think  the 
House  has  reason  to  be  obliged  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  spoken  for 
bringing  before  us  considerations  which 
must  occur  to  anyone,  on  looking  at  the 
Bill,  who  has  been  connected  with  the 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law.  If  you 
look  at  this  matter  upon  strict  theoretical 
principles,  I  do  not  think  this  Bill  is  to 
be  defended  ;  but  the  fact  is  this — that 
in  very  many  Unions  it  has  been  found  im- 
possible to  observe  the  strict  rule  of  the 
Poor  Law,  and  to  give  no  relief  to  those 
who  derive  benefits  from  Friendly 
Societies.  For  a  long  course  of  years  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  found  it 
absolutely  necessary  to  overlook  the 
illegality  of  this  practice,  which  has 
been  constant  and  systematic.  With  the 
full  knowledge  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  the  Boards  of  Guardians  have  dis- 
obeyed the  orders  which  have  been 
issued.  It  is  impossible  to  suppose  that 
the  whole  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
the  country  would  be  in  a  conspiracy  to 
set  aside  this  particular  order  witbont 
some  reason.  The  reason  is  that  if  the  law 
were  strictly  interpreted  and  assistance 
were  refused  to  those  who  have  funds — 
oftena1)are'pittance — in  a  Benefit  Society, 
Benefit  Societies  would  l>e  discouraged 
to  such  an  extent  that  iu  the  poor  dis- 
tricts they  may  disappear  altogether. 
That  difficulty  has  been  felt  by 
persons  who  are  not  at  all  blind 
to  the  dangers  of  a  lax  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law.  The  Bill  is  not  a 
Government  Bill ;  but  I  think  that  the 
House  ought  to  understand  the  basis  of  it. 
It  is  better  to  give  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
a  discretion  than  to  leave  their  power  to 
act,  as  they  are  doing  at  present,  to  stand 
with  the  deliberate  knowledge  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.     I  admit  it  is 
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coutrarj  to  strict  prinoiple ;  that 
tbeoreticallj  it  is  oot  defensible ;  but 
in  the  administratioD  of  the  Poor  Law, 
above  all  things,  it  is  necessary  to  look 
at  things  as  they  stand  and  to  recognise 
that  yon  cannot  always  draw  a  hard-and- 
fast  line.  I  think,  therefore,  it  is  ad- 
visable, after  so  many  years,  to  leave  a 
discretion  in  the  Boaitls  of  Guardians 
which  they  practically  exercise  now,  and 
not  to  allow  that  practice  to  stand  upon 
the  deliberate  negligence  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  though  I  will  not  venture  to 
compare  my  experience  in  this  matter 
with    that   of   the   noble   Earl,  it  goes 
entirely  in  the  same  direction.    In  carry- 
ing out  the  law  in  this  respect  the  diffi- 
culty has  been  very  great.     The  noble 
Lord  seems  to  derive  great  relief  from 
the  recital  of  his  economic  creed,  and  by 
accompanying  his  sin  with  a  loud  cry  of 
peccavi.    But  it  is  quite  unnecessary,  I 
think,  to  proclaim  so  rigid  a  creed  as 
that,   because  I   believe  that  there  are 
many   cases  where   it    has   been   found 
desirable      to     make      some       relaxa- 
tion    in     the     administration     of     the 
Poor  Law,  and  especially  in   cases  of 
infirmity  or  advanced  old  age.     In  my 
Tiew,  the  thing  should  be  done  according 
to  the  circumstances  of  each  case  and 
according    to     the    discretion     of     the 
Guardians.     There  are  cases  in  which  it 
ought  to  be  done  and  others  in  which  it 
ought  not  to  be  done,  and  the  language 
ought  to  be  quite  clear  that  it  is  left  ab- 
solutely to  their  discretion.     I  confess, 
moreover,  that  I  should  like  to  extend 
the  discretion  a   step   further.     It   has 
often  occurred  to  my  mind  that  a  very 
hard  rule  has  been  made  in  the  matter  of 
small  pensions.     A  man  who  has  spent 
the  vigorous  years  of  his  life  in  service, 
either  public   or   private,  gets   a   small 
pension  in  respect  of  his  past  services  ; 
and  this  fact  is  made  a  reason  why  the 
Guardians  should  not  give  him  outdoor 
relief.     On  this  account  I  have  known 
pension-givers  say  to  their  old  servants, 
*^  I  will  not  give  you  a  pension,  because 
that  would  preclude  your  receiving  relief 
if  the  necessity  should  arise,  but  I  will 
make  you  a  present  once  a  week."    That 
has  been  done  in  order  to  escape  from 
the  operation  of  this  particular  portion  of 
the  Poor  Law.     When   we   come   into 
Committee  I  shall  draw  attention  to  this 
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and  one  or  two  other  matters,  with  the 
view  of  extending  its  operation  to  other 
cases  besides  those  of  Friendly  Societies  ; 
but  I  think  the  purpose  of  the  Bill,  io 
spite  of  its  sinning  against  rigid  theore- 
tical principles,  justifies  us,  from  our  own 
experience,  in  going  so  far. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next. 

POLICE      (SLAUGHTER     OF      INJURED 

ANIMALS)  BILL,  turn  INJURED 

ANIMALS  BILL. -(No.  100.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  further  Amendments  :  The 
Report  of  the  Amendments  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  and  by  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  received  on 
Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  134.) 

LARCENY  ACT    AMENDMENT    BILL    [h.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Larceny  Act.  1861,  with 
respect  to  the  jurisdiction  exerciseable  in  cases 
relating  to  the  rooeipt  of  stolen  property «> Was 
presented  by  the  Loid  Chancellor  ;  read  1* ;  and 
to  be  printed.    (No.  136.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT   (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  5)  BILL. 
(No.  116.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  11)  BILL. 
(No.  118.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)    PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILL. 
(No.  117.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILL. 
(No.  129.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  :»)  BILL.— (No.  110.) 
Reail  2*    (according    to  Order),    and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  7)  BILL.— (No.  118.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 
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LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PB0VI810NAL 
0RDEB8  (No.  9)  BILL.— (No.  119.) 
R6id  2*  (aoooniiog  to  Order). 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PBOVISIONAL 
0BDBR8  (Na  10)  BILL.— (Na  120.) 
Beiui  2*  (accordiog  to  Order). 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL.— (No.  121.) 

Reftd  2*  (according  to  Order). 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILL.-(No.  122.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILL.— (No.  125.) 
^      Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL.— (No.  126.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  127.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  17)  BILL.— (No.  123.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order), 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
.  ORDER  (No.  19)  BILL.— (No.  128.) 

*         Read  2*  (according  to  Order). 

PIER    AND     HARBOUR     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— (Na  76.) 

Hoiue  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of 
Amendmenta  to  be  received  on  Thursday 


IDCCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
riHMATION  (LONDON)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

(No.  65.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and 
paMedf  and  sent  to  the  Conmions. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT   (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDERS   (No.   14)  BILL. 

Broaght  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  £x- 
■ainers.    (No.  187.) 

Hooae  adjoumoii  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o  clock,  Co  Thunday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Poor  o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday  J  26th  Jufie  1894. 


QUESTIONS. 


DESTITUTE  CRIMEAN  VETERANS. 

Mr.  TANKERVILLE  CHAMBEE- 
LAYNE  (Southampton)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there  is  living  at  92, 
Marlborough  Street,  Dublin,  an  old  Irish 
soldier  named  Donovan  ;  that  he  served 
with  the  8th  Hussars  in  the  Crimean 
War,  and  rode  in  the  Balaclava  Charge  ; 
that,  after  deducting  28.  3d.  per  week  for 
lodgings,  he  has  4s.  9d.  left  tor  food  and 
clothing  for  himself  and  his  wife  ;  and 
that,  his  sight  having  failed,  he  cannot 
earn  anything  by  work  ;  and  whether 
there  is  no  fund  from  which  an  old  soldier 
in  such  circumstances  who  has  earned 
the  gratitude  of  his  country  can  be 
assisted  ? 

•The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannbrman. 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  John  Donovan  served  12 
years  with  the  colours  and  was  granted 
a  pension  of  Is.  a  day.  This  is  the  maxi- 
mum sum  which  could  be  granted  under 
the  Royal  Warrant,  and  there  is  no  fund 
from  which  it  can  be  increased. 

Mr.  K  E  a  R  L  E  Y  (Devonport)  : 
Arising  out  of  the  answer,  I  should  like 
to  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  aware  that  the  Patriotic  Fund  Com- 
missioners have  a  large  accumulation  of 
money  unemployed,  which  was  originally 
subscribed  to  meet  such  cases  as  this  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Yes,  Sir ;  but  I  understand  that  the 
Patriotic  Fund  Commissioners  are  of 
opinion  that  they  hold  no  more  money 
than  is  necessary  to  meet  the  possible 
demands  tliat  may  be  made  upon  the 
fund ;  and  that  the  money  is  vested  in 
them  for  widows  and  children  and  not 
for  men  who  have  been  in  actual  service. 
Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  nothing 
more  for  this  man  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  are  no  funds  from  which  an  increase 
of  pension  could   be  granted.     He  has 
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tbe   highest  amount  allowed  under  the 
Rule:)  of  the  Service. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  :  Do  I  understand 
that  the  Patriotic  Commissioners  have 
no  power  under  Act  of  Parliament  to 
meet  such  cases  as  this  ? 

Sib  D.  MACFARLANE  (ArgyU) 
asked  whether  the  Commissioners  ex- 
pended tbe  whole  income  derived  from 
the  capital  of  the  fund  upon  widows  and 
orphans  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
They  would  be  very  foolish  if  they  did 
expend  the  whole  of  their  funds.  They 
have  to  keep  a  large  sum  in  reserve  to 
meet  claims  that  may  come  upon  them. 
The  Report  of  the  Patriotic  Fund  Com- 
missioners for  this  year,  which  I  will  lay 
on  the  Table  in  a  day  or  two,  will  ex- 
plain their  position. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  Is 
it  not  high  time  a  fund  was  created  to 
meet  cases  like  this  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
That  is  another  question.  Does  the  hon. 
Member  propose  that  these  cases  should 
be  met  by  grants  of  public  money  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Out  of  some  public 
fund.  Men  who  rode  in  the  Balaclava 
Charge  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  starve. 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
There  is  a  special  fund,  but  no  man  is 
entitled  to  claim  under  it  who  has  a  full 
pension  of  Is.  a  day.  [Cries  o/""  Oh  1 "] 

Major  RASCH  (fessex,  S.E.)  :  Is 
there  not  a  compassionate  fund  for  Indian 
and  Crimean  soldiers  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Yes,  for  men  totally  destitute,  and  the 
largest  sum  given  out  of  that  fund  is  9d.  a 
day.  Donovan  is  already  in  receipt  of 
Is.  per  day. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  it 
was  stated  a  year  or  two  ago  that  no 
fewer  than  six  of  the  men  who  took  part 
in  the  Balaclava  Charge  were  paupers  in 
workhouses  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No,  Sir :  I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

COALING  THE   MEDITERRANBAN 

FLEET. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St,  Pancras,  E.)  :  I 
beff  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
if  he  can  state  the  average  quantity  of 
coal  kept  in  store  at  Malta  and  Gibraltar 
for  use  of  the  Mediterraneao  Fleet ;  and, 
in  case  of  war  breaking  out,  how  long 

Mr.  Campbell'Bannerman 


would  this  quantity  of  coal  serve  Her 
Majetty^s  Fleet  in  those  waters  without 
having  to  draw  on  supplies  from  England; 
and  how  much  coal  oo  an  average  does 
each  battleship  require  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean Fleet  to  keep  her  fully  supplied  in 
case  of  war  for,  say,  six  months  without 
drawing  on  England  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shcttle- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  Ques- 
tions on  this  subject  were  asked  on  tbe 
12th  of  September  and  the  28 tb  of 
November  last  year.  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  the  answers  then  given — that  it 
would  be  contrary  to  policy  and  practice 
to  make  statements  as  to  tiie  amount  of 
coal  at  Gibraltar. 


DISCHARGE  OF  BRITISH  SEAMEN  IN 
FOREIGN  PORTS. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  in  1893,  which,  in  order  to 
mitigate  crimping  and  other  evils  incident 
to  the  discharge  of  British  seamen  in 
foreign  ports,  recommended  a  system 
being  tried  in  the  Port  of  Dunkerque  for 
the  direct  transmission  to  their  homes  of 
British  seamen  discharged  in  that  port, 
and  the  payment  to  them  of  their  wagee 
after  they  bad  safely  reached  their  homes, 
whether  this  experiment  was  to  have 
been  commenced  on  the  1st  of  January, 

1894  ;  and  whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
steps  have  been  taken  to  carry  out  an 
experiment  in  the  best  interests  of  British 
seamen  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brycb,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
No  date  was  fixed  for  carrying  into  effect 
I  the  recommendation  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  scheme  referred  ^  *  hi  the 
question  has  my  cordial  sympathy,  but  a 
grant  of  public  money  is  required  before 
it  can  be  tried  at  Dunkerque,  or  any 
other  foreign  port,  and  on  this  subject  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  in  communication 
with  the  Treasury. 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  What 
amount  would  be  required  ?  Would  it 
be  a  large  sum  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Not  in  the  first  in- 
stance, as  it  will  only  be  experimental. 
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COXTRACTS  UXDER  THE  NEW  NAVAt 
PROGRAMME. 
Mr.  KEARLEV  (Oevonport)  :  I  beg 
to  uk  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  U  able  to  state  the  particulars 
amJ  the  amount  of  contract  work  in- 
cidental to  the  new  Naval  Programme 
pbcad  with  the  variouH  firms  throughout 
the  United  Kingdom  for  ship  construc- 
tioo  and  engines  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
A»  soon  as  the  various  contracts  are 
complete  we  propose  to  present  a  Return. 

*lfR.  KBIR-HARDIE :  May  I  ask  if 
my  of  the  orders  have  been  given  to 
•hipbaildiug  firms  in  the  East  End  of 
Loodon,  and,  if  not,  why  not  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
Hy  bon.  Friend  refers  to  firms 
flo  the  Thames.  I  very  much  regret 
thftt  their  tenders  were  in  every  case  so 
lugli  that  it  was  impossible  to  give  them 
a  contract. 

*Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  Is  it  not  the 
cue  that  one  of  the  largest  East  End  firms 
cfered  to  make  good  the  difference  be- 
tween their  own  estimate  and  the  next 
CD  the  list,  so  that  by  getting  a  contract 
tb«y  might    find    employment  for  their 


•Sir  r.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
hi  the  case  of  one  firm  a  very  unusual 
Ar  was  made,  but  as  it  came  too  late 
^  oould  not  accept  it. 

IMPORTATION    OF    MACHINERY    INTO 

CHINA. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg 
10  Aik  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
FeragQ  Aiburs  whether  he  is  aware 
Khat  within  the  last  few  months  the 
Mthorities  of  the  Chinese  Customs  at 
i^Wghai  have,  for  the  first  time,  been 
prohibiting  the  importation  of  any  indns- 
•«ial  machinery  by  foreign  merchants 
^ich  is  worked  by  steam  or  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  said  authorities,  endangers 
>be  lives  or  means  of  livelihood  of  the 
Chioese,  and  imposing  a  differential  ad 
^^iortm  duty  of  5  per  cent,  on  other  in- 
dostrial  machinery  if  introduced  by 
fomign  as  distinguished  from  Chinese 
mrv  bants ;  and  whether  such  action  is 
ia  accordanoe  with  our  Treaty  rights  in 
China ;  if  not,  what  action,  if  any,  has 
been  or  will  be  taken  by  Her  Majesty  V 
R«preseQUiive  in  China  to  uphold  our 
Treaty  righu  ? 


The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  rSir 
E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  considers 
that  the  action  of  the  Chinese  Authorities 
in  this  matter  is  iucousistent  with  the 
Treaty  rights  of  Foreign  Powers  in 
China.  The  question  has  formed  the 
subject  of  discussion  between  the  Tsungli 
Yamenandthe  Diplomatic  Body  at  Pekiu, 
who  have  informed  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment that  they  cannot  recognise  the 
notification  of  the  Shanghai  Customs 
Authorities  as  in  auv  wav  binding  on 
foreign  subjects. 

THE  "  COSTA  RICA  PACKET." 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  any  further 
communication  from  the  Netherlands 
Government  in  connection  with  the  claim 
for  compensation  on  behalf  of  the  captain 
of  the  Costa  Rica  PUcket  has  been 
received  ;  if  so,  is  there  any  objection  to 
stating  its  purport,  and  what  further  steps 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  propose  to 
take? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Further  communica- 
tions have  passed,  but  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  make  any  new  statement. 

PENNY  POSTAGE  TO  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  what  was  the  approximate 
number  of  letters  despatched  from  the 
United  Kingdom  to  the  United  States  of 
America  last  year  ;  and  what  would  be 
the  loss  to  the  Revenue  (not  allowing  for 
increased  correspondence)  by  reducing  the 
rate  of  letter  postage  to  the  United  States 
from  2ld.  to  Id.? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
The  number  is  roughly  estimated  at  al>out 
12,500,000.  The  loss  to  the  Revenue 
by  reducing  the  postage  ou  tliat  number 
of  letters  from  2^d.  to  Id.  the  Joz.  would 
be  about  £78,000  a  year.  Allowing  for 
increased  correspondence,  the  loss  woald 
be  much  greater,  as  every  additional 
letter  would  involve  an  additional  loss. 

INDIAN  PENSIONS  AND  THE  ESTATE 

DUTY. 
Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Sute  for 
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India  whether  pengioDS  and  aDDuities, 
payable  to  widows  and  orphans  under  the 
various  Indian  Civil  and  Military  funds 
and  under  the  Provident  Institutions  in 
connection  with  the  Government  service, 
will  be  subject  to  Estate  Duty  under 
Section  2  (d)  of  the  Finance  Bill  ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern* 
ment  to  propose  any  Amendment  to  the 
section  with  the  object  of  excepting  these 
pensions  from  the  provisions  of  the 
section  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fok 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  The  answer  to  the  first 
question  of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  in  the 
affirmative.  In  reply  to  the  second  ques- 
tion, I  have  to  say  that  the  matter  is  now 
under  the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Government. 

PUBUC    EXPENDITURE   ON  RAILWAYS 

IN  INDIA. 
Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  will  furnish 
a  statement  of  all  sums  spent  in  the  con- 
struction and  maintenance  of  railways 
beyond  the  North-West  Frontier  of 
India,  and  in  surveys  of  projected  lines 
beyond  such  frontier  ;  and  a  statement  of 
all  sums  paid  to  tribesmen  and  their 
chiefs  residing  beyond  the  North- West 
Frontier  of  India  by  way  of  subsidy  or 
remuneration  in  connection  with  these 
railways  ;  and  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  all 
Agreements  made  with  the  Amir  Abdar- 
rahman  since  the  Ist  of  July,  1880  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  In  1892,  at 
the  request  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  a  state- 
ment was  prepared  at  great  labour  and 
expense  by  the  Government  of  India, 
showing  the 

''expenditure  incurreii  sinoe  the  year  1882  out 
of  the  Revenues  of  Imlia  on  the  construct ioa  of 
railways  ami  roads,  on  military  expeditions  aiid. 
explorations,  and  on  Hnbfii<1ies  to  native  cbicffl, 
beyond  the  West  ami  North- West  Frontiers  of 
India." 

That  Return  can  be  printed,  if  my  hon. 
Friend  will  move  for  it ;  but  I  can  give 
no  later  figures  without  referring  to  the 
Ooyemroent  of  India.  In  answer  to  the 
second  part  of  my  hon.  Friend's  question, 
I  can  only  reply  as  on  a  former  occasion, 
that 

•*  so  soon  as  it  can  be  done,  consistently  with  the 
interests  of  the  Public  Service,  I  will  cause  the 

Sir  R,  Temple 


Papers  concerning  the  recent  agreement  with 
the  Amir  of  Afghanistan  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table." 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN:  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  get  a  Return 
from  the  Government  of  India  showing 
approximately  the  amount  spent  since 
the  Return  to  which  he  refers  waa 
published  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  at  present 
endeavouring  to  prepare  a  Paper  on 
Indian  finance,  similar  to  one  I  prepared 
on  Imperial  finance  some  time  since,  and 
that  will  show  the  expenditure  under 
different  heads.  It  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  very  shortly,  and  if  my  hon.  Friend 
desires  anything  supplementary  to  that  I 
will  try  and  obtain  it. 

WARRANT  OFFICERS  IN  THE  NAVY. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
Admiralty  have  come  to  any  decision 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  conceding 
to  warrant  ofiicers  of  the  Navy  a  higher 
rank  and  a  material  improvement  of  their 
status  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  Admiralty  have  under  consideration 
the  general  question  of  the  number  and 
prospects  of  the  warrant  officers,  but  do 
decision  has  yet  been  come  to. 

TRANSFERS    FROM  THE  ARMY  TO  THB 

RESERVE. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
17,000  men  were  last  year  transferred 
from  the  Army  to  the  Reserve  Forces  ; 
whether  12,000  of  these  were  transferred 
in  the  winter,  of  whom  a  large  propor- 
tioii  should  have  been  retained  in  the 
Army  until  the  succeeding  summer ; 
whether  be  is  aware  that  great  hardship 
was  thus  inflicted  upon  the  men  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  « 
recurrence  f 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
During  the  year  ended  on  March  81  last, 
16,859  men  were  transferred  from  the 
Army  to  the  Reserve.  Of  these,  6,027 
were  transferred  dnring  the  six  summer 
months  and  10,832  dnring  the  winter 
months,  all  of  the  latter,  except  509, 
being  transferred  on  completion  of  ser- 
vice with  the  colours.  Men  completitig 
service  are  necessarily  sent  home  from 
India  during  the  cool  months.  They  have 
to  be  discharged  to  the  Reserve  at  once 
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tlut  recraito  maj  be  eulisted  without  the 
omnbart  voted  by  Parliament  being  ex- 
ceeded. The  winter  season  is  also  the 
most  favourable  for  reomiting,  and  with- 
OQt  vacancies  recmtting  cannot  go  on. 
Every  effort  is  made  to  obtain  emploj- 
DMit  for  the  men  in  anticipation  of  their 
discharge. 

THB  TRUCK  ACT. 
Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  action  of  Robert  Price, 
timber  merchant,  Minsterley,  Salop,  who 
esnpels  his  employtsy  under  pain  of  dis- 
■inal,  to  occupy  cottages  belonging  to 
Um  St  a  higher  rental  than  those  obtain- 
sble  in  the  neighbourhood  ;  and  whether 
thi«  constitutes  an  evasion  of  the  Trucic 
Aet? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
Tti  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AioriTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  Act  contains 
10  protecUoD  against  excessive  rent. 
This  being  the  state  of  the  law,  I  have 
Ml  thought  it  necessary  to  inquire  into 
tht  facts  of  the  case,  but  I  must  not  be 
isderstood  to  express  any  opinion  whe- 
ther as  a  fact  the  rent  is  in  this  case  ex- 
«s«ive  or  whether  the  employ H  are 
compelled  to  occupy  the  cottages  of  their 
•plover. 

•Ma.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  The  point  is, 
>  it  ao  evasion  of  the  Truck  Act  for  an 
employer  to  compel  his  men  to  live  in  his 
eotuges  ? 

Ma.  A8QUITH  :  My  answer  is  in 
the  negative. 

CUSTOMS   BOATMEN. 

Ur.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  l>eg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
a  increase  of  £25  has  been  added  to  the 
•kry  of  30  preventive  officers  in  Her 
Majesty**  Cust^ims  boatmen  :  whether  80 
boatmen  have  had  an  increase  of  £5  ; 
whether  there  are  303  preventive  officers 
■nd  1,200  boatmen  respectively ;  and 
vbv  the  jncreaae  was  not  given  to  all  the 
boatmen  wlio  perform  the  same  duties  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBSRT,  Oldham) : 
The  alk>waocea  referred  to  are  paid  re- 
spectively to  preventive  officers  in  charge 
<rf  what  are  called  *•  special  re-rum- 
Mifing  crews,^  and  boatmen  forming 
sndi  crews.  The  allowances  are  not 
pWaoeat,  ami  are  only  granted  so  long 


as  the  officers  are  engaged  upon  this 
special  work  and  evince  special  aptitnde 
for  it.  Up  to  the  present  it  has  been 
found  necessary  to  assign  only  24  allow- 
ances of  £25  to  preventive  officers,  and 
72  of  £5  to  boatmen.  The  special  allow- 
ance was  not  given  to  all  boatmen  for  the 
reason  that  they  do  not  perform  similar 
duties  to  those  of  the  72.  There  are  316 
preventive  officers  and  1,138  boatmen. 

BRITISH  TRADE  IN  EGYPT. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helens)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affiftirs  whether  the  statistics 
given  in  an  article  in  The  Pall  Hall 
Gazette  of  21st  June,  by  Sir  William 
Marriott,  on  British  Trade  in  Egypt  are 
correct ;  and  whether  also  the  statements 
made  in  the  same  article  that,  out  of 
£4,800,000  spent  from  Egypt  in  railway 
plant  and  machinery,  15  per  cent,  only 
has  come  to  Great  Britain,  whilst  70  per 
cent*  has  gone  to  France  and  Belgium,  is 
correct ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  explana- 
tion of  this  state  of  affairs  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  statistics  appear 
to  be  substantially  correct,  as  far  as  they 
go,  though  I  cannot  say  whether  15  per 
cent,  is  the  exact  proportion  of  money 
spent  from  Egypt  on  railway  plant  and 
machinery  which  has  come  to  (ireat 
Britain.  In  many  instances  the  Egyptian 
Government  appear  to  have  prepared 
tenders  for  work  of  a  cheaper  description 
than  that  usually  supplied  by  British 
firms. 

THE  GODLEY  ESTATE,  SOUTH  LEITRIM. 
Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  if  the  Land  Commission  have 
inquired  as  to  why  the  forms  signed  by 
59  tenants  on  the  Godley  Estate,  Carri- 
gallon,  South  Leitrim,  to  purchase  their 
farms  in  April,  1890,  were  not  lodged  by 
the  vendor^s  solicitor  till  the  October 
following  ;  is  be  aware  that,  owing  to 
the  action  of  the  vendor^s  solicitor,  28 
tenants  were  deprived  of  the  advantages 
of  the  Ashbourne  Act  and  obliged  to  buy 
under  the  Land  Purchase. Act  of  1891  ; 
that  one  of  them,  John  McCabe,  of 
Crickeen,  has  been  threatened  within  the 
last  few  months  by  the  vendor *s  solicitor 
to  have  his  sale  upset  if  he  will  not 
surrender  his  rights  to  turbary  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  can  state  what  immediate  stept 
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the  Land  Commission  are  prepared  to 
take  to  complete  the  sale  of  this  estate  to 
the  tenants  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  Land  Commission  in- 
form me  tliat  the  proceedings  in  the  case 
of  the  Godley  estate  were  brought  before 
the  late  Mr.  Commissioner  MacCarthj, 
and  that  there  is  no  record  of  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  allowed  the  59  agree- 
ments to  be  filed  in  October,  1890.  The 
Commissioners  state  thej  are  not  aware 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  any  of 
the  tenants  who  signed  agreements  under 
the  Act  of  1891  had  been  deprived,  as  is 
alleged,  of  the  advantages  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act.  The  Commissioners  can 
onlj  deal  with  the  agreements  lodged. 
The  agreement  in  the  case  of  John 
McCabe  wan  lodged  under  the  Ashbourne 
Act.  A  question  has  arisen  in  this  case 
as  to  the  right  of  turbarj,  but  the  Com- 
missioners are  not  aware  of  any  threat  by 
the  solicitor  to  upset  the  sale  unless  he 
surrenders  his  rights.  The  Commis- 
sioners have  served  notice  on  the  vendor's 
solicitor  requiring  him  to  take  immediate 
steps  to  close  t|ie  outstanding  cases. 

REGISTRATION  EXPENSES  IN  IRISH 

UNIONS. 

Mr.  TULLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  (1)  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  one  of  the  rate  collectors  of  the 
Tobercurry  Union  has  commenced  legal 
proceedings  against  the  Guardians  for 
the  balance  alleged  to  be  due  to  him 
under  the  old  scale  of  payment  for  his 
services  in  connection  with  the  Registra- 
tion Act  last  jfiBi ;  that  in  Boyle  Union 
the  Guardians  had  to  go  to  the  expense 
of  getting  legal  advice,  and  were  obliged 
to  pay  under  the  old  scale,  while  in 
Mullingar  Union  the  auditor  surcharged 
the  Guardians,  and  they  were  obliged  to 
refund  the  money  they  paid  under  the 
old  scale  ;  (2)  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  have  been  several  cases  where  the 
Local  Government  Board  auditors  sur- 
charged the  Guardians  for  paying  .under 
the  old  scale,  while  the  Monaghan 
County  Court  Judge  has  decreed  the 
Guardians  for  paying  under  the  new 
scale  ;  and  (d)  As  all  this  confusion  and 
expense  to  the  Guardians  individually  as 
well  as  to  the  rates  of  the  Union  has 
arisen  from  the   inability  of  the  Local 
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Government  Board  to  ex.plain  the  exact 
legal  meaning  of  their  own  Orders  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  whether  be  is 
prepared  to  recommend  that  the  Local 
Government  Boanl  should  refund  to  the 
Guardians  the  amounts  of  the  pecuniary 
losses  to  which  they  have  l)een  subjected 
in  this  matter  in  default  of  their  uking 
immediate  steps  to  have  the  decision  of 
a  competent  legal  tribunal  on  the  points 
involved  ? 

Mr  J.  MORLEY  :  (1)  The  facts  are 
as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph,  except 
that  the  surcharge  made  againsc  the 
Mullingar  Guardians  was  not  enforced^ 
and  they  were  not,  therefore,  called  upon 
to  refund  the  money.  (2)  As  regards 
the  second  paragraph,  surcharges  were 
made,  I  am  informed,  in  some  instances, 
but  the  Local  Government  Board  know 
of  no  case  in  which  such  surcharges 
have  been  enforced.  (3)  As  stated  in 
my  reply  to  the  bon.  Gentleman*s  ques- 
tion of  the  21st  instant  on  the  subject, 
the  Local  Government  Board  acted  in 
the  first  instance  on  the  advice  of 
counsel,  and  when  they  found  there  was 
a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  new  Order  to  payments  for 
work  done  prior  to  its  issue,  they  con- 
sidered it  best  to  let  each  Board  of 
Guardians  act  on  advice  obtained  by 
themselves.  A  decision  of  the  Superior 
Courts  could  only  be  obtained  if  a  Board 
of  Guardians  or  their  officers  appealed 
against  the  ruling  oU  &  County  Court 
Judge.  The  Local  Government  Board 
have  no  funds  at  their  disposal  out  of 
which  the  Guardians'  expenses  could  be 
defrayed  as  suggested. 

THE     IRISH     SOCIETY'S     ESTATES    AT 

DERRY. 
Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  X.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Derry  Corporation, 
having  secured  powers  from  the  Irish 
Society,  are  about  to  evict  Captain 
William  Coppin,  now  over  90  years  of 
age,  from  his  holding  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  although  Captain  Coppin  has 
a  leasehold  interest  to  be  renewed  on  ex- 
piry the  Corporation  have  acquired  from 
the  Irish  Society  the  grant  of  his  hold- 
ing for  a  scheme  of  baths  and  wash- 
houses,  offering  as  compensation  only  a 
third  of  the  purchase  money  of  leased  in- 
terest held  by  him  ;    and  whether,  the 
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Iruh  Soeietj  being  guardians  of  a  public 
trust,  anj  inquiry  will  be  made  into  the 
etiramsuncea  and  conditions  under  which 
this  eTiction  is  to  take  place  ? 

Mt.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received 
bom  the  Secretary  to  the  Irish  Society  a 
eoounanication  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
ipoo  the  reversion  of  this  property 
MTsral  years  ago  to  the  Society  they 
foand  Captain  Coppin  in  occupation  of 
oae  of  the  houses,  and  that  the  Society 
allowed  him  to  continue  iu  occupation 
wtthoot  payment  of  rent.  It  is  not  oor- 
fset  Id  my  he  has  a  *^  leasehold  interest 
to  bs  renewed  on  expiry.'*  The  Corpora- 
tioD  of  Derry  have  applied  for  a  grant  of 
tk  property  for  the  erection  of  baths  and 
vjMihcmsea,  and  the  Irish  Society,  when 
pMtiag  the  site  for  this  purpose,  stipu- 
ht»d  specimlly  that  the  Corporation 
ikaM  provide  Captain  Coppin  with  a 
bm  resideiiee  during  his  life. 

TH£  OIL   RIVERS   PROTECTORATE  AND 
THE  BOYAL  KIQER  COMPANY. 

Kl  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
amabj) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Ssrtvtary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
viather,  following  the  example  of  the 
Aiflo-G«inan  Customs  Union  on  the 
Geld  Coast  and  Togoland,  Her  Majesty's 
Gonreoiaot  will  eiideavour  to  promote  a 
Mlar  arraogement  between  the  Oil 
Ktnre  Protectorate  and  the  Royal  Niger 
CoMpany,  by  which  the  trade  of  the 
4mnci  is  calculated  to  be  materially 
tMlited? 

Sim  £.  GRET  :  The  oonditjons  of  the 
Mfv  Protectorate  and  the  Niger  Coast 
Pt^oieetorate  dlBet  widely  as  to  trade, 
Cieility  of  access,  and  the  character  of 
^  populaiions.  A  Customs  Uuion  of 
tk  diarmeter  indioated  is  not  at  present 
pictioable. 

KLfiCnONS   UNDER  THE  NEW  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  ACT. 

Ma.  CHANNIN6  (Northampton,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Govennnent  Board  whether,  in  the  Rules 
to  be  framed  by  the  Board  as  to  elections 
nader  ^The  Local  Government  Act, 
1S94,^  he  will  provide  that  in  urban 
snttary  districta  the  Returning  Officers, 
bolh  for  the  elaetionof  Guardians  within 
laeh  districta  and  for  the  election  of 
Urban  District  Coaacillors,  shall  be 
Appointed  by  the  Urban  SaniUry 
Atthority  ;  aud  whether  such  Rules  will 


apply  to  the  appointment  of  Returning 
Officers  for  the  first  elections  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  ap- 
pointment of  Returning  Officers  for  the 
irst  election  will  be  provided  for  by  the 
Rules  which  will  be  issued  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  under  Section  48  of 
the  Local  Goveromont  Act.  The  ques- 
tion raised  by  my  hon.  Friend,  as  I  have 
previously  stated,  will  be  fully  considered 
in  connection  with  the  preparation  of  the 
Regulations. 

Sir  R.  PAGET  (Somerset,  Wells)  ; 
How  soon  will  the  new  Rules  be 
ready  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  hope 
before  long.  They  are  now  under  con- 
sideration. 

ACCIDENTS  IN  ROTTEN  ROW. 
Mr.  CUBITT  (Surrey,  Reigate)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  large  number  of 
accidents,  many  of  them  terminating 
fatally,  which  have  lately  occurred  in 
Rotten  Row  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  furious  riding  of  a  few  persons  is  a 
great  source  of  danger  to  others,  especially 
during  the  hours  of  the  day  when  the 
Row  is  most  crowded ;  and  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  will  take 
into  consideration  the  necessity  of  en- 
forcing more  strictly  the  Regulation 
against  furious  riding,  either  by  in- 
creasing the  number  of  mounted  police 
on  duty  there  during  certain  hours,  or 
by  giving  further  instructions  to  the 
police,  both  mounted  and  on  foot,  already 
on  duty  ? 

'  Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  have  received  in- 
formation from  the  Conmiissioner  of 
Police  stating  that  from  January  1  to 
June  23  31  accidents  happened  to  riders 
in  Rotten  Row,  one  of  which  terminated 
fatally.  Three  persons  were  more  or  less 
seriously  injured,  and  of  the  remaining 
27,  who  received  slight  injuries,  18 
declined  medical  aid  after  being  thrown 
from  their  horses,  and  subsequently  rode 
away.  Considering  the  large  number  of 
riders  in  Hyde  Park  at  this  season  of  the 
year,  and  (as  I  am  informed)  the  inex- 
perience and  want  of  horsemanship  of 
many  of  them,  the  number  of  accidents  iw 
not  very  great.  Furious  riding  is  not 
common,  and  is  at  once  checked  by  the 


J 


231 


Voltmteers  and  the  {COMMONS}        Long  Service  Medal.         2^2 


police,  who  daring  the  past  six  months 
have  summoned  eight  persons  for  that 
offence.  The  accidents  given  in  the  first 
part  of  mj  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
question  were  due  either  to  horses  having 
stumbled,  reared,  or  become  unmanage- 
able ;  not  one  was  the  result  of  furioos 
or  reckless  riding  on  the  part  of  others. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner  the 
Regulations  are  enforced  with  great  judg- 
ment and  discretion,  and  no  further  in- 
structions or  increase  to  the  number  of 
police  emplojed  on  this  dnty  are  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  WILSON  NOBLE  (Hastings)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  accidents  in 
question  are  not  in  great  measure  due  to 
the  bad  state  in  which  the  road  is  kept  at 
present  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  is  a  question 
which  should  be  addressed  to  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works. 

RBCRUITING  FOB  TffK  NAVY. 
Mr.  CAYZER  (Barrow-in-Furness)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  recruiting  for  boys  for 
the  Navy  has  been  commenced  at  Aber- 
deen for  Her  Majesty's  ships  Active^ 
Calypso^  Ruby^  and  Volage^  belonging  to 
the  Training  Squadron ;  and  whether 
arrangements  have  been  or  are  being 
made  for  similar  recruiting  at  other  ports  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  Barrow-in-Furness  is 
included  in  the  list  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
There  is  no  special  recruiting  for  the 
ships  of  the  Training  Squadron.  Nor 
have  any  arrangements  for  recruiting 
boys  for  the  Navy  been  makle  at  Aber- 
deen which  are  not  equally  in  force  at 
all  the  ports  and  recruiting  centres  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Captaix  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  when 
the  ports  of  Queenstown  and  Cork  will 
be  utilised  as  recruiting  grounds  for  boys 
for  the  Navy  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  they  will  be 
utilised  very  shortly  in  the  same  way  as 
other  ports  are  being  utilised.  The 
Northampton  has  just  been  commissioned 
for  the  purpose  of  visiting  several  ports 
and  enlisting  boys  between  the  ages  of 
16  years  and  nine  months  and  18  years, 
and  those  boys  will  be  trained  on  board ' 
the  Northampton* 

Mr.  Asqnith 


Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther Belfast  will  be  one  of  the  ports  ao 
utilised  ? 

Mr.  mains  :  Can  he  say  also  whe- 
ther the  Port  of  Derry  will  be  included  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

WAGES  OF  CUSTOMS  BOATltKN. 

Mr.  M  ACDON  ALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
majority  of  the  Customs  boatmen  have 
received  in  payment  of  wages  only  £4  a 
month  for  May  and  June  ;  and  whether, 
as  the  1st  of  Jnly  falls  on  a  Sunday,  be 
will  so  far  mitigate  the  hardships  en- 
tailed on  these  men  by  the  mode  of  pav- 
ment  as  to  order  the  next  qoarteny 
balances  to  be  paid  on  28th  or  29th  June 
rather  than  on  Monday  2nd  July  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Cnstoms 
boatmen,  in  common  with  all  other 
officers  serving  in  the  Customs  Depart- 
ment, receive  monthly  advances  on  their 
quarterns  salary  at  the  rate  of  8  per  cent. 
in  even  pounds  on  their  annual  salaries 
for  each  of  the  first  two  months  of  each 
quarter,  and  the  balance  after  the  ter- 
mination of  the  quarter.  The  rates  of 
monthly  advance  thus  payable  to  boat- 
men are  £4,  £5,  or  £6,  according  to  their 
rate  of  annual  pay  ;  and,  as  the  majcnity 
in  London  are  on  the  lower  rates  of  pay, 
it  has  happened  that  the  majority  of  the 
Customs  boatmen  have  received  advances 
of  £4  for  each  of  the  months  in  question 
(May  1st,  June  1st).  It  is  a  well-known 
rule  of  the  Public  Service  that,  when  the 
Urst  day  of  a  month  falls  on  a  Sunday, 
payments  of  salary  are  not  made  unUl 
the  following  day.  This  rule  is  ap- 
plicable alike  to  boatmen  and  all  other 
persons  serving  in  the  Customs  Depart- 
ment, and  no  question  has  been  raised  as 
to  altering  it. 

VOLUNTEERS  AND  THE  LONG  8ERVICB 

MEDAL. 
Sib  a.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seeretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  giving  the  Long  Service 
Medal  to  tho9e  Volunteers  who  have 
completed  20  years  of  service,  but,  beii» 
compulsorily  retured,  were  not  on  the  roU 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1898  ;  and 
whether*  at  any  rate,  he  will  consider 
the  case   of  .Coloiir    Sergeant  G.    A. 
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Derrington,  who  wm  compalsorilj  retired 
11 1892,  after  being  retamed  as  efficient 
for  Z2  J9m^  and  who  is  retained  bj 
pannituon  as  an  honorary  member  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 

I  eaa  oolj  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
sa«wer  which  I  have  ahready  given  on 
thtf  sabject,  and  I  need  not  say  that 
iadtridnal  exceptions  cannot  be  made. 

HOtTHBAD  AND    KINGSTOWN    MAILS. 

Mb.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Sispheo's  Green) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
pNtaatter  General  if  he  would  state  the 
unbar  and  woght  of  the  mail  bags  carried 
batweea  Holyhead  and  Kingstown  in 
«Mh  of  the  following  vears — ^namely, 
1U8, 1863,  1873,  1883,  and  1893  ;  and 
tfas  gross  amount  received  by  the  Post 
Oioe  since  1869  in  respect  of  their  half 
ibtra  of  the  passenger  receipts  by  the 
■m)  steamers  in  excess  of  £35,000 
^'jmx^  for  the  several  periods  of  10 
Tiiii  ending  in  1869,  1879,  and  1889, 
Md  from  1889  to  the  end  of  1893  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLET  :  The  records  of 
tke  Post  Office  do  not  enable  me  to 
■iver  the  first  question  of  the  hon. 
Mfnber  as  to  the  number  and  weight  of 
tbe  Biail  bags  carried  between  Holyhead 
•ad  Kingstown  during  the  respective 
JWB  mentioned.  The  half  share  of  the 
paneoger  receipts  by  the  mail  steamers 
■  excess  of  £35,000  a-year  accruing  to 
lb  Post  Office  under  the  contract  has 
been  as  follows  : — 

£       ad. 
Smt  fean  tu  80ih  September, 

18S9(tLe  contcact  oonusenc- 

lagoo  1st  October,  1860)  ...  42,765  4  10 
Ta  jrean  to  90th  September, 

Vm   52,872    8    7 

T«  jvais  to  90Ch  September, 

\m  ..« Nil. 

/ovr  ymn  to  30tb  September, 
\m   6,559    6    3 

A  102,196  14    8 


THK  NRW  IRISH  HAIL  SBBVICK. 
Mb«  W.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  if  he  can  state  de- 
finitely when  the  conditions  and  specifi- 
cations for  tenders  for  the  new  mail  ser- 
nce  between  Enston  and  Kingstown  will 
be  ready  for  publication  ;  and  if  he  will 
lay  a  copy  of  the  specifioationfl  and  oon- 
diUoas  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  for 
the  infonnUion  of  Members,  before 
calling  for  taoders  ? 


Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  hope  not  many 
days  will  elapse  bef<M*e  the  publication  of 
the  conditions  of  tender  for  the  new  mail 
service  between  Eiiston  and  Kingstown. 
I  shall  have  no  objection  to  lay  copies  of 
the  forms  and  conditions  of  tender  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  simultaneously  with 
their  publication. 

LIMBRICK  POSTAL  AND  TBLEGRAPHIC 

STAFFS. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  the  reyision 
in  the  postal  and  telegraphic  staffs  of 
the  Limerick  Post  Office,  now  for  many 
months  under  consideration,  has  been 
carried  out ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  re- 
sults ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  say  what  is 
the  cause  of  the  delay,  and  when  a  de- 
finite couclusion  is  likely  to  be  arrived 
at? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  revision  of 
the  postal  and  telegraphic  staff  at  the 
Limerick  Post  Office  is  still  under  con- 
sideration, with  a  view  to  introducing 
more  economical  arrangements  than  have 
hitherto  prevailed.  It  is  hoped  that  a 
decision  may  soon  be  arrived  at. 

THE  REGULATION  OF  QUARRIES. 

Mr.  C ARVELL  WILL^MS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
meut  to  bring  in  during  the  present 
Session  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating 
to  the  regulation  of  mines  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  hope  to  intro- 
duce  a  short  Bill  bringing  open  quarries 
under  the  Metalliferous  Mines  Act  and 
for  other  purposes  incidental  thereto. 

ELECTION  PROCEDURE. 

Sir  H.  MEYSEY  -  THOMPSON 
(Stafford,  Handsworth) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  sub- 
section in  the  Corrupt  and  Illegal  Prac- 
tices Act  which  directs  th:it  the  Return- 
ing Officer  shall  provide  ior  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  return  and  declarations  sent 
him  by  an  election  agent ;  that  he  shall 
allow  them  to  be  inspected  by  any  person 
on  payment  of  a  fee  of  Is. ;  and  lliat  he 
shall  provide  copies  thereof  on  payment 
of  2d.  for  every  72  words,  applies  to  the 
return  of  the  expenses  charged  by  the 
Returning  Officer  ? 
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The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  George  Russell,  North 
Beds.)  :  If  the  sub-section. to  which  my 
hon.  Friend  referb  is  Sub-section  (2)  of 
Section  35  of  the  Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices  Prevention  Act,  1883,  I  may 
say  that  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  it  does 
not  apply  to  the  "  return,"  or  more  cor- 
rectly the  *^  account,*'  of  the  expenses 
charged  by  the  Retamiug  Officer. 

EXPENDITURE  ON  THE  NAVY. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  by  what  authority  a  sum 
of  £289,000,  in  excess  of  the  statutory 
limit  of  £10,000,000  authorised  by  "The 
Naval  Defence  Act,  1889,'*  has  been 
issued  by  the  Treasury  towards  the  cost 
of  building  the  contract  ships  sanctioned 
under  that  Act  ? 

Sir  J,  T.  HIBBERT  :  No  sum  in 
excess  of  the  statutory  limit  of 
£10,000,000  has  been  issued  by  the 
Treasury  towards  the  cost  of  building 
the  contract  ships  sanctioned  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act.  Under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  (1)  five  instalments  of  the 
annuity  of  £1,428,571  8s.  6d.,  or 
£7,142,857  2s.  6d.;  and  (2)  borrowed 
money  to  the  amount  of  £3,146,000, 
making  a  total  of  £10,288,857  2s.  6d., 
have  been  paid  into  the  Naval  Defence 
Fund.  The  excess  over  £10,000,000 — 
namely,  £288,857,  has  not  been  issued  to 
the  Admiralty,  but  remains  in  the  Naval 
Defence  Fund.  This  sum  would  have 
been  available  towards  paying  off  the 
loan  of  £3,146,000,  but,  it  being  pro- 
posed in  the  Finance  Bill  to  discharge 
that  loan  from  the  Sinking  Fund,  the 
balance  will  fall  into  the  Exchequer. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Am  I  to 
understand  that  the  intention  with  regard 
to  the  £289,000  is  contrary  to  law  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  contrary  to  law.  The  money 
has  not  been  paid, over  to  the  Admiralty, 
and  will  in  natural  course  of  time  fall 
into  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  Ha8  the  £289,000  not  been  Uken 
in  aid  of  the  Navy  Estimates  of  this 
year  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  No,  it  has 
not. 


THE    ACHILL    KXTKNSIOX    RAILWAY. 

Lord  F.  HAMILTON  (Tyrone,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  ex* 
plain  what  is  the  reason  for  the  delay  in 
opening  the  Achill  Extension  Railway  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  recent 
terrible  calamity  in  Achill  Sound,  any 
prospects  of  a  speedy  opening  of  the  line 
can  be  held  out  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  delay  is 
due  to  the  fact  that,  toe  railway  having' 
been  undertaken  with  a  view  to  relief  of 
distress,  there  was  no  opportunity  of 
making  prior  engagements  with  an  ex- 
isting railway  company  for  its  couittrue* 
tion  and  working,  and  it  was  not  until 
quite  recently  that  it  was  found  possible^ 
after  prolonged  negotiations,  to  oome 
to  an  agreement  with  the  Midland 
Great  Western  Company  as  to  the 
conditions  as  regards  construction  on 
which  they  will  be  prepared  to  take  over 
the  line.  The  additional  works  required 
by  the  Company  have  been  contracted  for 
and  should  be  completed  by  August  1. 

Lord  F.  HAMILTON  inquired  if  a 
considerable  section  of  the  line  reaching 
from  Mullaranny  to  a  point  opposite 
Achill  was  not  already  complete  ?  Was 
the  delay  due  to  the  action  of  the  Mid- 
land Great  Western  Company  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No,  it  is  not 
quite  complete.  A  number  of  stations 
have  yet  to  be  erected,  and  until  that  is 
done  the  line  cannot  be  opened. 

Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.): 
Were  we  not  told  some  months  ago  that 
there  were  only  two  small  stations  to  be 
erected  ?  Was  not  a  promise  given  that 
they  would  be  completed  in  a  month  or 
two  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  I  may  have 
made  that  statement,  but  I  coidd  not 
compel  the  Railway  Company  to  carry  it 
into  effect. 

Mr.  T.  W.-'RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Then  this  railway  Vill  be  open  for  traffic 
immediately  after  the  close  of  the  summer 
tourist  season  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  do  not  know 
that  that  season  closes  on  the  Ist  of 
August.  We  shall  not  get  our  holidays 
thee. 

Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  was  the 
date,  according  to  the  original  contract^ 
on  which  the  Westport  and  Achill  Rail- 
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w»/  ihoiild  hmve  beeD  read  j  (or  traffio  ;  I 
what  were  the  cooditions  under  which  | 
eueh  ooDtniet  was  to  be  carried  out ;  did 
ihe  Midland  Railwaj  Companj  receive 
aoj  aolMidj  for  working  the  line ;  if  so, 
how  nuieh ;  and  on  what  conditions  did 
(bej  receive  such  subsidy  ? 

Sni  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  [  should  ex- 
pUin  that  the  Westport  and  Mullaranny 
UDe  u  separate  from  the  Achill  exten- 
lioa.  This  Ust  was  commenced  soieij 
for  the  relief  of  distress ;  there  was  no 
ccwtimot  for  completion  possible  until 
9ttm$  for  future  working  were  settled. 
These  h*ve  onlj  lately  been  concluded 
with  the  MidUnd  Great  Western  Rail- 
viy  Company  ;  but  the  works  have  now 
bsM  resumedy  and  it  is  hoped  will  be  com- 
pleted by  August  1 .  The  MidUnd  Com- 
puy  reoeive  no  subsidy  for  working  the 
iiae,  but  they  receive  the  Achill  ex- 
lensioQ  itself,  completed  to  their  satis- 
leetioD,  free  of  all  charge. 

7HB   IDINTIFICATION    OF  CRIMINALS. 

CoLOirsL  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
■eat  if  be  has  decided  to  adopt  in  the 
Hetropolitan  and  City  Police  Districts 
sad  in  the  Provinces  the  recommenda- 
tioas  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  in- 
qaire  into  the  system  of  identifying 
criminals  by  measurement,  invented  by 
M.  Beriillon,  of  Paris,  and  the  finger- 
priat  test  of  Mr.  Francis  Galton  ;  and, 
IB  such  ease,  if,  in  order  to  facilitate  re- 
search into  the  judicial  antecedents  of  in- 
leraataonal  criminals,  the  registers  of 
■eeiurements  will  be  kept  on  the  same 
plan  as  that  adopted  with  such  success 
is  F)raooe,  as  also  in  other  continental 
coQBtries  ? 

Mb*  ASQUITH  :  The  recommenda- 
tioos  of  the  Committee  have  been 
adopted,  including  the  recommendations 
u  to  the  DM>de  of  keeping  the  register. 


AMXEICAN  CATTLE  SHIPS  AND  THE 
ESSEX  FISHEBIES. 

Majob  RASCH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
PresUaBt  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  IS  aware  that  American  cattle  ships 
are  daily  in  the  habit  of  discharging 
manore  and  rubbish  east  of  Yantlet 
Creek  and  the  Crowe  Stone,  in  the 
eetaary  of  the  Thames,  on  the  Kent  and 
Essex  ishery  grounds;,  driving  off  the 
fish  and  destroying  the  nets ;  and  whether 
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he  can  assist  the  Fishery  Committees  in 
stopping  the  nuisance  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  No  information  has 
reached  me  as  to  the  existence  of  the 
practice  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  refers.  I  am  advised  that  the 
Committee  of  the  Kent  and  Essex  Sea 
Fisheries  District  have  ample  power 
under  their  bye-law  to  deal  with  any 
otfenee  of  this  nature. 

EXPENSES  OF  MEMBERS   OF  FISHERY 

COMMITTEES. 

Major  RASCH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that  cost  of  travelling  and 
loss  of  time  prevent  fishermen  from 
attending  the  meetings  of  Fishery  Com- 
mittees ;  and  whether  he  would  issue  a 
Circular  to  the  Committees*  empowering 
the  payment  of  the  out-of-pocket  expenses 
of  the  men  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  It  has  frequently  been 
suggested  that  the  expenses  incurred  by 
fishery  members  of  Local  Fisheries  Com- 
mittees in  attending  meetings  of  those 
bodies  should  be  repaid  to  them,  but  for 
this  purpose  legislation  would  be  required. 
I  have  no  power  to  authorise  the  Com- 
mittee to  pay  such  expenses  in  the 
manner  indicated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member. 

THE  PLAGUE  IN  HONO  KONG. 

Mr.  WEBSTER :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  state  as  to 
the  present  aspect  of  the  Plague  in  Hong 
Kong  ;  and  what  steps  have  been  taken 
by  the  authorities  in  that  Colony  to  safe- 
guard the  sanitary  condition  of  the  in- 
habitants ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) : 
We  have  not  received  any  further  tele- 
graphic communication  since  that  which 
a  few  days  ago  I  communicated  to  the 
Press,  but  we  are  expecting  to  hear  daily, 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  will  put  down 
his  question  for  Thursday  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  answer  him. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  :  Are  the  mails  from 
Hong  Kong  fumigated  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  That  question 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Postoiaster 
GeneraL 

Mr.  WEBSTER;  Then  IwiUaskthe 
Postmaster  General  ? 
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Mb.  A«  MORLEY  :  I  believe  the 
armDgemeut  is  made  by  the  Colooial 
Office. 

LKCABROW  PKTTT  SESSIONAL 
BENCH. 
Db.  COMMINS  (Cork  Co.,  8.E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretarj  to  the 
Lord  Lieateoant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  constitu- 
tion and  proceedings  of  the  Petty  Sessions 
at  Lecarrow,  in  the  Connty  Roscommon  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  that  Petty 
Sessions  district  the  number  of  Roman 
Catholic  families  is  nearly  600,  and  the 
number  of  Roman  Catholic  Magistrates 
only  one  ;  that  the  number  of  Protestant 
fainilies  is  11,  and  the  number  of  Pro- 
testant Magistrates  four  ;  and  that  the 
Resident  Magistrate  who  occasionally 
IH:eside8  theie  is  also  of  the  latter  persua- 
sion ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  the  Resident 
Magistrate,  on  the  I3th  instant,  when 
presiding  on  the  Bench,  without  provoca- 
tion, addressed  a  complainant  named 
Kelly  in  an  offensive  manner,  and  stig- 
matised him  as  a  nuisance,  although  he 
had  appeared  only  once  before  (about  two 
years  ago)  in  that  Court  during  12  years, 
and  that  on  that  occasion  also  the  Stipen- 
diary addressed  him  in  an  offensive  manner 
and  ordered  him  out  of  Court  because  he 
wore  a  beard  ;  whether  there  are  several 
Roman  Catholic  gentlemen  resident  in 
the  Division  who  are  possessed  of  all  the 
legal  and  other  qualifications  for  the 
3oQch  ;   and    whether  the  Government 

Eopose  to  appoint  any  of  them  as 
agistrates  in  pursuance  of  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  the  6th  of  May, 
1893? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  had 
not  previously  been  drawn  to  the  consti- 
tution and  proceedings  of  the  Lecarrow 
Petty  Sessions  Court.  There  is  no 
official  record  of  the  religious  population 
of  the  district,  but  I  believe  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  Resident  Magistrate  is  a  Pro- 
testant and  that  the  three  other  Justices 
who  attended  the  Petty  Sessions  during 
the  year  1893  are  also  of  the  same  persua- 
sion. With  regard  to  the  third  paragraph, 
it  appears  that  Kelly  is  a  man  of  very 
excitable  temperament,  and  that  on  the 
occasion  in  question  the  Bench  found  it 
necessary  to  caution  him  because  of  his 
conduct  in  Court*  But  the  Resident 
Magistrate  denies  having  addressed  Kelly 


in  an  offensive  manner,  or  that  be  ever 
ordered  him  out  of  Court  *^  because  he 
wore  a  beard."  The  Lord  Chanoellor 
informs  me  that  he  has  made  a  number 
of  appointments  to  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace  in  the  County  Roscommon, 
and  that  he  is  about  to  appoint  twa 
others. 

THE  CONVICT  KBL8ALL. 

Mb.  R  0  B  Y  (Lancashhre,  S.E., 
Eccles)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
John  Kelsall,  sentenced  to  penal  servitude 
in  May,  1892,  has  applied  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  administrator  of  a  sum  of  over 
£20,  with  a  view  to  its  being  applied  in 
aid  of  a  prosecution  of  the  principal 
witness  against  him  for  perjury  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  has  granted  the  applica- 
tion, or  would  be  disposed  to  grant  it  if  it 
should  be  made  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No  such  application 
has  been  received  at  the  Home  Office. 
In  the  event  of  any  such  application 
being  made,  it  vrill  be  duly  considered  oa 
its  merits. 

COMMANDEEBING  IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  it  is  correct,  as  stated  in  the 
telegrams  from  South  Africa,  that 
British  subjects  in  the  Transvaal  have 
within  the  last  few  days  been  forcibly 
commandeered  and  sent  in  prison  waggons 
to  fight  in  the  Boer  Army ;  and,  if  so^ 
what  action  Her  Majesty*s  Gkyvemmeni 
propose  to  take  ?  I  beg  also  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  can  inform  the 
House  as  to  the  reply  given  by  the 
Transvaal  Government  to  the  protest 
made  by  Her  Majesty*s  Government 
against  the  commaniieering  of  British 
subjects  for  military  service  in  the  Trans* 
vaal  ? 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  also  had 
on  the  Paper  a  question  as  follows  :  To 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  South  African 
Republic  has  lately  violated  Article  15 
of  the  Convention  concluded  on  the  27th 
of  February,  1884,  between  Her  Majeetj 
and  the  South  African  Republic  ;  whe- 
ther,  at  the  time  of  concluding  such  Con- 
vention, Her  Majesty  was  and  still  is 
Suzerain  of  the  Transvaal ;  whether 
under  that  Convention  British  subjects 
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Me  Ikble  to  milltwrj  eervioe  under  a* 
Foreign  Republic ;  and  whether  the  sub- 
iecu  of  other  Sovereigns  than  Her 
Majestj  we  by  Treatjr  excused  from  such 
•errioe  ? 

Me.  WEBSTER  had  given  the  fol- 
lowing notice  on  the  same  subject :  To 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if,  under  th^  Convention  of 
1884  with  the  South  African  Republic, 
Her  3iajeety's  Government  still  retained 
the  saaerain  power  in  the  Transvaal ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  whilst  negotia- 
tions are  pending  between  the  Govern- 
OMOl  and  the  Boers,  British  subjects 
resident  in  the  Transvaal  are  being 
forcibly  impressed  into  the  military  forces 
of  the  Boer  Republic,  and  sent  as 
priaooers  to  the  front ;  and  whether  nuch 
action  will  be  permitted  in  regard  to  the 
personal  liberty  of  tbe  subjects  of  tho 
tmerain  power  in  the  Transvaal  ? 

Uu.  S.  BUXTON:  I  informed 
the  House  yesterday  tbat  Sir  H.  Loch 
waa  now  at  Pretoria  aud  in  com- 
Mttication  with  President  Krilger  in 
regsrd  to  the  whole  subject  of  com- 
■andeoring.  He  hopes  to  be  able  to 
arrive  at  a  satisfactory  arrangement,  and 
mder  theee  otrcumstances  it  would  be 
clearly  inexpedient  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  make  any  statement  at 
ihe  present  moment,  and  therefore  I 
ewDeatly  appeal  to  the  hon.  Grentlemen 
•oi  to  press  these  questions. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I 
■■at    be   allowed   to   remind    the    hon. 

Gaitleman ["  Order,  order  I "]  I  may 

aak  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aware  that  great  anxiety  is  felt  throngh- 
o«t  tbe  country  in  reguxl  to  the  settle- 
■eol  of  this  qneetion  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON :  I  am  aware  of 
thai  fiact,  and  it  is  on  accoimt  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  matter  that  I  am  anxious 
that  DO  question  put  in  the  House  should 
eoaplicate  the  situation. 

Mr.  Webster  and  Mr.  Dabliko  both 
JBthnateil  that  they  would  postpone  the 
qMstioDa  in  their  respective  names. 

MIXERAL  RIGHTS  IN  WALES. 

Mb.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN  (Mer- 

thyr  Tydfil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 

GaoenU  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 

OMot  have  a  duplicate  or  copy  of  the 

original  grant  made  by  Edward  VI.  to 

Sir  WiUiam  Herbert  of   certain  manors 

and  — tatea  in    South   Wales,  and  par- 


ticularly copies  or  duplicates  of  all  sche 
dules    and .  particulars   appended   to    \. 
forming  portions  of  such  grant ;  whether 
the  minerals  and   quarries  were  speciH- 
cally  granted  with  the  land  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether    the    minerals    passed    to    thi 
grantee  by  the  grant ;  whether  Her  Ma 
jesty^s  Government   have   duplicates  or 
copies  of  all  grants  of  land  made  by  various 
Monarcbs  to  various  persons  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  all  such  grants  have  in  recent 
years  been    examined    with  a    view  of 
ascertaining    what    minerals    or     other 
rights  were  retained  by  or  reserved  to  the 
Crown  ;  and  whether  9  Geo.  III.,  c.  16, 
gives  a  title  either  to  land  or  minerals 
after  an   undisturbed  possession   of   60 
years  in  the  absence  of  any  other  evidence 
of  title  except  such  possession  ? 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBT,  Forfar)  :  I  answered  these 
questions  yesterday,  and,  in  the  opinion  of 
experts,  there  is  no  such  reservation. 

Mr.  PRITCH ARD  MORGAN  :  Has 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seen  an 
article  published  in  The  South  Wales 
Daily  News  giving  particulars  which 
show  tbat  mines  and  quarries  are  re- 
served to  the  King  ? 

*SiB  J.  RIGBT  :  I  have  not  seen  these 
particulars ;  but,  in  the  opinion  of  experts, 
there  is  no  reservation. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN: 
Having  regard  to  the  fact  that  this  is 
the  leading  Liberal  organ  in  the  Princi- 
pality, will  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man examine  the  article,  and  will  he  be 
good  enough  to  obtain  particulars  from 
tbe  Record  Office,  as  I  say  they  show 
distinctly  these  mines  are  reserved  ? 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Whatever  any  news- 
paper, Welsh  or  other,  may  say,  I  can 
only  repeat  that,  in  the  opinion  of  ex- 
perts,  there  is  no  such  reservation.  I 
will  see  if  the  particulars  can  be  obtained, 
ho  we  ver 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN  :  Are 
the  Government  in  possession  of  dupli- 
cates of  these  grants,  and,  if  not,  will 
they  try  to  6btain  them  ? 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  :  I  cannot  answer  the 
first  part  of  the  question,  because  I  do 
not  know.  I  have  ahready  answered  the 
second  part. 

THE  COLONIES  AND  THB  ESTATE  DUTY. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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whether  he  has  come  to  aoj  agreement 
with  the  representatives  of  the  Govern- 
ments of  our  Colonies  as  to  the  Estate 
Duty;  and  whether  he  can  now  state 
what  that  agreement  is  ? 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Hakcoubt, 
Derby) :  I  cannot  state  that  I  have 
arrived  at  any  agreement  with  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Colonies,  but  I  have 
made  to  them  proposals,  the  e£fect  of 
which  I  have  stated  to  the  House,  which 
I  hope  will  have  the  effect  of  substan- 
tially removing  their  practical  objections. 
I  will  put  down  the  clause  which  we 
shall  propose  at  once. 

FORBIGN-MADB  PAPER  m  OOVEBN- 
MENT  OFFICES. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  is  aware  that,  under  date  26th  April, 
1894,  tenders  were  invited  by  the 
Stationery  Office  for  the  supply  this 
year  of  nearly  60,000  reams  of  paper, 
weighing  from  6  lbs.  to  400  lbs.  per  ream, 
and,  although  the  Fair  Contracts  Resolu- 
tion was  printed  on  the  face  of  the  speci- 
fication, with  a  note  that  all  entrusted 
with  contracts  were  expected  to  conform 
to  its  spirit  and  intention,  no  condition 
of  British  or  Irish  manufacture  was 
added,  and  that  in  fact  some  70  tons 
were  placed  with  Gr^rman  agents  of 
German  paper  makers  ;  and  if,  in  order 
to  make  the  Resolution  of  the  House  a 
reality,  stringent  orders  will  be  issued 
from  the  Treasury  to  every  Grovemment 
Department  that  Government  contracts 
are  to  require  that  all  goods  capable  of 
being  made  by  the  labour  of  the  United 
Kingdom  shall  be  so  made,  and  that  in 
every  case  the  name,  number,  and  exact 
address  of  the  place  of  proposed  manu- 
facture shall  be  stated  on  everv  tender  ? 

•Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No  orders  for 
paper  are  given  by  the  Stationery 
Office  except  to  firms  located  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  the  nationality  of  the  individuals  com- 
posing those  firms,  nor  would  an  investi- 
gation into  that  matter  serve  any  object, 
as  it  is  well  known  that  many  English 
firms  import  paper  made  abroad.  I  have 
no  power  to  limit  purchases  to  articles 
made  in  the  United  Kingdom  in  the 
absence  of  a  direction  to  that  effect  from 
Parliament,  ' 

Sir  G.  Baden-Powell 
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Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
asked  what  was  the  use  of  the  specifica- 
tion ? 

•Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  There  is  a 
very  great  use,  as  a  great  proportion — 
some  three-fourths — of  the  paper  supplied 
is  made  in  England. 

CoLOWKL  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
70  tons  of  the  paper  was  made  in  Ger- 
many ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  not  able 
to  say. 

RAILWAY  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  BOARD 

OF  TRADE. 

,  Mh.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
In  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Roscommon,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  how 
many  officials  are  in  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  by  what 
system  are  they  appointed  ;  how  many 
of  these  officials  are  Irishmen  ;  and  will 
he  take  advantage  of  the  new  appoint- 
ments of  Sub-Inspectors  of  Railways  to 
give  Irishmen  a  representation  in  the  De- 
partment ? 

Ma.  BRYCE:  The  officers  and 
clerks  attached  to  the  Railway  Depart- 
menty  some  19  in  number,  are  on  the 
establishment  of  the  Civil  Service.  I  have 
no  knowledge  whatever  of  their  nation- 
ality ;  but  if  I  may  judge  from  the  aptitude 
which  Irishmen  show  for  getting  on  in 
England,  and  from  the  abilities  of  theee 
particular  gentlemen,  I  should  conclude 
that  a  large  proportion  must  be  Irish. 
There  are  several  hundred  applicants  for 
the  post  of  Sub-Inspector  of  Railways, 
some  of  whom  are  Irishmen.  In  the 
ultimate  selection  from  this  very  large 
number  it  will  be  my  duty  to  have 
regard  to  the  fitness  of  the  candidates 
for  the  post  rather  than  to  the  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom  to  which  they  may 
respectively  belong. 

THE  CONGO  AGREEMENT. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Binning, 
ham,  W.) :  Ibeg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary^ 
of  State  for  Foreign  A&irs  whether  any 
arrangement  has  been  come  to  with  the 
Governments  of  Germany  and  of  France 
in  regard  to  their  respective  objections 
to  the  Congo  Agreement;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  state  the  terms  of  such 
arrangement ;  and  whether   Papers   on 
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tb«   rabjeot  wiJl    be   immedimtelj  pre* 
tented  ? 

8iB  £.  GREY :  A  declaraUon  bae 
been  signed  at  Brostels  withdrmwiDg 
ArtteJe  III,  of  the  AgreemeDt.  Com- 
monieetioiis  oo  this  subject  are  passing 
between  Her  MajestjV  GrOTernmeDt  and 
UmU  of  Germany^  and  as  soon  as  tbej 
lie  eonpiete  Papers  will  be  presented  at 
ooee.  No  arrangement  has  jet  been 
eotoe  to  with  France. 

NKW  WBIT  188UEa 

For  Sheffield  (Attercliffe  DiTision),  v. 
The  Hon.  Bernard  J.  £.  Coleridge, 
Chiltem  Hcodreds. 

MO  TI  ON. 


ASSASSIN ATIOK    OF    THE    PBB8IDBNT 
OF  THB  FBBNCH  BEPUBUC. 

VOTIOK    FOB   AK   ADDBB8S. 

Sim  W.  HARCOURT  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  BOTing  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
pnjing  Her  Majestj  to  convej  to  the 
Govemnent  and  people  of  France  the 
Mttimeots  61  horror  and  indignation  with 
vUeh  this  House  regards  the  fearful 
erins  which  has  been  perpetrated  upon 
tW  person  of  the  Ruler  of  a  great  and 
iMdIj  nation,  I  know  that  I  am  ex- 
pnnng  the  uniTcrsal  sentiment  of  this 
House  and  of  this  people.  It  has  been 
vili  said,  8h-,  that  of  all  British  interests 
tfe  greatest  interest  is  that  of  peace,  and 
tW  tftt  oondition  of  peace  is  the  main- 
^wspciti  of  the  most  cordial  relations  and 
tkr  most  friendly  feeling  of  goodwill 
between  this  country  and  France.  Since 
tke  close  of  the  great  war  at  the  com* 
■soeement  of  this  century,  nearly  80 
jean  ago,  we  haTc  been  always  the 
friflnda  aod  sometimes  the  allies  of 
Fmace.  That  those  relations  of  close 
■ttty  may  be  for  ever  preserved  is  the 
fatcBost  desire  of  every  statesman  and 
of  erery  patriotic  Englishman.  It  is 
>siiral  therefore.  Sir,  that  we  should 
Approach  the  people  of  France  on  this 
terrible  event  with  a  heartfelt  expression 
of  our  deepest  detestation  of  the  crime 
end  oar  sympathy  with  that  nation.  Sir, 
I  think  that  is  the  case,  in  public  as  in 
private  life,  that  the  presence  of  a  great 
oisaster  obliterates  all  thoughts  of  more 
trivial  events  and  sweeps  away  all  minor 
iftcidents  which  may  have  ruffled  the 
nrfaee    of    things.      A    great  sorrow 


brings  together  the  society  of  nations 
as  it  does  the  society  of  men.  On  occa- 
sions like  this  we  have  but  one 
thought,  and  that  is  a  desire  to 
evince  our  feelings  of  sorrowful 
goodwill  towards  our  great  and  friendly 
neighbour.  We  have  witnessed  with 
admiration  and  respect  the  fortitude,  the 
resource, and  the  perseverance  with  which 
that  brave  and  ingenious  and  indomitable 
people  have  repaired  the  consequences 
of  an  immense  misfortune  and  vindicated 
for  France  the  place  it  has  always  held 
among  the  first  nations  of  the  world. 
The  Republic  of  France  has  now  out- 
lasted each  of  the  systems  of  Government 
which  have  ruled  in  that  country  eince 
the  great  convulsion  at  the  end  of  the 
last  century.  It  has  shown  by  its 
stability  the  hold  which  it  possesses  on 
the  confidence  of  its  people.  It  has  by 
its  energy  and  resource  restored  its  own 
aflTairs,  and  in  its  relation  with  other 
States  it  has  maintained  the  dignity  of  a 
great  people  and  preserved  the  priceless 
blessings  of  peace.  Amongst  those  who 
have  contributed  to  the  great  and  noble 
work  there  is  no  one  who  has  played  a 
more  illustrous  part  than  the  President 
who  has  just  fallen  by  the  baud  of  the 
assassin.  No  worthier  representative  of 
the  great  Republic,  whether  at  home  or 
abroad,  could  have  been  desired  than  was 
found  in  the  person  of  M.  Camot.  He 
has  added  fame  to  a  famous  name 
amongst  the  most  notable  in  the  annals 
of  France.  He  leaves  behind  him  tlie  im- 
perishable record  of  an  exalted  station  and 
groat  duties  bravely  fulfilled.  His  private 
virtues  illustrated  his  public  worth.  His 
dignity,  his  moderation,  and  his  wisdom 
were  made  known  to  all  men.  He 
brought  good  to  France,  and  in  bringing 
good  to  France  he  brought  good 
to  the  world.  In  moving  that  this 
House  should  express  its  abhorrence 
of  the  crime  which  has  caused  his  death 
and  its  sorrow  for  the  heavy  loss  which 
France  has  sustained,  we  have  thotight 
we  could  find  no  better  form  of  words 
than  those  in  which  this  House  conveyed 
its  sympathy  to  the  great  and  kindred 
Republic  of  the  United  States  on  the 
occasion  of  the  murder  of  President  Lin- 
coln.    I  beg  leave  to  move— 

**  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  convey  to  Her  Majestj  the  ex- 
proffiion  of  the  deep  sorrow  and  indif^natioa 
with  which  this  House  has  learned  the  assassina- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  French  Bepublic, 
and  to  praj  Her  Majesty  that.  In  communicating 
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Her  own  sentimenta  on  this  deplorable  erent 
te  the  French  OoTemment,  &r  Bfajesty  will 
also  be  (i^racioagly  pleased  to  express  on  i^e  part 
of  this  House  their  abhorrence  of  the  crime  and 
their  sympathy  with  the  Government  and  the 
People  of  Prance." 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchesterj 
E.)  :  I  might  well  leave  this  Resolutiou 
where  it  has  been  left  by  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  were  it  not  perhaps  desirable 
that  I  should  add  one  word  in  order  to 
emphasise  the  absolute  nuaoimity  with 
which  this  message  of  sympathy  is  seat  bj 
the  British  nation  to  the  French  nation. 
We  have  surrounded  this  message  with 
all  the  formalities  customary  on  such  an 
occasion,  but  I  hope,  and  I  believe  that 
those  to  whom  it  is  sent  will  feel,  that 
there  lies  behind  it  something  more  than 
a  mere  formal  expression  of  our  grief, 
and  that  we  are  speaking  from  the  depths 
of  our  hearts.  It  is  a  national  expression 
of  a  great  national  feeling.  Sir,  it  is 
more  than  that.  It  is  not  merely  the 
expression  of  the  instinctive  horror  with 
which  we  have  received  the  newsof  agreat 
crime,  nor  the  natural  sympathy  with 
which  we  have  seen  this  great  tragedy, 
nor  our  feelings  for  the  loss  of  a  great 
and  patriotic  citizen  thus  sustained  by 
our  near  neighbours  and  friends.  Sir,  it 
is  all  this  ;  but  it  is  something  more  than 
this.  It  is  the  recognition  of  the  com- 
munity of  interests  and  the  brotherhood 
between  the  nations  of  the  world,  too 
often  obscured  by  petty  controversies  and 
small  causes ;  it  is  a  proof  that  their 
sorrows  are  our  sorrows  ;  that  their  loss 
is  our  loss,  and  that  this  cruel  and 
cowardly  and  this  useless  crime  is  not 
considered  by  us  merely  as  an  attack 
upon  one  particular  member,  however 
distinguished,  of  an  alien  Government, 
but  it  is  a  blow  aimed  at  the  interests  of 
which  all  the  nations  of  the  world  feel 
themselves  to  be  the  guardians  in  com- 
mon. That  the  message  sent  with  these 
feelings  may  be  so  understood  by  the 
French  nation  is  my  fervent  hope  and 
prayer  ;  and  in  that  spirit,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  beg  to  second  the  Resolution. 

Motion  made,  ami  Question  proposed, 

"That  an  hnmble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  oonvey  to  Her  Majesty  the  ex- 
pression of  the  deep  sorrow  and  indignation 
with  which  this  House  has  learned  the  ansassina- 
t'on  of  the  President  of  the  French  Republic, 
and  to  pray  Her  Majeaty  that,  in  communi- 
cating Her  own  8en*iment«  on  this  deolorable 
event  to  the  French  Government,  Her  Majesty 
will  also  be  graciously  pleased  to  express  on  the 
part  of  this  House  their  abhorrence  of  the  crime 

Sir  W.  Harcouri 


and  their  ^rmpathy  with  the  Govenuiieat  and 
People  of  France." 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MKJARTHY  (Long- 
ford,  N«)  :  I  should  not,  Mr.  Speaker^ 
hav«  added  to  the  eloqaent  wdrds  which 
have  been  spoken  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  terrible  calamity 
which  baa  befallen  France  but  for  ooe 
circumstance.  Our  feelings  are  all  the 
same  as  to  our  regret  at  the  loss  of  that 
great  man — great  by  his  very  goodness — 
our  horror  at  the  crime  and  our  sympathy 
with  the  nation  deprived  uf  his  guidance 
and  his  inspiration*  On  these  points  we 
are  all  at  one.  There  is  only  one  common 
feeling  amongst  all  parties  in  this  House. 
But  I  do  feel  that  the  Irish  National 
Party  occupy  a  somewhat  peculiar  posi- 
tion, and  that  we  are  specially  entitled 
and  even  called  upon  to  speak  words  of 
sympathy  with  France.  Everyone 
knows  that  the  Irish  people  have  been 
fonnd  for  generations  and  centuries  in 
sympathy  with  the  people  of  France. 
We  are  proud  to  have  contributed  to  the 
service  of  France  some  of  the  best  and 
truest  soldiers  and  statesmen  France  has 
ever  had.  One  of  the  later  predecessors 
of  the  lamented  M.  Carnot  was  an  Irish- 
man by  descent  and  by  feeling.  There- 
fore, I  think  it  would  be  in  some  degree 
peculiar  if  on  this  occasion  the  Irish 
Party  were  not  represented.  It  is  uo- 
necessary  for  me  to  say  more  to  show  how 
sincerely  we  associate  ourselves  in  this 
public,  this  national,  this  international  ex* 
pression  of  sympathy  and  sorrow. 

Resolved^  Nemine  Contrad'mente,  That  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  convey  to  Her  Majesty  the  expression  of  the 
deep  sorrow  and  indignation  with  which  this 
House  has  learned  the  assassination  of  the 
President  of  the  French  Republic,  and  to  pray 
Her  Majesty  that,  in  communicating  Her  own 
sentiments  on  this  deplorable  event  to  the 
French  Government,  Her  Majesty  will  also  be 
graciously  pleased  to  express  on  the  part  of  thia 
House  their  abhorrence  of  the  crime  and  their 
sympathy  with  the  Government  and  People  of 
France.— (77*f  ChanrrUorofthe  Exchequer.^ 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


FINANCE  BILL.- (No.  190.) 
COMMITTEE.      TProgrcsi,  25th  JuneJ] 
[nineteenth  night.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  IH. 

Mr.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Waltharostow) 
moved,  in  page  12,  line  36,  to  leave  out 
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from  *^  if;**  to  the  end  of  8iib<*seotion  (a), 
end  to  insert 

•"he  it  ahiolatelj  entftled  thereto  either  in 
piMMMiou,  or  czpeotency,  or  kann^  a  general 
fnmtr  to  appoint  property  by  will,  if  and  so  far 
at  be  haa  ezerdaea  such  power,  or  if,  being  real 
eitate,  he  la  entitled  thereto  from  an  estate  tail 
ia  pQan*non  or  to  a  base  fee  continuing  after 
Utdeath*** 

He  faid  there  bad  been  a  slight  'discus-* 
•ioQ  in  reference  to  this  matter  in  Claose 
2,  hot  it  was  then  snggeeted  that  he 
ihoold  postpone  further  debate  upon  it 
eetH  the  present  Interpretation  Clause 
wu  reachcNl.  CUuse  2  of  the  Bill  pur- 
ported to  show  what  property  was  tax- 
able, and  the  first  part  of  the  definition 
it  the  present  clause  provided  that  pro- 
p«ty  of  which  the  decreased  was  at  the 
cine  of  his  death  perfectly  competent  to 
dtffpoffe  shonld  be  taxable.  More  was 
iaehided  in  the  words  '^  competent  to 
4i»poae  **  than  would  appear  to  an 
ordinary  reader  from  the  words  them- 
aeiTss.  The  Interpretation  Clause  pro- 
vided that  if  a  man  had  such  an  estate  or 
meh  power  as  woiiki  enable  him,  if  he 
w«re  iui  juris  to  di!»po»e  of  the  property, 
iadtiding  a  tenant  in  tail,  whether  iu 
pMfes«ton  or  not,  he  shotild  be  deemed 
eonpetent  to  dispose  of  the  property. 
The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  to 
preride  that  a  man  should  not  be  deemed 
cenpeient  to  dispose  of  the  property 
■tieM  he  was  absolutely  entitled  to  it 
tHber  in  possession  or  iu  expectancy. 
He  had  need  as  large  words  as  he  could 
to  express  the  ordinary  sense  of  what 
a  man  was  competent  to  dispose  of. 
He  aUo  proposed  to  include  all  property 
OTer  which  a  roau  had  general  {M>wer  to 
appoint,  if  he  had  exercised  that  power 
tad  not  otherwise.  Of  course,  to  an 
ordinanr  lav  miud  it  would  seem  a  rather 
extraragant  thing  to  make  taxable  pro- 
perty ojf  which  a  man  was  merely  com- 
petent to  dispose.  He  submitted  that  it 
WW  not  reasonable  to  regard  as  part  of 
a  Ban*s  taxable  property  that  which  he 
Ind  not  attempted  to  deal  with  iu  any 
VAj.  His  Amendment  further  provided 
t^  a  man  should  be  deemed  competent 
to  dispose  of  property  if  being  real  estate 
he  was  entitled  to  an  estate  tail  in 
poaaesaion,  or  to  a  base  fee  continuing 
after  his  death.  He  thought  it  was  not 
leaaonable  if  a  man  was  entitled  only  to 
a  base  fee  which  did  not  continue  after 
his  death,  and  the  property  on  his  death 
weot  to  an  entire  stranger,  that  such 
propert/  should  be  dealt  with  as  if  he 


were  competeut  to  dispose  of  it.  His 
Amendment  would  omit  from  the  clause 
the  provision  that  a  man  should  be  con- 
sidered to  be  competent  to  dispose  of 
property,  although  he  was  not  sui  juriSf 
if  he  would  have  been  competent  to  dis- 
pose of  it  in  the  event  of  his  having  been 
of  full  age.  He  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
Solicitor  General  had  placed  upon  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  which  would 
exclude  fiduciary  powers  from  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
36,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  if  "  to 
the  end  of  Hub-sectiou  (a),  and  to  insert 
the  words 

**  he  is  abaohitely  entitled  thereto  either  in 
possession,  or  expectancy,  or  havinj^  a  general 
power  to  ap|>oint  projHjrty  by  will,  if  and  so 
far  as  he  has  excrciseti  such  power,  or  if,  being 
real  estate,  he  in  entitled  thereto  for  an  estate 
tail  in  possession  or  to  a  base  fee  continuing 
after  his  death.*'— (.l/r.  Bifrne,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  he  left  out,  as  far  as  the  word 
*  whether,'  in  line  39,  standi  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  Rio  BY,  Foifar),  who  was  indistinctly 
heard,  was  understood  to  eay  that  the 
Amendment  went  a  very  long  way  indeed, 
and  struck  deep  into  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  The  Government  had  adopted  the 
words  "  competent  to  dispose  '*  as  point- 
ing ^0  a  matter  which  everyone  could 
understand,  and  which  was  different  from 
ownership.  The  first  and  most  important 
subject  of  the  Amendment  was  that  of 
power  of  appointment.  He  really  thought 
that  an  Amendment  of  such  breadth  and 
extent  ought  to  have  lioen  brought 
forward  on  the  second  clause. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  the  Solicitor 
General  had  suggeKted  to  him  when  they 
were  discussing  the  second  clause  that  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  deal  with 
the  Amendment  upon  the  Interpretation 
Clause,  and  he  had  therefore  postponed  it 
until  now.  He  believed  the  Attorney 
General  was  not  present  when  the  second 
clause  was  discussed. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  right,  he  believed,  in 
supposing  that  he  was  not  present.  After 
all,  however,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
being  a  lawyer,  must  have  known  what 
"competent  to  dispose  of  **  meant^  and  he 
did  not  think  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  free  from  blame  in  allowing  words 
of  that  sort  to  pass  on  a  sort  of  under-  • 
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8tittidiD|^  that  at  a  later  period  this 
Amendment  would  be  moved.  The 
Government  bad  put  the  words  objected 
to  in  the  Bill  because  difficulties  had 
been  raised  in  the  matter,  and  not  that 
thej  really  made  any  difference.  The 
Government  had  been  so  often  challenged 
to  make  their  meaning  clear  that  be 
thought  thej  ought  to  be  excused  for 
endeavouring  to  do  it  in  this  case  whether 
the  words  thej  had  put  in  the  Bill  were 
absolutely  necessary  or  not.  The  Go- 
vernment could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  CARSON   (Dublin   University) 
said,   he   hoped   that   this  Amendment, 
which  seemed  one  of  the  most  important 
on   the  Paper,   would   be  discussed  at 
greater  length.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who    moved    the  Amendment 
contended  that  they  ought  not  to  count 
as   the  property  of  the  deceased   that 
which  he  had  in  no  sense  received  benefit 
from.      His    hon.  and    learned    Friend 
would  shut  out  property  over  which  the 
deceased   had   had   a  general   power  of 
appointment,  except  so  far  as   he  had 
exercised  it.     If  he  had  exercised  it  the 
property  became  his  property,  and  it  was 
right  that  it  should  be  taxed  ;  but  it  did 
seem   extraordinary  that  they  were  to 
count  as  a  lAan's  property  that  which  had 
never  been  his  property,  which  he  was 
given  an  election  to  make  his  property 
if  he  wished,  but  which,  if  he  did  not 
make  that  election,  would  go  to  a  person 
who  might  be,  and  often  was.  a  stranger 
to  him.     Supposing  a  man  had  a  general 
power  of  appointment,  and  that  during 
his  life    he   released  that  power,  would 
the  property  be  looked  upon  as  his,  and 
be  taxable  at  his  death  ?     So  far  as  he 
(Mr.     Carson)     could     see     from     the 
wording   of   the   Bill,   the   man    would 
be    no    longer    competent    to    dispose 
of  the  property,  having  released  the  power 
of  appointment,  which  was  the  only  way 
he  had  of  making  the  election  to  take  the 
property.     If  in  that  way  he  could  avoid 
having  the  property  taxed  as  his  property, 
and  brought  into  aggregation,  what  was 
the  difference  in  relation  to  this  property 
between  that  and  allowing  it  to  go  over 
in  exactly  the  same  way  as   if  he  had 
never  exercised  the  release  at  all  ?     It 
was  reducing  taxation  to  an  absurdity  to 
say  that  because  a  man  did  nothing  they 
were  to  tax  him  as  if  the  property  were 
his,  whereas,  if  he  executed  a  deed  de- 
claring that  he   would   do  nothing,  the 

Sir  J.  Uigh^ 


property  was  not  bis,  and  sboald  not  be 
taxed  ?     He  submitted  that  the  Govern* 
ment  ought  in  all  fairness  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  his    hon.    and    learned 
Friend,    and    should    not    leave    theee 
matters  dependent  on  the  absurdities  of 
conveyancing,    which    eventually    must 
give  rise  to  a  vast  amount  of  litigation. 
The  next  point  of  the  Amendment  was 
this  :  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  think  that 
an  estate  tail  in  remainder  for  which  the 
testator  had  never  received  benefit,  and 
which  by  reason  of  its  never  having  come 
into  pofsessiou  went  over  to  a  perfect 
stranger  to  the  family,  and  therefore  had 
never  brought    a    shilling  of    interest^ 
either  to  the  deceased  or  any  member  of 
his  family,  should  be  taxed.    To  say  that 
they  were  to  tax  the  estate  tail  in  re- 
mainder as  a  portion  of  the  estate   of 
the  deceased,  or  to  aggregate  it  with  his 
property  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
duty  on  that,  was  an  absurdity  in  taxation. 
A  base  fee,  when  it  became  a  base  fee  in 
possession,  was  a  valuable  property,  but 
by  the  form  of  the  Amendment  it  was 
conceded  that  such  a  base  fee  ought  to 
be  taxed  and  aggregated  for  taxation. 
But  if  a  base  fee  never  came  into  posses- 
sion at  all,  and  therefore  had  not  been  a 
property  in  the  ordinary   sense    of    the 
word  which  was  of  any  use  to  a  man  or 
his  family,  how  ought  that  to  be  taxed^ 
or    why     should     it    be    taxed  ?       He 
thought    they    ought  to    consider  whe- 
ther they  ought  not  to  accept  the  Amend* 
ment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  241  ; 
Noes  193.— (Division  List,  No.  180.) 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  moved,  in  page 
12,  line  39,  to  leave  out  ^*  whether,*^  and 
page  12,  line  39,  to  leave  out  '^  or  not.** 
The  Attorney  General  had  said,  with  re- 
gard to  a  base  fee,  that  it  might  last  for 
all  practical  purposes  as  long  as  an  ordi- 
nary fee  simple.  Of  course,  that  was 
so,  but  it  might  also  last  a  very  shorty 
time,  and  it  was  therefore  an  interest  of 
a  very  uncertain  character.  He  sug- 
gested that  white  it  might  be  an  interest 
which  might  have  to  be  taken  into 
account  for  the  purpose  of  paying  duty, 
it  was  not  such  an  interest  as  should  be 
treated  as  property  under  the  control  of 
the  person  on  whose  death  the  duty  be- 
came payable,  property  within  his  dispo- 
sition, so  as  to  be  aggregated  as  to  ita 
value  with  the  rest  of  the  estate. 
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AmeodmeDt  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
S9,  to  leftveottt  the  word  **  whether/*  and 
pige  12«  line  39,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"or  Doi.**— (.Vr.  T.  H.  Bdion.) 


Question  proposed,  ^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Osiise.'* 

*8ni  J.  RIGBY  was  anderstood  to  say 
that  if  a  tax  were  ioTolved  upon  the 
euate,  then  in  all  probability  the  Estate 
Datj,  irreapectiTe  of  it,  woald  be  payable 
slmost  bnmediately,  and  therefore  the 
iilief  would  be  inconsiderable  in  the  ease 
d  a  bate  fee  from  any  point  of  view.  He 
Wped  the   Amendment  would   not    be 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mk.  R.  T.  REID  moved,  in  page  12, 
fins  43,  al  end,  to  insert— 

*  bot  exdntive  of  any  power  exerdteable  in  a 
Undmrf  cipadty  under  a  di«po«ition  not  made 
by  Uaaelt  or  ezereiaablo  as  tenant  for  life 
*Tbe  Setaed  Land  Act,  1882/   or  as 


Hs  said  the  Amendment  was  in  com- 
piiute  with  a  promise  he  had  previously 
fifes,  or  an  understanding  which  had 
W  airived  at. 


Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
isMTted,^  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ckuse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Claose  19. 

•Tm    lord     advocate     (Mr. 

J.  B.  BALront,  CUckmannan,  Ac),  on 

Ualf  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  moved,  in 

p^e  13,  line  29,   to    leave   ont  from 

*sf  a**  to  end  of  line,  and  insert  "gross 
Vibe  not  exceeding  five  hundred  pounds." 
Be  said  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
*ai  to  bring  the  Scotch  provisions  into 
he  with  those  settled  in  regard  to  the 
EsgUsh  provisions,  the  necessity  for  that 
■riMog  from  the  fact  that  the  Customs 
sad  InUnd  Revenue  Act  had  separate 
applicable  to  the  two  countries 
33  and  the  other  34. 


Amendment  proposed,  lit  page  13,  line 
29,  to  leave  ont  from  **  of  a  *'  to  end  of 
line,  and  insert  the  words  '*  gross  valne 
not  exceeding  five  hundred  pounds.** — 
{The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Qnastton  proposed,  *^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
CUase.** 


•Sib  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andre w*8  Universities)  said,  he 
desired  to  put  a  question  which  was 
raised  bv  the  Amendment.  He  was 
very  glad  indeed  that  the  Government 
ha<l  seen  their  wav  to  reduce  the  maxi- 
mum estate  from  £1,000  to  £500  ;  but  he 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  figure  of  £500  was  in  advance 
by  £200  of  the  maximum  obtaining  at 
present,  which,  he  thought,  was  £300. 
He  obtained  an  answer  a  few  days  ago 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  a 
question  he  put  on  behalf  of  a  very  de- 
serving class  of  officials  in  Scotland — 
namely,  the  Commissary  clerks,  who 
answered  to  the  Registrars  in  England. 
Some  Commissary  clerks  were  still  paid 
by  fees  and  not  by  salary,  and,  he  asked, 
if  it  should  turn  out  that  those  fees 
were  materially  reduced  under  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Act,  whether  it  would 
be  competent  for  the  Treasury  to 
consider  questions  of  compensation  ? 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  assured 
him  that  if  a  good  case  were  made  out 
the  Treasury  would  give  compensation. 
He  would  remind  the  Government  that  in 
a  similar  case  which  happened  about  12 
years  ago  it  was  found  necessary  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury  to  obtain  the 
necessary  legislative  powers  to  grant  that 
compensation,  and  what  he  wanted  to 
know  was  whether  the  Government  did 
not  intend  to  put  down  a  new  clause  in 
the  present  Bill  empowering  the  Trea- 
sury, in  case  an  occasion  was  made 
out  for  that  compensation,  to  grant  it 
according  to  the  usual  scale  ?  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  give  a  favourable  answer ;  otherwise, 
if  claims  for  compensation  were  made 
out,  there  would  require  to  be  fresh  legis- 
lation next  Session,  which  would,  of 
course,  always  create  more  difficulty.  He 
would  suggest  that  a  short  clause  on  the 
lines  of  Section  12  of  the  Revenue  Act 
of  1882  could  be  added  to  this  Bill  with 
great  propriety.  He  looked  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  fulfil  what  was  practically  a 
pledge  given  to  him  by  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  and  he  was  sure  such  a 
clause  as  he  had  suggested  would  pass 
without  any  opposition. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  Whatever 
pledge  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  has  given  I  am  sure 
lie  will  loyally  fulfil.  I  was  not  present 
when  he  answered  the  question,  but  I 
will  confer  with  him  on  the  matter,  and 
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we  shall  see  whether  statutory  powers 
are  necessary  to  enable  him  to  give  effect 
to  what  he  promised. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Will  that  be 
at  the  end  of  the  Committee  stage  or  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Report  stage  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  am  sorry 
that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer 
that  question.  I  did  not  know  that  this 
point  was  to  be  raised,  otherwise  I  should 
have  conferred  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasurv  in  regard 
to  if. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  he  did  not 
mean  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
gave  any  pledge  that  he  would  introduce 
legislation  within  the  lines  of  this  Bill ;  but 
if  it  turned  out  that  such  legislation  was 
necessary  to  enable  the  Treasury  to  give 
compensation,  he  had  no  doubt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see  his  way  to 
take  those  powers  in  the  present  Bill 
while  it  was  before  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 3,  line 
.32,  after  the  word  "  security,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  or  other  debt,  payment,  or 
prestation  secured  upon  heritage." — {Mr, 
Graham  Murray.) 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  suggested  the 
omission  of  the  word  "  prestation,"  and 
the  Government  would  then  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  assented. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  moved, 
in  page  14,  line  1,  to  leave  out  from 
"settled  property,"  to  end  of  line  2,  and 
insert — 

'*  Shall  mean  property,  whether  heritable  or 
movable,  the  title  to  which  is  by  auy  fiisposi- 
tion,  will,  tleetl  of  entail,  settlement,  or  other 
deed  giren  to  any  persfons  in  succession,  whether 
by  way  of  life  rent,  or  life  rent*  and  fee,  or  hy 
way  of  substitution.*' 

This  Amendment,  he  said,  raised  a  very 
important  question,  and  as  what  he  con- 
ceiTed  to  be  a  national  gricTance  would 
be  constituted  if  the  Bill  were  allowed  to 
stand  as  it  was,  he  hoped  that  he  should 
have  the  support  of  all  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers. The  point  with  which  it  dealt  was 
one  which  was  really  capable  of  being  I 
made  intelligible,  even  to  the  dry  light  | 
of  the  unprofessional  intellect,   because ' 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 


although,  no  doubt,  it  was  wrapped  np 
to  a  certain  extent  in  technical  phraseology, 
it  had  entirely  to  do  with  the  exemption 
which  was  given  by  the  Bill  under  the 
clause  which  dealt  with  the  payment  of 
1  per  cent,  for  settlements.  The  scheme 
of  the  Bill  which  was  embodied  in 
Clause  4  was  that  where  they  paid  an 
additional  I  per  cent*  duty,  besides  the 
Estate  Duty  for  a  settlement,  that  settle* 
meat  during  the  course  of  the  settlement 
should  be  enfranchised  and  should  not 
havo  to  pay  the  full  Estate  D«ty  again 
until  the  property  passed  to  somebody 
who  was  really  competent  to  dispose  of 
it.  That  had  been,  with  one  slight  ex- 
ception, successfully  carried  out  as  re- 
garded the  English  portion  of  the  Bill, 
and  all  he  wanted  wa&  fair  and  equal 
treatment  to  Scotland  in  this  matter. 
There  was  always  a  certain  disadvan- 
tage from  the  Scotch  point  of  view  in 
proceeding  in  a  Bill  like  this,  making 
substantive  propositions  couched  io 
English  law  phraseology  and  then  pro- 
ceeding afterwards  by  means  of  one 
Clause  and  applying  them  to  Scotland 
because  very  often  they  found  the  form 
had  a  very  awkward  effect  on  tlie  sub- 
stance. So  far  as  the  form  was  con- 
cerned, the  two  systems  of  land  rights 
in  the  two  countries  were  completely 
different.  In  1848  the  Scotch  law  was 
assimilated  to  that  in  England,  and 
whilst  in  Scotland  they  could  do  ex- 
actly what  they  could  in  England  and 
no  more,  at  the  same  time  the  forms 
of  conveyancing  were  perfectly  different. 
He  proceeded  to  the  application  of  it 
in  the  Bill.  This  privilege  he  had 
spoken  of  in  the  4th  clause  was  given 
in  the  case  of  settled  property,  and 
when  they  came  to  the  Definition 
Clause  they  had  disposed  of,  having 
to  do  with  England,  they  found  that 
S'^ttled  property  meant  property  com- 
prised in  the  settlement,  and  they  found 
that  the  expression  '*  settlement  *'  meant 
any  instrument  whether  relating  to  real 
or  personal  property  which  was  a 
settlement  within  the  meaning  of  Sec- 
tion 2  of  the  Settled  Land  Act 
of  1882.  In  other  words,  they 
had  given  a  statutory  definition 
couched  in  English  phraseology,  in  an 
English  Act,  which  had  no  applicatioo 
to  Scotland,  and  which,  if  they  took  it  as 
it  ran,  could  have  no  application  to  Soot- 
land,  because  abounding  in  phraseology 
which  was  entirely  foreign  to  Scotch  oon- 
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veftoeing  And  Scotch  legal  notions  ;  and    of  these  successions.     He  said  that  was 


Mcordiogly  thejr  approached  this  sabject 
with  the  fact  that  settled  property  had 
BO  techoicai  meaning  in  Scotland.  If 
thejr  did  not  look  at  it  in  a  technical  waj, 
but  according  to  the  ordinary  English 
Itoguage,  it  was  difficult  to  know  what 
lettJed  property  meant.  As,  however, 
tiiey  were  professing  to  use  technical 
lAogaage  in  the  definition,  it  made  it  first 
o(  all  neoessary  to  give  a  definition.  The 
(faaftanan  of  the  Bill,  on  the  other  hand, 
hid  i>roc6eded  in  a  curious  way,  because 
be  hid  not  proceeded  to  define  what 
Httied  property  meant  for  SootUnd, 
aUboQf  h  that  expression,  as  a  legal 
pbnte,  had  no  meaning  at  all.  But  he 
bid  proceeded  to  tell  them  what  it  was 
KM.  It  was  not  an  easy  method  of 
Moition  to  define  a  method  of  exclusion, 
Int  he  told  them  that  settled  property 
•booM  not  include  property  held 
nder  entail.  Speaking  roughly,  if 
(be?  took  the  majority  of  the  large  Scotch 
haded  estates,  these  estates  were  held 
nder  entail.  The  Bill  proposed  not  to 
•Mow  settled  property  to  apply  to  pro- 
perty held  under  entail.  He  said  that 
WM  a  very  great  grievance,  because  what 
^»M  ibe  result  ?  Take  the  ordinary  ease 
«< »  man  providing  for  his  own  family. 
|^«ppo§e  he  had  four  sons  and  an  estate 
u  England  and  Scotland.  He  knew  an 
boo.  Member  sitting  behind  him  who 
M  a  Scotch  and  an  English  estate.  He 
^oold  desire  to  settle  these  two  estates 
is  exactlv  the  same  manner,  and  if  they 
Irfl  the  law  as  it  was  the  same  thing 
voobi  happen.  But  settle  one  in  the 
pwpcr  phraseology  of  Scotch  convey- 
ueiog  and  the  other  according  to 
£&glisb  conveyancing,  and  although  the 
»«wilt  as  to  succession  would  he  exactly 
(be  same,  the  resnlt  of  the  Bill  and  the 
piTmeots  that  would  have  to  be  made 
»oaW  be  aljsolutely  different.  What 
would  happen  would  be  thif.  The 
trther,  A,  had  four  sons,  B,  C,  D,  and  E. 
He  wished  the  eldest  son  to  succeed  first 
sad  the  other  brothers  to  come  in  turn. 


outrageous.  There  was  a  technical 
answer  to  be  made,  which  was  that  a 
Scotch  entailed  proprietor  was  competent 
to  dispose  because  in  the  eyes  of  the  law 
a  Scotch  entailed  proprietor  was  a  fiar . 
[Mr.  J.  B.  Balpour  :  Hear,  hear !] 
He  thought  that  would  be  the  answer 
given.  He  knew  quite  well  that  in  the 
eyes  of  the  law  a  Scottish  proprietor 
was  a  fiar,  which  meant  the  equivalent  of 
owner  of  the  land,  and  that  he  might  do 
what  he  liked  with  it.  But  if  he 
did  what  he  liked  with  it  first  of 
all  he  loit  it,  and  the  thing  he 
had  done  was  allowed  by  law. 
That  was  exactly  the  position  of  the 
Scottish  entailed  proprietor.  The  law 
said  he  could  do  as  he  liked  with  his  own, 
that  it  would  allow  what  he  had  done,  so 
that  the  purchaser  for  value  should  not 
take ;  and,  secondly,  for  having  done 
what  the  law  allowed  he  forfeited  the 
property.  To  tell  a  man  he  was  a  fiar 
wiis  not,  therefore,  much  good,  and  what 
they  should  like  to  get  at  was  the  real 
substance  of  the  matter.  Although  a 
Scottish  entailed  proprietor  was  a  fiar,  he 
was  not  competent  to  dispose  of  the  pro- 
perty in  the  sense  that  those  who  did  not 
understand  the  law,  but  who  understood 
English,  would  suppose.  It  was  quite 
true  he  could  get  an  estate  into  his  own 
possession,  but  how  ?  By  paying  for  it. 
He  had  to  buy  out  the  next  interests. 
If  there  were  three  next  heirs— which 
would  be  a  typical  case— he  had  to  buy 
out  these  three  heirs.  What  was  left  ? 
His  own  interest,  which  was  practically 
his  life  interest ;  and  vet  in  the  same 
breath  the  Government  said,  **0h,  if 
there  is  a  life  interest  we  agree  that  is  a 
perfectly  proper  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  settlements,  and  we  shall  not 
charge.**  That  was  the  English  case. 
In  the  English  case  the  settlement  clause 
applied,  and  in  the  case  he  had  put  of  a 
family  they  had  not  to  pay  a  new  Estate 
Duty  upon  each  of  these  transmissions, 
because  these  various  children  who  had 


appose  the  father  died,  that  B,  C,  ami  {  died  only  took  a  life  interest.  For  all 
0  died  before  they  arrived  at  the  age  of  practical  purposes  it  was  clear  that  all 
21,  and  that  E  eventually  succeeded.  In  that  a  Scottish  entailed  proprietor  oould 
BugUmi,  of  course,  the  original  Estate  !  get  was  his  life  interest.  Everything 
Doty  of  1  per  cent,  wonld  be  paid  i>n  else  went  to  somebody  else  because 
the  death  of  the  father.  A,  and  no  other  i  he  could  only  get  the  estate 
paymeot  would  be  made  on  the  sueces-  I  into  his  own  hands  on  condition 
•ioo  of  C  to  B,  and  D  to  C,  and  E  to  D.  {  that  he  should  pay  out  to  these 
Bot  in  the  Scotch  phraseology  there  |  men  all  that  they  would  have  got 
weald  be  duty  to  be  paid  on  every  one  '  out  of  the  estate  if  they  had  come  after 
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blm ;  therefore,  how  coald  thej  on 
tecbDioal  groands  or  anything  of  that 
sort  support  this  gross  injustice  between 
the  treatment  of  the  two  nations  ?  It 
might  be  said  that  tbej  could  avoid  this 
by  settling  their  property  not  by  way  of 
entail,  but  by  life  rent  and  fee.  That  was 
open  to  two  objections.  In  the  first 
place  they  would  be  committing  a  great 
injustice  upon  the  present  owners  of 
entail  in  Scotland,  and  in  the  second  place 
they  could  not  alter  all  of  a  sudden  the 
system  of  conveyancing.  Persons  who 
died  long  ago  did  not  know  of  this 
Budget  Bill,  and  they  settled  their 
estates  according  to  the  ordinary  con- 
veyancing practice  of  the  day.  A 
typical  class  of  settlements  in  an  English 
family  where  there  were  more  sons  than 
one  was  to  give  the  sons  a  life  interest 
and  make  tenants  in  tail  of  the  issue  of 
these  sons.  Just  in  the  same  way  in 
Scotland  the  vast  majority  of  the  estates 
were  settled  by  entail,  therefore  if  this 
Amendment  were  not  accepted  a  cruel 
injustice  would  be  perpetrated  on  the 
present  members  who  were  under  these 
settlements.  But  that  was  not  all.  If 
by  refusing  to  accept  this  Amendment 
they  forced  people  to  get  changing 
settlements  and  put  them  in  the  way  of 
life  rent  and  fee,  they  would  really  upset 
the  work  they  had  been  doing  since  1848 
and  the  very  useful  Act  passed  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  since  he  had  been  in 
this  House.  For  years  and  years  they 
had  been  working  in  Scotland  as  re- 
garded heirs  of  entail  to  give  them  full 
powers  to  do  everything  they  could  with 
their  estates  in  the  way  of  charging  for 
improvements,  providing  for  their  widows 
and  children,  bringing  their  estates  into 
the  market,  and  allowing  free  dealings  in 
the  way  of  doing  all  these  things  which 
they  had  been  doing  in  England,  and  had 
been  enabled  to  do  by  legislation  which 
had  its  termination  in  Loi^  Cairns*  Act. 
But  the  moment  they  got  in  the  position 
of  life  rent  and  fee  their  hands  were  tied 
tightly,  and  they  would  be  prevented 
from  doing  any  one  of  these  things  or 
from  doing  anything  in  order  to  make 
the  land  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
the  community  at  large.  As.  regarded 
the  phraseology  of  the  Amendment,  he 
was  not  particular  as  to  that,  but  he 
desired  that  the  heir  of  enuil  in  Scot- 
land should  be  practically  in  the  same 
position  as  the  person  was  in  England  at 
the  present  moment  under  the  ordinary 

Mr,  Graham  Murray 


^  English  settlement.  He  pressed  this 
Amendment  on  the  grounds  of  justice, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
1,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  *'  settled 
property,**  to  the  end  of  line  2,  and  insert 
the  wordi 


"  Shall  mean  property,  whether  heritable  or 
morable,  the  title  to  which  is  by  any  dispoci- 
tioD,  will,  deed  of  entail,  settlement,  or  other 
deed  given  to  any  persons  in  snecessioo,  whether 
by  way  of  life  rent,  or  life  rents  and  fee,  or  by 
way  of  sabstitution.*'— Otfr.  Graham  Murray,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tha 
Clause.*' 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour)  said,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  began  by  observing  that  the  Bill  as 
it  stood  would  amount  to  the  introductioo 
of  a  national  grievance.  In  regard  U> 
that,  be  could  only  say  he  should  be  one 
of  the  first  to  help  to  remove  a  national 
grievance  if  it  existed,  and  one  of  the 
last  to  be  any  party  to  introducing  one. 
He  need  say  no  more  to  satisfy  the 
House  that,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Gro- 
vernment  at  all  events,  this  clause 
was  not  deserving  of  that  description* 
He  entirely  agreed  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  the  aim  should 
be  to  give  equal  treatment  to  the  two 
countries  in  regard  to  this  matter.  That 
certainly  had  been  their  aim  in  passing 
this  part  of  the  BilL  They  had  had 
repeated  conferences  with  a  view  to 
accomplishing  this  between  the  Law 
Officers  of  England  and  Scotland  and  the 
highly  skilled  officials  who  administered 
the  law  applicable  to  both  countries,  and 
what  was  found  in  this  part  of  the  Bill 
was  the  outcome  of  the  careful  considera- 
tion given  to  the  question  at  these  con- 
ferences. Whilst  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  anticipated  one  of  the  answera 
he  should  give  to  the  argument  which  he 
had  advanced,  he  entirely  disclaimed  the 
suggestion  that  either  that  or  any  answer 
which  he  would  offer  could  with  any 
accuracy  be  described  as  a  technical 
I  answer.  This  was  not  a  matter  of 
i  technicality  depending  on  considerationa 
'  of  form  as  distinguished  from  substance, 
I  and  be  quite  assented  to  the  view  that 
what  ought  to  be  done  should  be  to 
bring  about  equality  of  treatment  in 
substance,  and  not  merely  as  matter 
of  technical  conveyancing.     There   waa 
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no  difference  between  them  as  to  what 
oaght    to    be  the  gOTerning    principle 
in  dealing  with  this  important  question  ; 
and,  guided  bj  that  principle,  the  Go- 
vernment had  decided  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion in  the  manner  proposed  in  the  Bill. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  bad  pointed 
out,  quite  accnratelj,  the  diff*erence  be- 
tween  the  English  and  Scotch  law  in 
regard  to  this  question,  and  it  was  exactly 
in  the  difference  between  the  nature  of 
the  rights  given  bj  entails  in  England 
and  Scotland  respectively  that  the  solu- 
tion of  the  question  would  be  found.    His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  that  accord- 
ing to  the  English  law  of  conveyancing 
a  number  of  estates  were  carved  out  of 
one   property  ;    they  created  a   number 
of    interests   which   together  made    up 
the     whole    estate.      But    the    Scotch 
heir  of  entail  was  a  full  and  unlimited 
ffar.     He  had  not  merely  a  fragment  of  a 
property  that  was  cut  up  into  different 
estates  ;   he  was  the  full  fiar  or  pro- 
prietor ;  and,  indeed,  if  the  Scotch  heir 
of   entail  had  had  only  a  fragment  of 
the  estate  instead  of  the  whole  of  it 
he   agreed  that  he  ought  to  be  treated 
differently    from    the     way     in    which 
he  was  treated  in  the  Bill.    There  was 
another  argument  which  he  regarded  as  a 
very  crucial  one,  as  giving  the  key  to  the 
mode    in    which   the   Government  had 
dealt   with  this  question,  and  that  was 
that  the  Scotch  heir  of  entail  had  the  full 
power  of  disposition.      The  proposal  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Buteshire  was  based  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Scotch  heir  of  entail  had  not  the 
power  to  dispose.     But  the  Scotch  heir 
of  entail  had  got  the  power  to  dispose ; 
he  did  not  need  the. consent  of  anyone  to 
dispose,   and    if  the   Amendment    were 
accepted  he  would  be  treated  in  a  way 
that  no  one  in  England  having  a  similar 
power  would  be  treated.     That  was  a 
matter  which  had  been  decided   in   the 
House  of  Lords  in  a  case  of  Legacy  Duty 
eince  the  Bill  had  been  brought  in.    The 
Lords  decided  that  where  a  Scotch  heir 
of  entail  had  exercised  the  power  of  dis- 
entailing entailed  money,  and  paid  large 
:8ams  to  his  sons  as  the  value  of  their 
expectancies,  because  their  consents  were 
forced,  he  was  nevertheless  bound  to  pay 
duty  on  the  whole  estate,  without  even 
getting  any  deduction  or  allowance  in  re- 
spect of  the  sums  paid  to  his  sons.     The 
dreason  of  that  decision  was  that  the  Scotoh 


heir  of  entail  had  an  estate  of  inheritance  ; 
and  it  was  satisfactory  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  find  that  the  view  upon  which 
the  Bill  was.  framed  had  been  recognised 
to  be  the  right  view  by  the  highest  legal 
tribunal  in  the  land. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  there  was  always  a  certain 
relief  in  turning  from  one  uncomfortable 
position  to  another  uncomfortable  posi- 
tion ;  and  therefore  the  change  from 
the  technicalities  of  English 'law  and 
English  conveyancing  to  the  techni- 
calities of  Scottish  law  and  Scottish 
conveyancing  would  be  welcomed  by 
the  Conamittee.  He  was  glad  to 
see  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  come  into  the  House, 
becauise  the  case  which  had  been  raised 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Buteshire  in  an  extremely  clear 
and  able  speech  was  one  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that 
there  was  a  substantial  grievance  to  be 
dealt  with  ;  and  if  it  were  not  dealt  with 
now  it  must  be  raised  on  the  Report 
stage.  In  what  did  the  grievance  lie  ?  He 
had  collected  his  facts  impartially  from 
two  excellent  sources.  Both  learned 
Gentlemen  who  bad  spoken  on  the  sub- 
ject were  agreed  that  where  a  man  had 
the  absolute  disposition  of  the  property 
which  he  had  inherited,  by  being  the  last 
in  an  entail  in  Scotland,  and  therefore 
being  in  a  position  corresponding  to  a  re- 
mainder in  England,  that  that  was  a  pase 
in  which,  as  in  the  case  of  a  remainder  in 
England,  Estate  Duty  was  properly  paid 
when  the  man  di^.  But  what  the 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  agree  upon 
was  the  case  of  an  owner  of  an  entailed 
estate  in  Scotland,  who  though  he  might 
be  said  to  have  control  over  the  succes- 
sions of  that  estate,  only  got  that  control 
by  paying  for  it.  The  Lord  Advocate 
contended  that  such  an  owner  was  in  the 
same  position  as  the  owner  of  a  fee 
simple  In  England,  and  that  he  ought 
not  to  be  treated  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Buteshire  thought  he 
should  be  treated,  as  if  he  held  under  a 
life  settlement  in  England.  No  one 
could  doubt  the  side  on  which  the  real 
equity  of  the  case  lay.  The  process  of 
settlement — he  used  the  word  *^  settle- 
ment,'* though  it  was  not  strictly 
accurate  in  Scotland — was  the  same^  in 
England  and  Scotland,  to  carry  out  the 
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same  object^^nftmely,  to  keep  the  pro- 
perty hi  the  family,  though  by  the 
developments  of  two  different  systems  of 
law  it  had  taken  in  each  country  a  dif- 
ferent shape ;  and  wiiat  tbey  contended 
was  that  it  was  not  fair  to  prevent 
Scotchmen  from,  having  the  same  privi- 
lege under  their  system  of  settlement  as 
Englishmen  enjoyed  under  their  system 
of  settlement.  The  only  reason  advanced 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  for  the 
refusal  to  extend  those  privileges  to 
Scotland  was  that  as  the  Scotchman 
could  get  control  of  the  successions  under 
the  settlement  by  paying  for  that  control 
he  was  in  a  different  position  from  his 
English  brother.  But  suppose  they 
made  an  alteration  in  the  English  law  by 
which  the  owner  of  a  life  estate  in  a 
property  under  settlement  could  abso- 
lutely buy  the  interests  of  others  under 
the  same  settlement  by  money  given, 
would  the  estate  not  be  then  as  much 
under  settlement  as  it  was  now  ?  Clearly 
it  would.  The  successions  of  the  estate 
could  be  altered  in  such  a  case,  but  they 
could  only  be  altered  by  the  man  paying 
away  to  the  successors  of  life  interests  in 
the  estate  the  amounts  of  their  shares  in 
the  property.  He  maintained  there  was 
no  difference  whatever  in  the  two  cases. 
When  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Buteshire  brought  before  the 
Committee  the  example  of  a  man  with 
.  two  or  three  sons,  and  with  estates  in 
Scotland  and  England,  showing  that 
though  the  man  had  precisely  the  same 
object  with  regard  to  the  estates,  though 
carried  out  in  two  different  ways, 
because  the  estates  were  in  two  dif- 
ferent conntries,  the  two  estates  were 
accorded  different  treatment  under  the 
Bill,  that  example  ought  to  have 
been  sufficient  to  drive  the  Groveroment 
to  make  the  concession  asked  for.  He  had 
had  occasion  to  point  out  more  than 
once  that  one  of  the  objections  to  the 
Bill  was  that  it  would  drive  land  in 
England  into  settlements,  because  only 
by  settlements  could  protection  be  given 
to  any  estate  from  being  mulcted  heavily 
by  a  rapid  succession  of  deaths  in  the 
familv  who  owned  the  property.  If  that 
would  be  an  evil  in  England  it  would  be 
a  double  evil  in  Scotland.  The  Bill 
would  drive  every  owner  of  realty  or 
personalty  in  Scotland  who  desired  to 
prevent  injustice  by  having  to  pay  Snc- 
ceseion    Doty    several     times    over    in 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


the  course  «f  a  few  vears  to  settle. 
Bnt  the  owner  in  Scotland  would 
not  settle  by  way  of  Scotch  entail  ; 
he  would  be  driven  to  a  settlement 
by  life  rents  and  fee,  which  was  a 
iorm  of  settlement  so  strictly  drawn,  so 
little  touched  by  recent  legal  reforma^ 
and  which  wwe  of  a  character  that  bo 
bound  the  life  0¥mer  of  the  property^ 
that  great  hardship  would  be  inflicted  on 
the  owner  of  property,  and  on  all  who 
were  dependent  on  him,  and  the  whole 
course  of  our  legislation  would  be  re- 
versed in  regard  to  Scotch  property. 
That  was  a  practical  evil,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  prevent 
it  by  carrying  out  the  principle  laid 
down  in  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee* 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 

the  House    had  learned  to  admire  the 

versatility  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

Leader  of  the  Opposition.  Whatever 
the  subject — whether  it  was  the  system 
of  jurisprudence  in  England,  whether  it 
was  the  mystery  of  Scotch  entail,  or 
whether  it  was  a  discussion  on  Socialism 
outside  the  House  —  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  passed  from  topic  to  topic 
with  a  facUity  and  a  power  and  a 
grasp  of  dry  technicalities  that  amased 
everyone.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  present  occasion,  discussing  a 
remote  and  difficult  chapter  of  law,  had 
shown  not  less  than  his  usual  skill.  Bat 
none  the  less,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  attempt  to  strip  the  matter  of 
technicalities  had  not  gone  far  enough,  and 
he  bad  not  borne  in  his  mind  what  was  the 
real  analogy  of  the  two  caaes  the  Com- 
mittee had  to  deal  with.  Stripped  again 
of  technicalities,  what  the  right  boa. 
Grentleman  had  asked  the  Committee  to 
do  was,  having  given  England  an  inch,  to 
allow  Scotland  to  take  an  ell.  The 
clause  of  the  Bill,  which  let  settlements 
which  paid  one  duty  off  the  payment  of 
further  Estate  Duty  of  1  per  cent.,  bad 
been  Aramed  with  regard  to  tiie  Englirii 
law,  and  the  very  f  omidation  and  easenoe 
of  it  was  that  by  taking  off  the  pay- 
ment of  further  Estate  Duty  they  let  off 
settlements  not  for  all  time,  but 
only  nntil  th««  came  in  a  person 
who  waft  competent  to  dispose.  In 
defiarring  the  payment  of  dnty  until 
the  eetiite  passed  into  the  hands  of  a 
person  oompelent  to^deal  with  it,  the  pro- 
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pertj  was  not  exempted  from  payment, 
for  that  was  only  dariog  limited  posses- 
sion. In  England  property  could  only 
be  tied  up  for  existing  and  a  term  of  21 
years  afterwards,  but  in  Scotland  there 
was  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  law  there 
was  quite  different. 

Mb.  GEAHAM  MURRAY  said,  that 
upon  this  point  the  Scotch  law  was 
identically  the  same  as  the  English  law, 
the  former  having  been  altered  by  the 
Act  of  1848. 

Mb.  HALDANE  pointed  out  that  the 
alteration  effected  by  that  Act  did  not 
come  into  operation  unless  someone  in 
the  line  of  succession  disentailed  had  the 
estate. 

Mb.  graham  MURRAY  said,  that 
in  Scotland  anyone  in  the  line  of  succes- 
sion could  put  an  end  to  the  entail  of  ^his 
own  sweet  will.  Of  course,  unless  that 
were  done  the  estate  went  on  to  its 
destination. 

Mb.  HALDANE  said,  that  would 
only  be  so  in  case  the  person  attained  21. 
The  Amendment,  as  he  understood  it, 
would  cover  all  cases  of  property  en- 
tailed, whether  in  modern  times  or  already 
in  existence. 

Mb.  graham  MURRAY  said,  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not  read 
the  Amendment.  Particular  reference 
was  made  to  persons  competent  to  dis- 
pose of  the  estate  entail.  The  moment 
a  previously  unborn  life  succeeded  he 
would  be  able  to  disentail  without  con- 
sents, and  would,  therefore,  be  a  person 
competent  to  dispose  of  the  property. 

Mb.  HALDANE  said,  ithe  question 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  suggesting 
upon  the  Amendment  was  now  raised  for 
the  first  time.  There  was  no  analogy 
between  such  a  case  as  he  had  put  and 
the  case  of  an  English  settlement  with 
its  limited  power  of  disposition.  It 
really  meant  "  competent  to  dispose  of  " 
with  the  assent  of  other  persons.  The 
person  would  exercise  dominion  over  the 
property  vested  in  him.  That  would 
come  under  Clause  18,  Sub-section  2(a). 
It  had  been  decided  that  an  English 
tenant  entail,  not  in  possession,  and  who 
could  not  disentail  or  bar  the  remainder 
without  consent,  could  not  be  treated  as 
competent  to  dispose.  Working  out  the 
analogy,  stripped  of  technioalities,  the 
matter  appeared  plain  enough. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  hoped 
that  either  then  or  upon  the  Report  the 


Grovernment  would  introduce  words  into 
the  clause  which  would  put  the  owners 
of  land  in  settlement  in  both  England 
and  Scotland  upon  an  equal  footing  in 
respect  of  this  duty. 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  the 
little  that  he  knew  of  Scotch  law  was 
derived  from  the  Waverley  Novels  and 
sources  of  that  description,  and  therefore 
he  could  offer  no  opinion  upon  this  very 
technical  point.  He  must,  however^ 
point  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle 
man  opposite  that  the  Government  was 
in  the  fortunate  position  of  having  as 
their  legal  supporters  two  English  and 
two  Scotch  gentlemen,  all  of  whom 
happened  to  represent  Scotch  constitu- 
ouisies,  who  were  unanimous  in  opposing 
the  Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  must  therefore  admit 
that,  notwithstanding  his  great  authority^ 
the  majority  of  the  Court  were  against 
him.  He  would,  however,  say  that  the 
matter  should  be  further  considered  by 
the  light  of  the  arguments  which  had 
been  put  forward  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  that  if  the  Legal  Advisers 
of  the  Government  were  satisfied  that  a 
difiiculty  had  been  shown  to  exist  the 
Government  would  do  their  best  to  re- 
move it. 

Mb.  graham  MURRAY  was  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  far 
with  him,  but  he  must  point  out  that  so 
far  from  the  majority  of  the  Court  being 
against  him,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  had  sat 
silent,  looking  very  unhappy  at  the  in- 
justice that  was  being  done  to  his  adopted 
country.  The  point  really  was  not  a 
technical  one,  and  it  was  only  to  avoid 
incongruous  results  that  he  had  moved 
the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  graham  MURRAY  moved 
to  omit  Sub-section  (a),  and  another 
Amendment  on  Clause  19.  They  were 
all  parts  of  the  same  matter,  which  he 
was  willing  should  be  considered  before 
Report.  . 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14, 
line  11,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (a). — 
(Mr.  Graham  Murray.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  Sub-Section 
(a)  stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 

•Thb  lord  advocate  declined 
to  assent   to   the    Amendment.      If    a 
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person  other  than  the  owner  of  the  estate 
paid  the  duty,  he  thereby  paid  theownerV 
debt  and  he  shonld  be  in  the  ponition  of 
being  his  assignee  to  all  the  rights  which 
the  Crown  would  have  had  against  the 
owner.  Difficulties  won  Id  arise  noless 
an  effective  and  trenchant  remedy  was 
given. 

Mr.  GRAHAM  MURRAY  said,  he 
would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment^  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20. 

Mr.  HANBURY  moved  an  Amend- 
ment providing  that  the  Act  should  oome 
into  operation  not,  as  the  clause  pro- 
posed, on  the  last  day  of  May,  but  on 
the  first  day  of  August. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 4,  line 
34,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  the  last  day 
of  May,"  and  insert  the  words  "  the  first 
day  of  August." — {Mr.  Hanbury,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
CUuse." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  accepted  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

♦Mr.  H.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset, 
W.)  said,  he  moved  to  omit  the  clause 
from  the  Bill  entirely.  The  efiTect  would 
be  the  total  abolition  of  the  Tea  Duties.  It 
was  perhaps  strange  that  such  a  Motion 
ahould  come  from  that  side  of  the  House, 
as  the  proposal  was  contained  in  the 
much  talked  of  Newcastle  Programme, 
and  he  was  much  surprised  to  find  that, 
notwithstanding  this,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  again  included  the  Tea 
Duties  in  his  Budget.  One  of  the  great 
objections  to  the  duty  was  its  cost.  It 
was  impossible  to  say  at  what  cost  the 
innumerable  Customs  officers  who  kept 
watch  and  ward  over  the  tea  in  the 
bonded  warehouses  were  maintained,  and 
the  bonded  warehouses^  themselves  were 
a  great  source  of  expense.  But  it  was 
disgraceful  that  tea,  which  was  so 
sensitive  and  so  quick  at  absorbing;  other 
flavours,  should  be  by  the  Custom  orders 
turned  out  at  the  warehouses  from  the 
original  chests.  So  sensitive  was  tea 
4ba4,  althoogh  seat  over  in  soldered 
packets,  it  could  not  be  allowed  to  travel 
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in  the  same  ship  with  at  all  a  strong- 
smelling  cargo.     Yet,  on  coming  home 
here,  10  per  cent,  of  it  at  least  was  turned 
out  of  the  chests,  and  in  order  to  be  re- 
packed again  had  actually  to  be  trodden 
in  by  the  feet  of  the  labourers  employed 
in  the  warehouses.  For  this  reason  alone 
it  would  be  impossible  to  find  an  article 
with  more  claims  to  free  entry  than  tea. 
Then,  again,  no  less  than  85  per  cent«of 
the  tea  now  used  in  England  came  from 
the  British  £mpire,  and  how  could  it  be 
right  to  tax  the  produce  of  our  own  flesh 
and  blood  in  our  colonies  while  we  let 
in  free  French  silks  and  foreign  satins. 
Quite  lately,  too,  the  Government   had 
prevented  the  Government  of  India  from 
taxing     English      cotton     goods,     and 
how     could     the      same     Government 
with  any   consistency    now   propose  to 
tax    India   tea?       Of    course,    it    was 
easily  explained.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wanted  the  Lancashire  vote,  and 
Lancashire  was  tired  of  so-called  Free 
Trade    and  wanted    the    indirect    Pro- 
tection    aflbrded      by     damaging      the 
Indian  cotton  mills.     But  the  strongest 
argument  against  the  Tea  Duty  rested  on 
broader  grounds.      Why  was  tea  to  be 
taxed,  or  tobacco  ?     Who  was  the  richer 
by  tea  being  made  dear  ?     Every  penny 
of  the  tax  was  paid  by  the  consumer, 
while  a  tax   on    foreign   manufactured 
articles  competing  with  our  own  would 
be  largely  paid  by  foreigners  themselves. 
In  the  Eiast  End  of  London  the  want  and 
poverty  was  deplorable  on   account  of 
scarcity   of  employment.      Women  had 
actually  to  make  there  1 44  match  boxes 
for  2^.  because  of  foreign  competition.  If 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wanted 
money  let  him  tax  foreign  manufactured 
articles,  such  as  prison-made  goods  from 
Germany,  bounty*fed  sugar,  and  Swedish 
match  boxes,  then  he  could    give    oar 
people  cheap    tea   and  more  work   and 
wages  at  the  siune  time.      The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer   might  call   it 
Protection,  and  so  it  was  ;  bnt  who  would 
be  afraid  of  advocating  Protection  when 
it  meant    protection  for   the    labouring 
classes  <^  our  country  from  unjust  and 
ruinous  foreign  competition  ? 

Moved,  *'  To  leave  ont  the  Clause.** — 
{Mr.  H.  FarquAarsonJ) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :    One  would 
suppose,  to  listen  to  the  speeohes  which 
have  been  nuide  during  ttie  progress  of 
this  Bill  in  Committee,  that  the  House 
had  not  voted  a  largely  increased  expen- 
diture on  the  Navy.     No  less  a  sum  than 
£4,000,000  is  involved  in  this  Amend- 
ment.  The  Committee  has  spent  I  do  not 
know  how  many  days  in  an  endeavour  to 
get  rid  of  one  provision  in  connection  with 
the    Estate  Duty ;    and   now   we    have 
reached     the     Tea    Duty.      The    next 
Amendment  has  reference  to  the  duty  on 
beer,  and  after  that  the  Committee  are  to 
be  invited  to  take  off  the  duty  on  spirits ; 
to   be  followed  by  an  attempt    to  de- 
crease the  Income   Tax.      This  is  the 
position  of  the  House  of  Commons  with 
reference  to  the  provisions  for  the  in- 
creased Expenditure  of  the  year.     The 
hon.  Member  said  he  did  not  know  how 
anyone   was  made  richer  by  tea   being 
made  dear.     That  is  a  position  I  accept, 
but  it  applie3  not  only  to  tea,  but  to  all 
articles.     I  do  not  think  anyone  is  better 
for  paying  more  for  an  article  than  he 
would  be  for    paying   less.     I   do   not 
defend  the  Tea  Duty  or  any  other  duty  or 
tax  whatever.     I  should  be  extremely 
delighted  to  dispense  with  all  taxes ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  if  the  country  thinks  it 
is   necessary  to  spend  money,  the  House 
of  Commons  will   surely  support   some 
honest  means  of  finding  it.     Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  say,  **  Spend  the  money, 
and  let  the  Government  find  the  money  ; 
only  we  won't  pay  it."      [^Cries  of^^  No, 
no  I  '*]     Who  is  going  to  pay  under  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  that  there 
shall    be    tasiTes    on    all    manufactured 
articles  ?    I  presume  the  people  who  use 
those  articles  will  have  to  pay  for  them. 
I  am  always  glad  to  hear  a  candid  con- 
fession of  faith  :  it  is  not  too  common  in 
these  days.     The  hon.  Gentleman   has 
candidly  and  frankly  advocated  Protec- 
tection.  I  am  not  a  Protectionist,  neither 
are  the  other  Members  of  the  Government, 
and  therefore  the  remedies  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  a  repeal  of  the  Tea  Duty 
by  putting  on  a  universal  tax  for  manu* 
factured  articles  coming  from  abroad  is 
one  that  the  Q^overnment  cannot  accept.' 

Mr.  H.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  said 
nothing  like  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  attributes  to  me.  I  am  not 
in  the  least  in  favour  of  putting  a  tax  on 
all  articles.  Indeed,  the  object  of  my 
Motion  is  to  prevent  the  taxation  of  tea, 
an  article  coming  from  abroad. 

VOL.  XXVI.  [fourth    series.] 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  felt  obliged  to  propose  a 
substitute  when  he  took  off  the  duty 
on  tea,  and  he  certainly  said,-  unless  I 
misheard  him,  '*  Whv  not  put  a  tax  on 
foreign  manufactured  articles.'*  That  is 
not  the  vieNv  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment take  of  the  financial  policy  of  this 
country,  but  I  should  be  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  Committee  uudnly  if  I 
attempted  to  argue  that  question.  The 
Government  have  adopted  the  policy  of 
Free  Trade  and  stand  by  it ;  therefore, 
they  cannot  accept  this  Motion. 

Mr.  GOSCHBN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  spoken  as  if  he  were  the 
first  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who 
had  been  assailed  with  proposals  for  re- 
ducing taxation  during  the  discussions  of 
the  Budget.  Nearly  every  year  when  I 
was  at  the  Exchequer  a  Motion  was 
made  for  the  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  whe« 
ther  there  was  a  surplus  or  not.  It  was 
a  display  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  many  hours  were  spent  by  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  endeavouring  to  make 
such  holes  in  my  Budget  as  my  hon. 
Friend  wishes  now  to  make  in  the  Budget 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Time  after  time  the  same  course  has 
been  taken,  but  I  will  ■  treat  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  better  than  he  treated 
me.  I  never  remember  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
discouraged  those  attacks  ;  but  I  intend 
to  return  good  for  evil.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  possible  to  support  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  hope  that  it 
will  not  be  debated  at  length.  I  think 
the  Committee  is  anxious  to  get  to  the 
question  of  the  Beer  Duty.  I  remember 
the  Irish  Members  moving  Amendments 
night  after  night  in  the  hope  of  making 
a  hole  in  my  Budget. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  did  not  do  so. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  failed  to  persuade  his 
Irish  friends  below  the  Gangway  to 
abstain  from  moving  Amendments.  He 
had  not  the  influence  over  them  that  he 
possesses  now.  I  should  not  have  said 
so  much  had  not  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  speaking  as  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  seemed  to  speak  as  if  it 
was  an  unusual  course  to  make  such  a 
Motion  as  the  present.  The  course 
taken  by  my  hon.  Friend  is  by  no  means 
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nmisualy  but  I  hope  A»t  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  not  think  it  necesAarj  to  divide 
against  the  daase, 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
I  also  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  should  not  take  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  on  his  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  opposite  spoke  of 
this  as  a  Protectionist  Amendment,  and 
said  that  not  being  a  Protectionist  he 
oould  not  accept  it.  Well,  I  do  not  see 
any  way  to  support  it,  though  I  am  a 
Protectionist.  If  the  hon«  Member  who 
moved  the  Amendment  were  prepared  to 
ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  substitute 
certain  taxes  on  foreign  products,  manu* 
factured  and  otherwise,  which  I  should 
be  glad  to  support  him  in  proposing, 
then  I  think  the  Tea  Duty  might  verj 
fairly  be  relegated  to  oblivion  ;  but  so  long 
as  no  effectual  substitute  is  forthcoming, 
I,  for  one,  do  not  wish  to  part  with  any 
indirect  tax.  We  are  far  too  much 
relying  upon  direct  taxation  instead 
of  indirect  taxation,  which  I,  for  one, 
decidedly  give  preference  to.  I  only 
wish  hon.  Gentlemen  not  to  run  away 
with  the  idea  that  if  we  do  not  adopt 
this  Amendment,  or  enter  seriously  into 
the  discussion  of  it,  it  is  not  because  many 
of  us  do  not  know  that  the  fiscal  system 
of  this  country  is  based  on  an  enturely 
wrong  principle.  I  could  mention  many 
taxes  that  would  be  far  more  eqoitable  and 
less  onerous  than  the  Tea  Duty.  I  will 
not  go  into  them  now ;  but  when  a  proper 
opportunity  comes,  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
contend  that  our  entire  fisoal  system  is 
rotten  to  the  core  and  requires  to  be  entirely 
remodelled  and  readjusted,  and  that  taxes 
should  be  levied  upon  foreign  products 
imported  into  this  country,  thereby  ob- 
taining in  a  fair  manner  contributions 
from  the  foreigner,  instead  of  in  the 
surreptitious  manner  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  endeavouring  to  establish  by 
means  of  Death  Duties.  Xn  that  way 
prosperity  would  be  restored  to  many 
trades  which  are  now  being  drireu  out 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
said,  be  had  voted  on  more  than  one 
occasion  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
on  this  question.  The  Amendmwit  was 
one  which  used  to  be  proposed  om  every 
Budget  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leices- 
ter. He  (Mr.  Knatchbull-Hngessen) 
had  voted  against  the  Budget  of  liis  own 
Party  ou  more  than  one  occasion — as 
against    our   fiscal    system — and\if    a 
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Divliion  were  taken  that  day  be  shoald 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon* 
Member  for  Hampshire.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said  that  the  Opposition 
were  prepared  to  deprive  him  of 
je4,00Q,000,  but  that  they  did  not  pro* 
pose  ta^es  in  substitution  for  those  they 
would  abolish.  But  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  had  pro- 
posed taxes  in  substitution.  He  (Mr. 
KnatchbuU  -  Hugessen)  was  convinced 
that  some  future  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  though  it  might  not  be  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  would 
have  to  contemplate  the  imposition  of  a 
fair  duty  on  foreign  articles,  manufac* 
turedand  otherwise,iwhich  competed  with 
British  industries. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  23. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  said,  he  did  not  like  the  Com- 
mittee to  think  he  was  opposing  the 
present  increase  of  Beer  Duty  as  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  brewers.  On  the  con- 
trary ;  he  had  no  interest  in  them,  nor  any 
relation  with  them.  The  brewers  were 
strong  enough  to  look  after  themselves, 
or  if  they  had  wanted  an  advocate  they 
would  have  entrusted  the  subject  to  abler 
hands.  He  had  not  ventured  to  interfere 
in  this  Bill  before,  as  he  was  no  master 
of  finance.  He  had  left  the  knotty 
points  of  law  to  learned  Gentlemen  to 
argue,  but  it  was  because  he  believed  the 
proposed  increase  in  Beer  Duties  would 
injure  bis  constituents!  as  agriculturists 
that  he  ventured  to  move  this 
Amendment.  He  believed,  and  would 
endeavour  to  prove,  that  the 
extra  duty  would  fall  not  on  the 
brewers,  who  might  be  aUe  to  bear  it, 
though  even  if  they  could  he  thought 
that  suddenly  to  propose  what  was  equiva- 
lent to  a  Is.  2d.  Income  Tax  on  an  indi* 
vidual  industry,  or  1  per  cent,  on  ordinary 
shares,  was  a  strong  measure.  Nor  would 
it  fall  on  t)ie  consumer,  but  it  would  fall 
with  all  its  weight  on  the  unfortunate 
producer  ef  the  raw  material^-namely, 
barley.  It  would  fall  on  an  industry 
crippled  in  every  way,  already  taxed 
beyond  its  strength— on  a  producer  living 
in  a  country  where  taxes  were  yearly  in- 
creasing, and  having  to  compete  on  uafah* 
terms  with  foreign  growers  of  the  same 
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materul.  Of  course,  he  knew  this  would 
be  a  Partj  Division.  It  was  no  use  ia- 
qoiring  why.  They  all  knew  it.  Two 
poiotc  they  might  agree  on,  and  little  as 
he  knew  of  finance,  he  knew  they  were 
Croe.  Fu^t,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer must  have  money.  They  had 
aa  increased  expenditure,  to  part  of  which 
tho  Opposition  urged  him.  He  (Colonel 
Lock  wood)  was  proud  of  it.  This  ex- 
penditure most  he  at  present  met  by  extra 
taxation.  In  the  second  place,  they 
believed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  endeavour  to  raise  this  in 
the  fairest  manner  possible  and  in  such  a 
wij  that  no  industry  would  be  injured  by 
it  They  believed  that  all  should  bear  a 
fiir  share,  and  in  short  that  the  right  hon. 
Geotlemao  tried,  or  ought  to  try,  to  get 
M  near  the  equality  of  sacritice  as  he 
eooliL  That,  of  course,  would  be  ideal 
tixjUion  with  an  ideal  Chancellor  of  the 
Exeheqner.  But  some  gentlemen  oppo- 
ttte  sc«med  to  think  that  it  was  fair 
•od  sufficient  to  say,  **  If  a  man  is  rich 
Aod  there  must  be  extra  taxes — tax 
hia.**  But  they  knew  that  if  this  method 
were  carried  too  far  they  would  over- 
reach them.  Undue  taxation  upon  one 
dMi  woakl  react  upon  others.  Up  to 
1880  a  Malt  Tax,  or  redly  a  Barley 
Tax,  waa  paid  on  malt  made  and  levied 
«  the  maltings.  This  tax,  y^ith  the 
hrvwer^s  licence,  amounted  to  22s.  per 
gutter,  being  thus  levied  on  material.  A 
qtarter  of  barley  paid  a  set  duty  of  what 
would  be  to  the  brewer.  One 
of  Engltah  barley  yielded  84  lbs. 
if  extradt  and  paid  a  doty  of  22s.,  at 
lbs  rate  of  about  8d.  per  lb. ;  whereas 
•  quarter  of  foreign  barley  yielded 
Tt  Jbt.  of  extraet,  and  paid  a  duty  of 
Sl,  at  the  rate  of  SkL  This  was  equal 
iita^xtrm  doty  a!  dt«  6d.  per  quarter 
«■  the  poorer  prodncing  or  foreign 
bvley,  and  actej  as  a  aort  of  Proteetioo 
Dity  to  the  Eogiiab  or  better  prodoeing 
bvtey.  In  Joiiai  1867,  came  the  Select 
fminitlnn  to  ioqinre  into  the  operation 
«f  the  Mmh  Tax.  No  doubt  agricnl- 
iwista  tboaght  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax 
weald  bo  Imefieial  to  them*  In  July, 
1808,  tiM  Committee  reported  that  they 
WHeved  that  repeal  or  redoctton  of  the 
Malt  Tax  would  lead  to  an  increase  in  the 
iwwiMiipcioa  of  malt  and  to  an  increase  in 
the  glow  th  ol  barley  for  malting  pur« 
peeee,  aad  Ihas  benefit  agrionlture%  In 
l8Mtho  Member  for  Midlothian  repealed 
tho  Malt   Tax  and  tnbstitoted  a  Beer 


Duty,  and  he  said  in  effect  to  farmers, 
"  You  get  the  repeal  you  wanted."  To 
the  Inland  Revenue  he  said,  ^  You  will 
get  2s.  per  quarter  by  the  change."  To 
the  cries  of  the  brewers,  who  had  to  sub- 
mit to  an  extra  charge  of  28.  per  quarter, 
he  replied,  •*Do  not  weep,  you  are 
going  to  benefit  by  Free  Trade."  He 
said,  **  I'm  your  best  friend  ;  I  give  you 
a  free  mash  tub.  You  can  use  cheap 
foreign  grain,  or  rice,  or  maize."  He 
(Colonel  Lockwood)  confessed  he  re- 
gretted that  the  Chairman's  casting  vote 
carried  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee. 
It  had  been  satisfactorily  proved  that 
the  agricultural  party  were  wrong  in 
tbeir  estimate  and  forecast  of  the  efiect 
of  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax,  They 
had  hoped  that  the  importation  of  malt 
would  increase,  and  they  contended  that 
English  barley  would  always  fetch  more 
for  malting  purposes  than  foreign.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  however,  barley  has  de- 
creased in  price  ever  since.  The  prices 
realised  had  been  as  follows  : — In  1880, 
338.  Id.  per  quarter  ;  188o,30s.  Id.;  1890, 
288. 8d.;  1891,  28s. 2d. ;  1892,  26s. 2d.; 
1893,  25s.  7d.  Thus,  ever  since  1880, 
barley,  instead  of  holding  its  own,  and 
instead  of  being  used  in  greater  quanti- 
ties, had  rapidly  decreased  in  price. 
Again,  he  fouud  that  in  1880  3,150,000 
quarters  of  foreign  barley  were  imported, 
and  in  1890  6,149,000  quarters.  Not 
only  were  the  agricultural  party  wrong, 
but  the  late  Prmie  Minister  was  also 
wrong  in  his  forecast  of  the  future.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  held  exactly  the 
same  opinion — namely,  that  the  English 
farmer  had  nothing  to  fear  from  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  barley.     He  added— 

'*  We  hare  been  receiving  corn  from  abroad 
for  the  last  40  vears,  and  in  that  time  British 
r^Ticulture  has  tbrirea  under  Free  Trade  more 
laan  ever  before.** 

The  present  propoeal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  raise  the  duty  to 
278.  per  quarter,  and  as  that  would  ex- 
ceed the  value  of  barley^  what  waa  the 
outlook  of  those  who  grew  it  ?  Brewers 
said  that  they  would  not  pay  extra  tax  if 
they  could  help  it,  but  would  get  it  out  of 
consomers  by  giving  a  weaker  article. 
It  might,  perhaps,' be  said  that  that  would 
be  a  good  thing,  but  certainly  it 
would  'Hot  be  an  advantage  to 
the  farmers  in  his  constituency,  be- 
cause,  noluokiiy,  the  beer  would 
be  made  with  less  barley  and  more 
foreign   stuff.    The  brewer  would    uat 
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4  per  cent,  less  barley.  At  the  end  of 
the  year  he  would  have  left,  conser 
quently,  on  his  hands  a  proportionately 
laiger  stock.  Next  year  he  would  pur- 
chate  4  per  cent,  less,  and  thus  there 
would  be  a  fall  in  consumption  of  8  per 
cent.  He  believed  the  brewer  would 
sooner  use  barley  than  foreign  products 
if  they  could  do  so  at  a  fair  profit. 
Farmers  were  good  customers  to  them,  and 
large  sums  were  sunk  in  malting,  but 
this  extra  tax  would  force  them  into  the 
cheapest  market,  and  they  would  get  it 
out  of  the  producer  by  using  raw  grain 
and  7^  per  cent,  less  barley.  He  had 
seen  beer  made  in  that  way,  and  had  even 
tasted  it.  It  was  difficult  to  detect  the 
difference  between  that  liquor  and  beer 
brewed  from  English  barley,  but  it  was 
not  what  an  Englishman  asked  for,  and 
he  could  not  think  that  it  was  an  honest 
way  of  doing  business.  The  consumer 
expected  to  get  beer  made  from  the  ma- 
terials of  which  it  professed  to  be  made, 
and  he  did  not  wisli  to  have  it  brewed 
from  all  sorts  of  trash.  As  showing  the 
line  of  action  likely  to  be  taken  by  the 
brewers,  he  would  read  a  letter  he  had 
received  from  a  small  country  brewer. 
It  ran — 

"  I  am  pleased  to  gee  that  you  are  going  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Beer  Duty.  When  the 
head  of  ray  firm  returned  from  the  brewen* 
meeting,  he  said, '  Now,  brewer,  pat  on  yoar 
blinking  cap ;  my  capital  won*t  ttfnd  this  eitia 
6d.  It  has  to  be  found  somewhere,  and  you  most 
find  it/  The  result  it  we  no#"-rad  the  same 
length  from  a  20-qixarter  mash,  made  up  pre- 
viously as  follows:  16  quarters  Bng^ish 
malt|  8  quarters  slake  malt,  English  make, 
2  quarters  English  glucose.  The  present : 
10  quarters  (20  cwt.)  American  glucoee, 
4  quarters  English  malt,  3  quarters  Caliiomian, 
8  quarters  U.S.  slake  malt.  Who  gains? 
The  Revenue — proprietors  hold  their  own. 
Who  loses  7  The  English  farmer  I  His  malting 
barley  is  not  as  good  now  as  grinding  previous 
to  *80.  The  public  ales  brewed  on  the  old  style 
were  liquid  foods^muscle^making,  strength- 
giring.  The  nresent,  though  well  liked,  are 
alcoboUc  ;  the  little  unferme&ted  sugar  makes 
heat,  not  energy  ;  it  is  not  a  food.  Is  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  aware  that  be  is  driving 
the  staple  industry  from  the  country !  Brewers 
must  get  their  supplies  in  the  cheapest 
market" 

The  letter  concluded  with  remarks  which 

were  not  of  a  very  complimentary  nature, 

and  he  did  not  think  they  were  suited  to 

the  occasion,  so  he  would  not  read  tliem. 

But  let  them  consider  what  the  loss  in 

the  sale  of  barley  meant  to  the  farmer. 

The  duty  paid  by  brewers  on  bariey  up  to 

April,    1894,     represented    ^9,500,000. 

Ubis,  at  ibrcd  barrels  to  €1,  represented 

Colonel  Locktcood 
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28,600,000  barrels.  Taking  four  barrels 
to  the  quarter,  a  reduced  consumption  of 
4  per  cent,  represented  284,000  quarters ; 
and  if  the  reduction  were  7^  per  cent,  it 
would  mean  532,000  less  quarters*  A  fall 
of  4  per  cent.,  therefore,  involved  a  loss 
of  £355,000,  and  of  7^  per  cent,  a  loss  of 
£665,000  on  one  industry.  Could  they 
view  such  a  loss  to  the  British  farmer 
with  equanimity  ?  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  say  that  barley  was 
not  used  for  malting  alone..  That  was 
so ;  but  the  difference  in  the  price  of 
malting  barley  and  grinding  barley 
worked  out  at  7s.  per  quarter,  which 
meant  his  rent  per  annum.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  put  the  case  of  his  con- 
stituents fairly,  although  perhaps  he  had 
done  so  inadequately,  before  the  House^ 
and  he  was  sure  hon.  Men^bers  would  not 
wonder  that  the  farmers  viewed  with 
alarm  any  increase  of  taxation  on  their 
products  and  on  an  industry  already  sa 
seriously  crippled.  Surejy  a  House 
famed  throughout  the  world  for  ita 
generous  instincts  would  endeavour  to 
assist  the  weak  and  would  hesitate  before 
imposing  this  additional  tax  on  this  in- 
dustry. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  line 
36,  to  leave  out  the  word  ^  sixpence,"^ 
and  insert  the  word  "threepence."— 
(^Colonel  Loekwood,) 

Question  proposed,  ^That  the  wordt 
'  sixpence  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  heard 
with  satisfaction  the  pleasant  and  able 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  ^ 
but  he  must  forgive  me  for  declining  to 
regard  him  as  the  real  mover  in  thia 
matter.  He  has  oome  forward  to  repre^ 
sent  an  industry,  but  the  real  mover 
is  the  hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon,  who 
sits  bdiind  him,  and  who,  on  the  firai 
occasion,  appeared  on  the  scene  as  the 
opponent  of  any  tax  on  beer.  I  thinks 
consistently  with  the  coorae  taken  throngh 
these  Debates,  it  is  always  the  persoo 
affected  who  is  interested  in  somebody 
else.  The  millionaire  doea  not  oare  for 
himself.  It  is  the  poor  widorw  and 
her  small  annuity  that  he  cares  for* 
That  is  alwaya  the  oaae.  The  great 
Unded  proprietor  with  his  palace  and 
pleasure  grounds  doea  not  eare  for 
himself.  It  is  only  the  poor  labourer 
that  he  cares  for.  And  so  with  the 
brewer  and  distiUer.  They  do  not  eare 
^  for  tbemselres.     They  are  far  tde  dia^ 
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imcrwted  for  that.     Tbeir  feeliu^  is  en- 
tir^j  for  the  f Armor  and  the  agriculturist. 
It  w  extraordinarj'  the  difiinterested  poiut 
of  riew  from  which  every  iuterest  regards 
the  tmx  that  affects  them.     It  is  a  re- 
markahle  fact  also  that  the  lauded  in- 
terost  is  determtoed,  whatever  else  hap- 
pem,  it  shall  not  he  taxed.     The  whole 
Of>pooitioQ    has   come  from   the   landed 
iaterest.     The  main  part  of  the  Estate 
D«tT — abont   five-sixths — will   be  paid 
bj   persoDaltj,   but   personalty  has   not 
app«ttred  to  refuse  to  bear  its  share.    We 
tome  to  the  next  tax — the  tax  upon  beer 
tad  spiritA— and  the  landed  interest  again 
eooplatn   that   they   will   bo   indirectly 
tffteted  by  that  tax.     It  is  clear,  there- 
lorr,  that  whatever  tax  is  imposed  the  claim 
k  always  pot  forward  by  the  landed  in- 
terest that  their  contribution  ought  to  be 
diiereot  from  that  of  other  people.    The 
hon.  Member*s  object — and  it  is  a  legiti- 
■ate  object  if  he  can  accomplish  it — is 
thai   beer  shall   be  brewed  exclusively 
fram  malt  and  hops.     Will  he  get  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon  to  support 
that  riew  ?     I  would  like  to  know  what 
the  brewers  are  going  to  say  to  that  pro- 
posaL      Are  they   going  to  accept   the 
4oelrtoe  that  beer  is  to  be  brewed  only 
Craa  malt  and  hops  ?  because  the  fact  is, 
ss  I  shall  be  able  to  show,  that  enormous 
ptofiu  have  been  made,  quite  apart  from 
tkk  terrible  Budget,  from  beer  brewed 
from  very  different  things  than  malt  and 
hops.     Bat  there  will  be  an  opportunity 
mitr  a  future  cbrase,  on  an  Amendment 
hf  the  hon.  Member  for  the   Sudbury 
Dirisioo  of  Suffolk,  of  inviting  brewers 
Is  vole  in  favour  of  a  proposition  that  the 
shall   be  remitted  in  the  case  of  all 
brewed  exclusively  from  malt  and 
The   brewers  will   lose  a  great 
4sal   more   than  they    will   gain   under 
this   proposal.     We   have  the  informa- 
tisa   given    upon    the    subject    by    the 
hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon.     He  says 
vsrj   caodidly  that  this  tax  would  not 
hU  opoo  the   brewer.     Why,  then,  do 
tW  brewers  object  ?     Why    are    these 
aeetiogs    of    brewers     and     publicans 
gadMTed    together    up    and   down    the 
«o«otry  to  agitate  against  this  tax  ?     Is 
it  10  order  that  they  might  preach  the 
gospel  of  pure  beer,  brewed  exclusively 
from  malt  and  hops  ?     We  have  a  little 
light  oo  this  point,  because  it  is  not  for 
the  ftrst  time  that  beer  has  been  brewed 
from  materials  other  than  malt  and  hops. 
Why  were  not  all  these  meetings  called 


before  to  protect  the  unfortunate  agri- 
cultural interest  from  the  evil  practice  of 
oppressed  brewers  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wimbledon  says  that  in  the  year  1876, 
while  58,000,000  bushels  of  malt  were 
used  in  brewing,  820,000  cwt.  of  sugar 
were  used  ;  in  1880,  while  there  were 
55,850,000  bushels  of  malt  used,  1 , 1 46,434 
cwt.  of  sugar  were  used ;  in  1887,  the 
number  of  bushels  of  malt  used 
sank  to  52,319,000,  whereas  the 
number  of  cwts.  of  sugar  used  rose  to 
1,465,000;  and  in  1893,  the  malt  used 
was  55,655,000  bushels,  and  the  sugar 
2,122,000  cwt.  During  all  this  time  the 
brewers  have  been  using  less  and  less 
malt  and  more  and  more  sugar,  and  why  ? 
Because  it  pays  them  better— a  most 
sensible  reason.  I  do  not  object  to  that 
for  a  moment ;  but  if  the  hon.  and 
galUnt  Gentleman  who  has  moved  the 
Amendment  thinks  that  the  brewers  are 
going  to  use  malt  when  using  sugar  pays 
them  better,  he  is  more  innocent  than  I 
took  him  to  be.  [Colonel  Lockwood  :  I 
am.]  He  says  the  breWers  are  longing  to 
use  barley  if  they  can  only  get  it  at  a 
fair  price.  They  have  got  barley  at 
half  the  price  which  they  paid  b^ore, 
but  nevertheless  they  use  less  and 
less  barley,  and  more  and  more 
sugar.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wim- 
bl^on  says  that  his  own  barley  buyer  in 
Norfolk  has  bought  the  best  barley  in 
the  same  market  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  from  the  figures  he  finds  that  in 
1876  the  average  price  of  the  best 
malting  barley  was  45s.  6d. ;  in  1880 
it  was  42s.  lOd. ;  in  1887,  34s.;  and 
in  1893  it  went  as  low  as  288.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon,  who  can 
get  now  the  same  barley  for  288.  as 
he  had  to  pay  45s.  6d.  for  in  1876,  uses 
twice  as  much  sugar  as  ho  did  when 
barley  was  so  cheap.  Yet  the  hou. 
Member  for  Sudbury  thinks  that  the 
brewers  are  anxious  to  use  the  best 
barley,  and  that  if  only  they  are  spared 
the  3d.  they  will  use  nothing  else. 
Before  this  Budget  was  introduced  the 
hon.  Member  said  that  at  the  Institute  of 
Brewing  it  was  decided  that  10  per  cent, 
of  raw  grain  could  be  used  in  brewing 
without  spoiling  the  article,  and  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  testifies  to  that  him- 
self, for  he  tasted  and  found  that  the 
bear  was  just  as  good.  Does  the  hon. 
Member  really  believe  that  the  brewer 
who  can  brew  just  as  good  beer  at  a 
greatly  less  price   is  going  to  brew  it 
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from  much  more  expeosive  materials 
simply  iD  order  to  eDCOurage  the  barley 
growers  ?  Sic  noius  fJlixes  t  He  must 
have  a  very  imperfect  acquaintaDce  with 
brewers.  Therefore,  the  ootion  that  the 
brewers  are  the  real  patrons  of  the 
growers  of  pure  barley  is  one  of  those 
fictions  which  do  not  correspond  to  the 
facts  with  which  we  are  acquainted.  I 
do  not  wish  to  speak  disrespectfully  of 
the  trade.  They  are  very  good  customers 
of  the  Department  over  which  I  preside  ; 
but  I  am  very  glad  to  think  that  these 
customers  are  in  a  very  flourishing  con- 
dition, and  that  the  grievance  of  a  6d. 
duty  will  not  be  disastrous.  I  do  not 
understand  why  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  makes  two  bites  at  a  cherry.  If 
he  is  really  in  favour  of  English  malt, 
why  does  he  allow  3d.  to  be  put  on 
instead  of  6d.  ?  He  did  not  explain 
that.  It  is  a  very  curious  part  of  his 
argument  on  which  he  throws  no  light. 
In  imposing  heavy  taxes  you  must  see 
that  they  are  drawn  with  the  least  hard- 
ship to  those  who  pay  them.  If  you  get 
money  by  taxation  of  this  kind,  is  there 
any  comtnodity  upon  which  you  can 
more  fairly  raise  it  than  beer  and  spirits  ? 
If  you  were  to  succeed  in  the  course  you 
are  taking,  the  consequence  is  certain 
that  hereafter  you  would  have  in  this 
country  nothing  but  direct  taxation.  If 
you  refuse  to  tax  beer  and  spirits,  there 
is  no  other  means  of  making  provision 
for  the  great  and  growing  expenditure  of 
this  country  than  direct  taxation.  If  you 
refuse  to-night  to  raise  the  money 
required  by  means  of  this  tax  on 
beer  and  spirits,  to-morrow  you 
must  put  it  on  the  Income  Tax. 
I  am  sufficiently  old-fashioned  in  my 
financial  notions,  acquired  in  the  school 
in  which  I  have  been  bred,  to  make  a 
proposal  for  increasing  direct  taxation 
accompanied  by  the  taxation  upon  beer 
and  spirits.  Can  the  interests  afiected 
afford  to  bear  this  taxation  ?  On  a 
former  occasion  I  gave  some  Returns.  I 
will  give  some  of  the  figures  again.  In 
1884*5  the  number  of  assessments  to 
the  Income  Tax  from  brewers  was  2,446, 
and  the  whole  of  tlieir  profits  assessed 
amounted  to  £6,316,000.  Ten  years 
later  the  number  of  brewers  assessed  for 
Income  Tax  was  2,271,  showing  that 
the  smaller  brewers  were  being  more  and 
more  absorbed  by  the  great  concerns, 
while  the  amount  of  assessed  profits  was 
£10,177,000,  showing  an  increase  of  60 
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per  cent,  in  the  profits  of  the  brewing 
trade  during  those  10  years.  But  the 
general  profits  of  trade  under  Schedule 
(B)  increased, during  the  same  period,  only 
13  per  cent.  In  looking  to  see  what 
trade  is  able  to  bear  a  moderate  inoreaae 
of  taxation,  is  it  right,  or  is  it  not  right> 
to  lay  the  increase  upon  that  trade  which 
shows  an  increase  in  profits  amounting  to 
60  per  cent.,  as  compared  with  the 
general  trade  which  shows  an  increase  of 
13  per  cent.  ? 

*Mr.  BONSOB  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  that  there  are  2,274 
brewers  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  the 
number  of  assessments.  That,  I  say.  Is 
a  question  worthy  of  our  consideratioo* 
I  have  given  these  figures,  but  I  will 
give  some  others.  In  1882  the  number 
of  barrels  of  beer  was  27,298,000,  while 
in  1889  it  was  28,064,00^.  That  was 
the  year  before  the  alteration  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memb^ 
for  St.  George's,  which  was  equivalent 
to  a  duty  of  3d.  Has  the  trade  fallen 
off*  since  then  ?  Last  year,  which  was 
a  period  of  extreme  depression  in 
trade,  the  number  of  barrels  wa» 
30,560,000,  equal  to  an  increase  of  nearly 
10  per  cent,  over  the  consumption  of 
1889.  Why  is  it  that  this  trade  has 
made  such  a  great  advance  ?  The  year 
1893  was,  as  I  noted  in  my  Budget 
spciech,  one  of  the  most  disastrous  yeara 
we  have  experienced,  owing  to  strikea 
and  various  disturbing  causes ;  yet  in 
that  year  there  was  the  largest  amount 
ever  known  of  beer  consumed  in  this 
country,  producing  an  increased  duty  of 
£80,000.  What,  Sir,  is  the  reason  for 
this  enormous  growth  of  the  trade  ?  I 
also  gave  some  figures  before  as  to  the 
fall  in  price  of  materials  used  in  the 
brewing  trail e,  to  which  I  will  refer 
again.  That  fall  is  of  a  most  remarkable 
character,  and,  if  thought  necessary,  I 
will  give  the  figures  again.  Without^ 
going  into  details  just  now,  I  may  state 
that  there  has  l)eeu  dnring  the  period 
referred  to— during  the  last  20  yeara — 
a  fall  of  something  like  30  per  cent, 
to  40  per  cent,  upon  all  the  articles 
used  in  brewing.  The  amount  of  duty  is  li 
small  thing  as  compared  with  the  cost 
of  materials,  and  the  great  fall  in  the 
price  of  materials  has  not,  moreover, 
been  met  by  a  corresponding  decrease  io 
the  price  to  the  consumer.  It  must, 
therefore,  have  gone  into  the  pockets  of 
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the  brewert.     They  have  need  oheapor 
materkU ;      their    okl    inateriAls     have 
beeooM  less  expensire ;  they  have  used 
Cfa§  sQbetitates  referred  to  by  the  boo. 
ileaiber  id  largely  increased  qoaDtitie^  ; 
while  all  the  old'  materials  have  fallen 
in  price ;  they  have  been  able  to  employ 
sew  materials  which   are  cheaper  still ; 
ami  the  result  of  all  this  has  been  that 
these  great  profits  have  been  made.  Well, 
Sir,  I  know  the  pressare  that   has  been 
put  apon  people  in  this  trade.     We  have 
hmrd  a  good  deal  aboot  boycotting ;  but 
of  all  the  boycotting  nothing  ha^  been  so 
wrere  as  that  wbieh  has  been  practised 
to  this  trade.  If  a  Parliamentary  Inquiry 
w«e  instituted  into  that,  it  would  reveal 
tame   remarkable    circumstances.       All 
ftnoM  have  not,  however,  taken    the 
view  that  this  is  a  ruinous  and  oppressive 
lu.  A  lett^  was  sent  to  me,  which  was 
pablished  in  April  last,  signed  by  Mr. 
M.  W.   Hodgson,  of   Messrs.  William 
BoUer  and  Co.  (Limited),  Wolverhampton, 
ii  which  he  stated  that  the  effect  of  the 
•ew  tax  to  the  consumer  would  be  but 
tnfling ;    that   it   was   not   sufficient  to 
■iset  the  retail  price  ;  and  stating  that, 
ii  the  main,  be  was  favourable  to  the 
Badiret   proposals;     and   Mr.  Hodgson 
MtA  that  he  thought  that  the  burden  of 
Mtd    taxation     which     \ias    rendered 
MosMary  to  meet  a  large  deficit  had  been 
^r  and  justly  distributed  ;  and  that, 
a  face  of  the  overwhelming  evidence  of 
tW  toereasing   popularity  of  beer  as  a 
wiooal  beverage,  it  was  hardly  possible 
lo  naintain  that  the  industry  of  brewing 
w  taxed  beyond  its  power.     What  a 
fitT  it  is  that  there  are  not  more  brewers 
vtth  ooorage  enongb  to  hold  language  of 
tkt  kind  I — the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool, for  example. 

Vft.  W.  LONG  was  understood  to  ask 
whr  he  was  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
^tlemau  ?  He  was  not  sure  whether 
^  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to 
•OBvey  that  he  (Mr.  Long)  represented 
<W  wealthy  brewers. 

SiK  H'.  HARCOURT  :  I  understood 
^  the  hou.  Member  had  some  conncc- 
<»o  with  the  brewing  industry. 

Ma.  W.  LONG  objected  to  being 
classed  among  brewers  making  large 
Profits, to  whom  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ud  been  alluding. 

Sia  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  does  not  belong  to  that  class  it  is, 
*  nippose,  becaose  he  considers  it  neces- 
"^t  in  the  po«>ition  which  he  holds,  to 


use  nothing  but  pure  malt  and  hops,  and 
under  those  oircumstanoes  he  may  not  find 
it  a  paying  concern.  But  perhaps  in 
future  be  will  follow  tbe  example  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon. 

•Mr.  BONSOR  :  I  hope  he  will.  I 
should  be  glad,  however,  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  tell  me  what 
it  is  he  says  I  do  uses. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  supposed, 
from  the  hon.  Member  telling  us  on  a 
former  occasion  all  about  tbe  substitutes 
employed  in  brewing,  that  be  employed 
them  himself. 

•Mr.  BONSOR  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going  to  tell 
him  what  it  was  that  his  firm  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  beer  besides  malt  and 
hops  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Is  the  hon. 
Member  prepared  to  tell  the  Committee 
that  neither  he  nor  any  other  brewers 
have  used  anything  in  the  manufacture 
of  beer  except  malt  and  bops  ?  If  he 
makes  such  a  statement  I  confess  that  it 
will  astonish  me  greatly. 

*Mr.  BONSOR:  I  can  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to-morrow  exactly  what 
my  firm  used  during  the  past  year,  but,  as 
far  I  know,  we  used  125,000  quarters  of 
malt,  and  a  quantity  of  sugar,  equivalent 
to  3,000  quarters. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Then  in  that 
case  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  figures 
that  the  hon.  Member  gave  us  to  show 
the  immense  increase  in  the  quantity  of 
sugar  used  in  brewing  ?  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  I  was  not  guilty  of  the 
impertinence  of  asking  him  to  state  what 
ingredients  he  uses  in  his  particular 
business.  I  was  merely  speaking  of  the 
immense  quantity  of  materials  other  than 
malt  and  hops  that  are  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  beer  by  the  trade  generally.  I 
may,  however,  point  out  that  the  Budget 
does  not  appear  to  have  injuriously 
affected  the  brewing  interest,  because  I 
observe  that  since  the  Budget  has  been 
introduced  the  price  of  shares  in  the 
great  Brewing  Companies  has  gone  up* 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  really  believes  that  the  price 
of  barley  has  gone  down  iu  consequence 
of  tbe  Budget  proposals  ? 

Mr.  BONSOR  :  AU  I  can  say  is,  that 
barley  was  quoted  a  fortnight  ago 
cheaper  than  it  has  ever  been  before. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  And  so  was 
wheat.  I  may  tell  the  hon.  Member 
that  of    late   all   grains    have    become 
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cheaper,  and  that  of  all  of  them  barley 
has  fallen  the  least  in  price.  We  know 
why  the  price  of  grains  generally  has 
fallen ;  it  is  because  of  the  importation 
of  foreign  grain.  A  great  quantity  of 
Russian  barley  has  been  coming  into  the 
country,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  the 
price  of  the  commodity  has  fallen,  and  not 
because  of  the  Budget  proposals.  It  is, 
indeed,  the  fact  that  the  price  of  barley 
would  have  fallen  eren  lower  had  it  not 
been  for  the  fact  of  great  consumption  of 
it  in  the  manufacture  of  beer.  There- 
fore, the  assertion  that  the  price  of 
barley  has  fallen  in  consequence  of  the 
proposal  to  place  an  additional  duty  of 
6d.  a  barrel  upon  beer  is  without  founda- 
tion. I  think  that,  upon  the  whole,  the 
Committee  will  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  is  no  inability  on  the  part  of 
the  brewing  trade  to  b^  this  moderate 
increased  taxation  of  6d.  upon  36  gallons, 
which  amounts  to  144  quarts  of  beer. 
That  was  a  point  that  was  strongly 
dwelt  upon  by  the  ex-Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whom  I  am  sorry  not  to  see 
in  his  place  just  now,  when  he  imposed 
an  additional  duty  upon  beer,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  it  can  be  contended  that 
the  additional  duty  which  I  am  asking 
the  Committee  to  assent  to  is  an  oppres- 
sive one.  I  desire  to  ask  hon.  Members 
opposite  what  course  they  propose  to 
take  in  reference  to  this  question  ?  and  I 
especially  put  that  question  to  those 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  been  re- 
sponsible in  the  past,  and  who  may  be 
responsible  again  in  the  future,  for  the 
finances  of  this  country.  Are  they  going 
to-night  to  take  a  course  that  will  cut 
them  off  in  the  future  from  the  right  to 
increase  the  duty  upon  beer,  even  if  the 
finances  of  the  country  require  that  they 
should  do  so  ?  This  is  a  point  upon 
which  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  an 
answer  from  hon.  Members  opposite  be- 
fore wo  go  to  a  Division.  If  you  are 
going  to  impose  this  increased  duty  upon 
beer,  you  will  do  so  not  because  you  object 
to  an  increased  duty  uf  on  beer,  but  be- 
cause you  think  that  if  you  can  get  a 
majority  you  will  be  able  to  displace  the 
Gk)vernment.  That  is  your  object,  under 
whatever  guise  or  disguise  yon  may  seek 
to  conceal  it.  That  is  your  object  ;  but 
look  at  the  consequences  W  such  a 
course  of  action  to  yourselves  I  By  taking 
such  a  course  you  will  be  debarring  your- 
selves in  the  fntivef  rom  increasing  the  duty 
upon  excisable   articles    whenever    the 
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necessities  of  the  defence  of  the  country 
require  that  you  should  do  so.  That  is 
the  position  in  which,  for  factious  pur- 
poses, the  Conservative  Party  is  going  to 
place  itself  in  the  eyes  of  the  country. 
Whether  that  will  redound  to  ito  credit 
or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  I  have,  at  all 
events,  ventured  to  tell  hon.  Members 
opposite  what  the  consequences  of  their 
proposed  action  will  be.  If  they  now 
refuse  to  place  additional  taxation  upon 
beer  and  spirits,  they  will  lay  down  the 
principle  that  in  future  the  whole  addi- 
tional Revenue  of  this  country  is  to  be 
raised  by  direct  taxation,  and  I  ask  them 
whether  it  is  worth  while,  in  order  to 
obtain  a  monnentary  and  a  temporary 
advantage,  to.  establish  such  a  principle 
of  finance  for  the  future.  We,  on  the 
contrary,  have  proposed  what  we  believe 
to  be  a  fair  system  under  which  the 
pressure  of  taxation  will  be  equally  dis- 
tributed. The  money  that  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  raise  most  be  obtained 
somehow,  and  where  are  you  going  to 
find  it  ?  By  striking  off  2d.  from  the 
beer  and  Sd.  from  |]be  spirits,  you  will 
render  the  National  Exchequer  insolvent 
by  some  £600,000  or  £700,000.  You 
have  already  voted  an  additional  expen- 
diture of  £4,000,000  upon  the  Navy,  and 
are  you  now  going  to  make  this  country 
appear  before  the  world  as  an  insolvent 
nation  which  is  not  prepared  to  meet  its 
liabilities  ?  I  ask  again  whether  you, 
who  have  been  responsible  for  the 
government  of  this  country,  and  who 
may  very  soon  be  responsible  for  it  again, 
are  willing  to  go  before  your  countrymen 
with  this  shabby  insolvency  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  brewers  and  the  publicans, 
and  with  the  farcical  pretence  of  the 
effect  of  our  proposals  upon  the  price  of 
barley  and  malt,  and  say  to  them,  **  When 
it  was  our  duty  to  provide  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  country,  we  struck  off 
2d.  from  the  beer  and  Sd.  from  the  spirits, 
and  left  a  deficit  in  the  national  finances 
in  the  face  of  a  demand  for  an  increase 
in  the  defences  of  the  country  **  ? 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,Ecclesall)  said,  he  was  sure  that 
all  who  had  heard  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Essex 
(Colonel  Lock  wood),  who  introduced 
this  Motion,  would  have  recognised  in  it 
a  moderation  and  a  fairness  which  were 
in  most  striking  contrast  with  the  speech 
in  which  the  Chancellor  oi  the  Exchequer 
attempted  to  answer  it.     He  ventured  to 
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0aj,  that  of  all  the  extraordiiiary  ano- 
malies  and  paradoxes^-*-— 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
said,  he  was  sayinir  that  of  all  the  extraor- 
dinary  pundoxes^and  anomalies  which 
coold  be  presented  to  this  House  and 
the  countrj,  the  fact  that  the  Grovern- 
ment  who  were  responsible  for  the  Local 
Option  Bill  shoald  trj  to  make  up  their 
deficiency  ont  of  the  drink  of  the 
people,  stood  foremost.  He  saw  oppo- 
site to  him  one  at  least  of  the  promi- 
nent representatives  of  the  teetotal 
movement  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  and  he 
ventured  to  remind  that  hon.  Gentleman 
and  others  who  held  his  views  of  the 
enormous  interests  which  were  at  stake 
in  the  trade  which  they  were  so  fond  of 
attacking,  and  against  which  the  present 
duty  was  principally  aimed.  This  trade 
paid  £33,000,000  towards  the  taxation 
of  this  country,  which  was  nearly  one- 
third  of  the  enormous  Budget  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  nearly  enough  to  meet 
the  expenses  of  the  Army  and  Navy  to- 
gether. That  sum  was  derived  by  the 
Excise  from  taxation  on  beer,  spirits,  and 
winOi  The  malt  and  corn  used  in  brew- 
ing amounted  to  no  less  than  70,000,000 
of  bushels ;  there  were  no  less  than 
2,250,000  acres  of  barley  under  cultivation, 
and  600,000  acres  of  hops,  and  the  trade 
gave  the  means  of  maintenance  to  no  less 
than  2,000,000  of  people.  Could  anything, 
in  view  of  these  facts,  be  more  absurd 
than  the  attacks  made  upon  the  brewing 
and  licensed  trades  ?  No  doubt  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  temperance  interests 
would  try  and  justify  the  extra  duty  on 
the  ground  that  the  consumption  of  these 
liquors  was  injurious  to  mankind.  He 
disputed  that  altogether.  Of  all  the  in- 
temperate people  in  the  world,  give  him 
the  advocates  of  temperance.  The  most 
intemperate  and  most  foolish  people  in 
the  world  were  the  teetotal  party  of  this 
country.  To  suppose  for  a  moment  that 
these  excellent  ^products  would  have  been 
provided  by  Providence  and  not  meant 
for  human  consumption  was  so  absurd 
as  to  require  no  refutation.  The  true 
theory  of  temperance  was  moderation  in 
the  use  of  wine  and  beer.  Moderation 
was  most  desirable  ;  but  to  say  that  they 
should  be  entirely  eschewed  and  de- 
stroyed was  an  utter  absurdity.     Well, 


the  Budget  proposed  to  place  consider- 
able extra  tai^ation  on  beer  and  spirits — ' 
an  increase  amounting  to  8  per  cent,  in  the 
case  of  beer ;  but  he  maintained  that  the 
trade  was  already  as  heavily  taxed  as  it 
ought  to  be.  The  Government  declined  to 
increase  the  taxation  on  wine,  which  was 
entirely  a  foreign  product,  whilst  they 
proposed  to  increase  that  on  beer  and 
spirits,  which  were  almost  entirely  Eng- 
lish productions.  At  the  last  Election 
the  Radical  Party  issued  leaflets,  showing 
that  the  poor  man^s  articles  of  consump- 
tion— amongst  which  was  beer — ^were 
taxed  much  more  heavily  than  the  rich 
man*s  wine.  That  was  one  of  their 
stock  cries  to  the  electors,  especially  in 
the  agricultural  districts.  They  heard  no 
more  of  that  now.  The  poor  man's  beer 
was  now  to  bear  the  brunt  of  the  extra 
taxation,  and  the  rich  man's  wine  wtfsto 
go  free,  and  why  ?  Because  the  results 
of  the  taxation  upon  wine  proved  to  the 
Exchequer  that  it  was  impossible  that 
wine  could  be  more  heavily  taxed,  and 
yet  wine  only  paid  8  per  cent.,  while 
beer  under  the  new  duty  would  pay  at 
least  15  percent.  He  commended  that  to 
Radical  wirepullers  and  electioneering 
agents.  Those  who  appealed  to  the 
country  at  the  last  Election  on  the 
ground  that  the  poor  man's  articles  were 
excessively  taxed  were  now  going  to  in- 
crease the  tax  on  beer.  It  was  singular 
and  remarkable  that  new  taxation  upon 
articles  of  drink  consumed  by  the  poor 
compared  with  the  articles  of  drink 
consumed  by  the  rich,  was  as  15  to  8 
per  cent.  He  had  taken  some  ex- 
tracts from  The  Fifiancial  Reform 
Almanacky  and  that  publication  dealt 
with  this  matter  practically ;  and  he 
found  that  eminent  Radical  authority 
stated  out  of  every  Is.  expended,  the 
consumers  paid  in  taxation  upon  cocoa 
lid.,  upon  coffee  2^d.,  currants  3^., 
raisins  2|d.,  tea  3d.,  spirits  8^.,  and 
tobacco  9|d. ;  and  making  a  calculation, 
which  the  almanack  omitted,  he  estimated 
that  every  consumer  of  beer  paid  from 
4d.  to  5d.  out  of  every  Is.  in  taxation. 
He  thought  these  facts  showed  that  the 
Radical  Party  were  now  not  taxing  the 
rich  brewer  or  rich  man,  but  were  prac- 
tically imposing  the  extra  taxation  on 
the  poor  man.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Essex  (Colonel  Lock  wood) 
had  said  that  the  tax  would  not  fall 
largely  on  the  consumer,  unless  there  was 
adulteration,  or  on  the  brewer,  but  mainly 
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on  the  agricultural  ioterest.  He  did  not 
altogether  agree  with  hie  hon.  FrioDd. 
He  believed  it  woald  fall  oooBiderably  oo 
the  coDSUBier,  because  although  he  did 
not  believe  the  price  of  beer  would  be 
raised,  yet  it  was  highly  probable  that  the 
coDsnmer  would  get  an  inferior  article. 
[SirW.LAWsoNiHear^hear!]  Hedidnot 
quite  see  the  pobt  of  that  cheer.  If  the 
producer  was  driven  to  the  use  of  inferior 
articles  by  unjust  extra  taxation  he  did 
not  think  it  was  a  matter  for  exultation 
on  the  part  of  the  so-called  advocates 
of  temperance,  who  were  encouraging 
this  extra  tax.  That  could  be  the  only 
raison  d*etre  of  the  cheer  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Cockermouth 
(Sir  W.  Liawson).  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  showed  that  the  Malt  Tax  up  to 
1880  amounted  to  22s.  a  quarter  on 
barley,  but  under  the  proposed  increased 
dnty  the  tax  per  quarter  upon  barley 
would  amount  to  between  27s.  and  28s. 
per  quarter.  The  price  of  barley  now 
was  between  25s.  and  26s.  per  quarter, 
and  it  was  therefore  perfectly  clear  that 
the  duty  under  this  Budget  upon  barley 
would  amount  to  a  tax  of  over  100  per 
cent,  on  its  cost  price.  However  much  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  see 
fit  to  rally  the  brewers,  justly  or  unjustly, 
on  the  use  of  foreign  produce,  it  was  per- 
fectly certain  that,  if  they  thus  increased 
the  taxation  on  English  barley,  they 
would  drive  it  out  of  use,  and  encourage 
the  use  of  such  foreign  products  as  rice, 
sugar,maize,  and  other  articles  in  the  manu- 
facture of  beer,  the  use  of  which  would  not 
benefit  the  English  agriculturist.  He 
well  remembered  when  the  late  Prime 
Minister  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  introduced  his 
Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax 
and  substituting  a  direct  tax  upon 
l)eer  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dealt,  that  he  gloated  —  \^LaughUr] 
— he  gloated  with  rhetorical  satisfaction 
— {^Laughter,']  The  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  treated  that  with  ridicule  were  not 
in  the  House  at  the  time  and  did  not 
remember  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  be  did,  and  he  remembered 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt 
with  the  utmost  satisfaction  upon  the 
fact  that  rice,  maise,  »ugar,  and  other 
foreign  articles  would  soon  be  use<l  in 
making  beer.  If  that  ro^ult  had  come 
about  it  had  certainly  not  been  for  the 
benefit  of  agriculture.  That  dpti-English 
policy   was  being  further  developed  in 
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the  present  Budget.  The  Chanceik>r  of  the 
Exchequer  had  just  given  them  one  of  his 
well-worn    speeches,   which    were  now 
like  old  jqkes,  exhausted  chestnuts.    The 
right  hon.    Gentleman    denounced    the 
landed  interest  and  said,  ^  You  tell  us  on 
every  occasion  that  taxation  is  to  ^11  too 
heavily  on  land  and  that  is  all  you  can 
say."     They  had  heard  that  speech  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  over  and 
over  again,   €ui   nauseam.       The   right 
hon.  G^tleman  ventured  upon  a  personal 
attack     on      the     hon.     Member    tor 
Wimbledon  (Mr.Bonsor)and  the  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.   W.  Long),  and  in 
regard  to  both  those  hon.  Gentlemen  he 
was   practically    obliged    to    withdraw 
his  observations.  The  Member  for  Wim- 
bledon got  up  and  informed  him  that  in 
his  brewery,  at  all  events,  the  proportion 
of  English   products    was    enormous — 
namely,  some  125,000  quarters  of  barley 
to    some  3,000  cwt.  of  sugar.      [Mr. 
BoNSOR  :  No,  malt.]       At  all  events, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  a  great  proper^ 
tion  of  that  malt  was  of  English  growth. 
His  hon.  Friend,  no  doubt,  wished  to  be 
strictly  accurate,  and  therefore  corrected 
him  as  to  the  exact  words  used.  TheChan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  treated  them 
to  one  of  his  well-known  tirades  against 
the  landed  interest,  but  the  sort  of  reply 
which  be  had  made  to  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Essex 
was  mere  bunkum.  Then  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  talked  about  the 
^^  monopoly  of  the  liquor  traffic,"  but  he 
should  like  to  ask  him  what  that  meant  ? 
Such   a  declaration   had  no  intelligent 
meaning   at   all.     There   was   no    such 
thing   as   a   **  monopoly   of    the   liquor 
traffic.'^       Any  man  who  could  obtain  a 
licence  could  go  into  the  liqoor  trade^ 
and    that   trade    was    not    confined    to 
any  class  of  persons.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  remark  was  one  of  those  vain 
and  wild  phrases  in  which  he  trequentlj 
indulged.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
also  ulked  about  *^  a  shabby  insolvency/* 
if  thev  refused  this  dutv,  but  that  was 
another  remark  which  was  devoid  of  mean- 
ing or  intelligence.      The  Conservative 
Party  were  in  power  six  years,  but  there 
was  no  talk  of  insolvency  then.  They  re- 
duced taxation  all  round  whilst  raisin^^ 
the  Navy  to  a  high  point  of  efficiency. 
Lord  Salisbury's    Government    lowered 
the    Income   Tax,   the  duties   on    tea^ 
tobacco,  and  small  houses.      They  prac- 
tically  reduced  the   National   Debt    by 
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£100,000/)00,  besides  making  great  cou- 
tributioDS    in   relief    of   local   taxation. 
There  was  no  more  intelligence  in  taunt- 
ing the  Conservatives  with  "  shabby  in- 
solvency "  than  there  was  in  his  observa- 
tion about  the  liquor  .monopoly «  Then  the 
Chancellor   of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  price  of  the    products   used   iu  the 
manufacture  of  beer  had  fallen    40  per 
cent,  during  the  past  20  years,  and  he 
said  that  the  brewers    had  gained  that 
40     per    cent.,     but    he    doubted    the 
accuracy  of  the  40  per  ceiit.  reduction  ; 
did    he    forget    that    the    expenses   of 
the  brewing  trade  must  have  increased 
in   that    time  ?      Wages    were    higher, 
buildings  were  more  expensive,  and  the 
cost  of  horses,  and  so  forth,  had  largely 
increased.       But  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ignored  all  this,  and  calmly 
told  them  that  the  diminished  cost  must 
have   gone    into    the   brewers^  pockets. 
He  ventured  to  disbelieve  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  he  believed  that  the  infor- 
mation given  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  been  incorrect.      Now, 
with,  regard    to    this    extra   duty,    the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  concluded 
his  argument  with  a  statement  that  the 
brewing  interest  was  best  able  to  bear 
this  impost,  and   he   gave  some  figures 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon 
pricked    by    a   single   remark.       There 
were  10,000    brewers    in    this    country, 
whereas,  according  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the    Exchequer,  only  some  2,275  were 
assessed    to   the   Income   Tax.      What 
became  of  the  other  7,500  ?     Was  it  to 
be  assumed  that    they  paid   no  Income 
Tax  whatever  ?       The    figures    of   the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    were    evidently 
of  a  very  peculiar  and  select  character, 
and  no  fair    argument  could  be    based 
upon  them.      But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  give  them  some  other   figures 
with  which  they  were  able  to  deal.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that  the 
barrels   of   beer   brewed    in    1882  were 
27,298,000    barrels,    or    that    was   the 
number     on      which      the     tax       was 
paid,    whereas,     in .   1893    there    were 
30,000,000        barrels,       or       an       in- 
crease    of     about     2,300,000     barrels. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
altogether  left  out  of  calculation  the  fact 
that  in  these  12  years  there  had  been  an 
increase  in  the  population  which  bore  a 
greater  ratio  than  the  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  beer,  so  that  he  did   not  see 
the  relevancy  of   the   argument   of  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman.     There  could  not 
be  the  slightest  doubt  that  this  duty 
would  fall  very  heavily  upon  theagricuV 
tural   interests.     Whether    the    brewers 
used  more  foreigu  articles  such  as  rice, 
maize,   and  sugar,   than   they   formerly 
used  did  not  affect  the  ^gument.     The 
brewers  might  be  wrong  in  the  articles 
they  used,   but  at  the  same  time   the 
agricultural  interests  might  be  seriously 
damnified  by  the  extra  taxation  imposed 
by   the   Government.     If   they  put    an 
extra     duty    of     2s.     per     quarter     on 
English  barley  it  would  tend   to   drive 
English    barley    out    of     the     field    as 
compared   with  foreign   barley   and    as 
compared    with    the  cheaper    products, 
such    as   rice,  maize,   sugar,   aud   other 
articles.     Therefore,  just  as  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  imposing  an  enormous 
Estate  Duty  upon  land  would  undoubtedly 
injure  the  landed  interest,  the  farmer,  the 
labourer,  and   the  thousands  of  servants 
employed  about  the  great  houses  and  pro- 
perties of  this  country,  so  there  was  not 
a  doubt  that  by  this  extra  Beer   Duty 
they  were  imposing  a  heavy  extra  burden 
upon  the  English  agricultural  interest,  at 
a  time  when  that  interest  was  least  able 
to  bear  it.     The  argument  was  often  used 
that  this  duty  would  mainly  fall  upon 
the  wealthy  brewers.     No  doubt  it  might, 
to  a  certain  extent,  fall  on  brewers  who 
were  wealthy,  but  during  the   last  six 
years  a  very  great  revolution  had  come 
over  the  ownership  of  the  great  brewing 
properties  in   this   country.     The   great 
brewing   interest  was  no  longer  in  the 
hands    of    a    few    rich    men,    but  was 
held     by     thousands     and     scores     of 
thoiisands  of  small  shareholders  through- 
out       the       country.       The       interest 
paid    upon    the    brewing     capital    waa 
nothing  like  the  enormous  proportion  it 
had  been  represented  to  be.     He  believed 
the    most   accurate   figures  would  show 
that  the  return  on  the  capital  invested  in 
breweries,  as  a  whole,  anjounted  to  less 
than  7  per  cent.      An  estimate  derived 
from  the  dividends  paid  'On  the  ordinary 
shares   must   be    most   fallacious.     The 
ordinary  shares  formed  a  very  small  pro- 
portion of  the  capital  in  breweries.     In 
estimating  the  average  amount  paid  upon 
brewing  capital  they  must  take  into  con- 
sideration the  debentures  and  preference 
shares.      Taking  all  these  interests  into 
calculation,  he  believed  it  could  be  shown 
that    the    average    return     to    brewing 
capital    was     very    little    over    6    per 
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cent.,  if  BO  much ;  and  that  was 
received  not  by  big  mooopolists,  but  bj 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  small  in- 
vestors throughout  the  country.  There- 
fore, if  this  tax  fell  upon  the  share- 
holders in  breweries,  it  fell  upon  the  small 
investors.  If  it  should  not  be  paid  by 
them,  but  by  the  consumer,  owing  to  the 
Adulteration  of  the  beer,  the  tax  would 
fall  upon  the  poor.  80  that  this  new 
tax  was  essentially  a  tax,  not  upon  the 
wealthier,  but  upon  the  middle  or  the 
working  classes.  He  had  a  Return 
of  21  English  railways  which  showed 
an  average  profit  of  4^  per  cent. ;  21 
banks  with  a  proEt  of  14  per  cent. ;  21 
Insurance  Companies,  22^  per  cent.,  and 
21  miscellaneous  Companies,  12|  per 
cent.  These  latter  included  a  Company 
called  Bmnner,  Mond,  and  Company, 
which  paid  50  per  cent.  When  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  them 
it  was  fair  to  charge  this  extra  tax  upon 
the  brewing  interests,  because  they  paid 
larger  dividends  than  other  interests,  he 
stated  that  which  could  not  be  proved  by 
an  examination  of  the  figures.  This 
tax  was  not  a  just  tax,  but  was  a 
very  heavy  imposition  upon  the  agri- 
cultural interests  which  could  ill 
afford  to  pay  it.  It  was  a  tax 
which  came  with  a  very  ill  grace 
from  the  Party  who  appealed  to  the 
electorate  at  the  last  Election  on  the 
ground  that  the  poor  man^s  beer  was 
taxed  more  heavily  than  the  rich  man*s 
wine.  The  poor  man^s  beer  would  now 
pay  15  per  cent.,  while  the  rich  man^s  wine 
was  only  taxed  8  per  cent.  Because  this 
duty  was  in  itself  inexpedient,  because  it 
would  fall  upon  a  valuable  industry 
already  very  heavily  taxed,  if  not  over- 
taxed, because  it  was  excessive  in  com- 
parison with  the  taxation  which  other 
trades  and  industries  already  bore,  and, 
above  all,  because  it  was  a  heavy  burden 
upon  the  land  and  upon  the  agricultural 
interest  which  was  suffering  from  great 
depression,  and  which  required  relief 
from,  instead  of  additional,  taxation,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
faon.  and  gallant  Friend  and  oppose  this 
extra  duty  upon  beer. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
*Cockermouth)  said,  he  always  learned 
flomething  from  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  who  had  just  siH  down,  and 
he  had  learned  now  that  beer'was  one  of 
the  {flroducts  of  Providence,  which  he 
never  knew  before.      He  thougt^t  it  was 
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made  by  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon. 
He  was  very  glad  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  hwA  got  to  what  they  might 
call  the  last  big  fence  in  these  pro- 
ceedings, and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  clear  it  that  night  as 
well  as  he  did  upon  the  Second  R^uling. 
Of  course,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  bound  to  get  this  taxation  to 
meet  an  increased  expenditure.  They  all 
knew  the  circumstances  under  which  he 
had  to  make  his  proposals  for  increased 
taxation.  The  regular  scare  came  round. 
They  had  a  Navy  scare  every  three  or 
four  years  as  regularly  as  the  years  came 
round,  and  there  had  been  a  great  demand 
that  they  should  have  a  strong  Navy — 
twice  as  big  as  any  other  Navy — and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
bound  to  find  money  for  that  pur- 
pose. That  being  the  object  of  all  this 
increased  taxation,  he  thought  there  were 
no  two  classes  in  the  country  who  would 
be  so  keen  at  raising  the  money  as  the 
land  and  the  liquor  interests,  because  he 
considered  them  the  two  most  patriotic 
classes  in  the  whole  country — as  far  as 
words  went.  They  were  always  talking 
of  the  first  defence  of  the  country — the 
Navy.  As  to  the  liquor  men,  he  never 
saw  such  a  '*  Rule  Britannia  **  lot  in  his 
life.  They  sometimes  did  him  the 
honour  of  attending  his  meetings,  and 
during  the  whole  of  the  proceedings  they 
did  nothing  but  sing  ^'  Rule  Britannia.*^ 
Instead,  however,  of  being  anxious  and 
willing  to  show  their  patriotism  by  sup- 
porting the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
proposal  for  raising  this  requisite  money, 
they  found  them  opposing  it  more  than 
anybody  else.  The  reason  they  were 
told  that  one  class  of  people  were  not  to 
pay  was  because  their  trade,  that  of 
land  owning,  was  in  such  a  bad  condi- 
tion, and  now  they  were  told  that  the 
liquor  men  were  not  to  pay  because  their 
trade  was  in  such  a  good  condition. 
They  were  told  if  they  found  a  trade  in- 
creasing and  prospering,  if  they  put  on 
this  tax  they  were  going  to  kill  it,  but 
whether  depressed  or  flourishing  no  trade 
was  to  pay.  Notwithstanding  the  attempt 
to  minimise  the  matter  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down,  the  liquor 
trade  was  very  flourishing.  He  remem- 
bered some  years  ago,  when  trade  was 
very  bad  in  the  country,  a  well-known 
gentleman  in  the  trade  said,  at  a  meeting 
at  Burton,  that  ^Burton  was  the  one 
green  spot  in  the  world.**   The  landlords* 
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fight  was  pretty  well  oyer  in  this  Budget, 
and  now  tbey  had  a  great  combination 
against  this  liquor  tax.  Let  them  look 
at  the  party  who  formed  this  combina- 
tion and  see  whether  they  bad  any 
reason  in  the  course  they  had  taken. 
Of  course,  first  of  all  they  had 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  all  YOting  unanimously  against  this 
increase  of  6d.  He  remembered  reading 
in  one  of  Marian  Crawford's  novels  that 
'*  Beer  is  the  great  irrigator  of  Conserva- 
tive principles,"  and  he  remembered  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rochester 
giving  what  he  had  always  thought  was 
about  the  best  summary  of  Tory  policy 
that  he  had  ever  read.  He  believed  it 
was  the  first  speech  the  noble  Lord  ever 
made,  and  addressing  working  men,  he 
said^ 

**  If  you  working  men  will  help  va  to  keep  our 
land  we  will  help  you  to  keep  your  beer." 

Therefore,  he  thought  they  were  taking 
a  very  consistent  and  straightforward 
course.  Then  they  came  to  some  more 
allies — small  in  number,  vigorous  and  able 
men.  He  meant  the  nine  gentlemen  who 
came  from  Ireland.  He  was  rather 
surprised  at  the  course  theiy  were  taking, 
because  he  understood  they  were  Home 
Rulers.  But  he  found  on  the  11th  T>f 
April,  1893,  a  Manifesto  of  the  Unionist 
Alliance  was  put  forward,  and  that  14 
drink  sellers  gave  to  that  Unionist 
Alliance  £12,900,  equal  to  £940  each, 
therefore  he  thought  it  was  a  very  curious 
alliance  these  nine  gentlemen  were 
making  with  these  great  wealthy  liquor- 
sellers  in  Ireland.  Of  course,  he  knew 
they  were  saying  that  they  must  support 
an  Irish  industry.  That  sounded  very 
well,  but  what  sort  of  an  industry  was 
this  they  said  they  must  support  in  Ire- 
land ?  He  would  not  give  his  own 
opinion  of  it,  because  he  was  tainted.  He 
would  tell  them  what  Michael  Davitt  said 
about  this  industry  these  nine  gentlemen 
were  supporting — 

*'  It  is  an  industry  which  fills  our  lunatic 
asylums  with  its  hopeless  victims,  our  gaols 
with  criminals,  our  streets  with  unfortunates, 
and  tens  of  thousands  of  homes  with  squalor, 
want,  and  ndsery." 

And  for  the  sake  of  this  industry  these 
nine  gentlemen  were  going  to  throw 
Brwtkj  the  care  and  regard  they  used  to 
tell  them  they  had  for  Home  Rule.  They 
y^ere  straightforward,  and  he  did  not  blame 
them;  If  two  men  had  to  ride  on  one 
Jiorse,  one  must  ride  first,  and  in  this  case 
the  nine  geatleme^i  were  very  straight- 


forward. They  pat  whisky  first,  and 
Home  Rule  second.  The  third  of  the 
great  allies  were,  of  course,  the  trade* 
They  had  not  heai4  them  that  night.  They 
had  only  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  who  took  care  to  say  he  was 
not  in  the  trade.  He  could  not  ha^e 
spoken  better  for  it  if  he  had  been.  The 
trade  was  rather  mysterious.  They  put 
out  three  theories,  as  far  as  he  could 
understand,  as  to  who  paid  this  tax. 
First,  they  sometimes  said  the  seller  paid 
it ;  sometimes  they  said  it  was  the  buyer; 
and  then  they  sometimes  said  that  nobody 
paid  it.  He  would  take  the  three 
theories.  Suppose  the  seller  paid  it.  He 
thought  that  after  the  profits  he  had 
been  shown  to  make  the  seller  was  the 
man  who  could  very  well  afford  to  pay  it. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
given  an  account  of  the  great  profits  this 
trade  made,  but  he  would  also  give 
another  instance.  He  got  the  other  day 
accounts  of  the  wills. of  14  brewers  and 
wine  merchants,  who  died  last  year,  and 
the  total  property  they  left  was 
£3,291,000,  or  an  average  of  £235,000 
each.  He  thought  that  was  a  pretty 
good  sum,  and  showed  that  if  anybody 
could  afford  to  pay  the  increased  tax,  it 
was  the  trader.  The  consumer,  it  was 
sometimes  said,  would  have  to  pay,  and 
they  were  consumed  with  a  burning  de- 
sire to  relieve  the  unhappy  consumer  of 
having  this  sum  to  pay.  Had  the  con- 
sumer to  pay  it  ?  They  had  had  no 
public  meetings  of  anybody  but  the 
traders  crying  out  againsUthis  taxation. 
What  did  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer say,  when  he  put  forward  an 
increased  Beer  Tax  in  1889  ?    He  said— 

**  I  beg  the  Committee  to  observe  that  I  am 
obtaining  my  Revenue  by  the  addition  of  a  tax 
which  cannot  be  felt  by  the  consumer.** 

Even  if  the  consumer  did  pay  it  was  a 
very  small  sum  indeed.  Sixpence  a 
barrel  of  36  gallons  was  a  penny  on  six 
gallons,  which  contained  96  half  pints* 
If  there  was  a  man  who  drank  a  gallon^ 
he  only  paid  one-sixth  of  a  penny,  and  he 
could  escape  altogether  if  he  did  not 
drink  at  all.  If  that  was  robbing  the 
poor  man  of  his  beer  it  was  only  robbing 
him  of  one-sixth  part  of  a  penny  per 
gallon,  and  he  did  not  think,  good  honest 
drinker  that  he  was,  he  could  complaia 
of  that.  One  theory  was  that  nobody- 
paid  the  taxation.  That  was  nonsense. 
They  could  not  get  bread  from  a  stone^ 
and  "they  could  not  get  taxation  unless 
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somebodj  paid  it.  The  meaning  of  the 
matter  was  explained  by  The  Times  of 
that  morning  with  its  usual  felieitj. 
Talking  about  the  Budget,  it  said — 

"  But,  if  it  is  probable  that  by  trade  manipu- 
lations the  consumer  will,  in  the  long  run,  have 
to  pay  the  increased  duty,  we  think  it  is  both 
just  an4  reasonable  that  the  masses  of  the  people 
should  in  this  manner  contribute  to  tne  in- 
creased cost  of  maintaining  a  State  of  which 
they  are  practically  the  masters." 

But  what  did  "  trade  manipulations " 
mean  ?  It  meant  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  putting  more  water  into  the  beer. 
That  was  a  very  good  thing,  too.  He 
said  the  more  water  they  put  into  the 
beer  the  better  for  the  beer.  Water  was 
a  product  of  Providence — though  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  thought  beer  was 
- — and  he  said  the  more  providential  stuff 
they  put  into  the  beer  the  better  it  would 
be,  because  the  man  who  drank  the  beer 
would  suffer  less,  and  the  man  who  sold 
the  beer  would  put  more  money  into  his 
pocket.  It  would  be  a  blessing  both  to 
the  man  who  gave  and  the  man  who  re- 
ceived. Now  he  came  to  the  temperance 
man.  He  read  in  The  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Chronicle  that 
every  increase  of  the  tax  made 
temperance  reform  harder  to  carry. 
If  that  were  so,  he  supposed  every  de- 
crease of  the  tax  would  make  temperance 
more  easy  to  carry,  and  that  if  they  took 
off  every  tax  and  had  free  trade  in  drink 
it  would,  according  to  these  authorities, 
be  the  quickest  way  to  reform.  He  had 
seen  an  able  letter  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  though 
anxious  indeed  to  promote  temperance, 
be  was  bound,  on  this  occasion,  to  vote 
with  his  friends  the  brewers.  Of  course, 
it  was  very  difficult  to  argue  the  financial 
point.  He  would  set  John  Stuart  Mill 
against  his  hon.  Friend,  and  John  Stnart 
Mill  said  that 

**  every  increase  of  duty  is  prohibition  to  the 
poor  man.** 

If  they  made  the  increase  so  large  that 
a  certain  class  could  not  get  it  that  must 
be  prohibition  to  a  certain  extent,  and 
he  should  have  thought  so  long  as  they 
raised  the  larger  portion  of  the  Revenue, 
as  the  hon.  Member  pointed  out,  by  pro- 
moting this  drinking  with  all  its  misery ; 
that  if  they  tried  to  check  this  consump- 
tion by  putting  on  some  little  additional 
price,  it  would  be  rather  an  additional 
obstacle  than  an  advaDtage^3  the  drinker. 
The  brewers  were  not  always  wrong.  He 
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had  known  ttiem  right  on  the  drink 
question  before  now.  About  1830,  when 
a  Bill  was  introduced  to  make  the  sale  of 
beer  free,  who  went  against  it?  The 
licensed  victuallers,  and  quite  right  too. 
Free  beer  would  be  one  of  the  greatest 
curses  to  this  country.  When  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  was  led 
away  into  increasing  the  facilities  for 
drink  by  introducing  wine  licences,  who 
fought  against  it  ?  The  great  trade 
fought  against  it.  They  joined  with  the 
prohibitionists  and  went  on  a  great  depu- 
tation to  the  Member  for  Midlothian, 
who  was  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ezche* 
quer,  and  The  T%mes  the  next  day  said 
the  deputation  was  composed  of  knaves  and 
fools.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  would  find  he  was  not 
doing  very  much  for  temperance  in  the 
line  be  was  taking  up.  He  did  not  wish 
to  be  hard  upon  the  hon.  Member ;  he 
was  far  too  old  a  friend  for  that.  All  he 
said  was  he  pitied  him  most  sincerely 
when  he  saw  him  that  night  driving 
through  the  Lobby  in  a  brewer's  dray. 
The  hon.  Member  in  his  letter  said — 

"  The  truth  is,  Sir  W.  Haroourt's  proposals 
roust  be  judged  on  their  merits,  wholly  apart 
from  temperance  reform.** 

He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member.  He 
could  not  honestly  get  np  and  say  that 
this  was  a  great  temperance  measure.  It 
was,  however,  a  great  scheme  of  financial 
reform,  and  he  wished  to  give  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  his  thanks  for 
the  way  he  had  carried  on  this  measure, 
for  the  surpassing  ability  and  patience 
with  which  he  had  fought  it,  and  he 
hoped  in  an  hour  or  two  he  would  have 
his  reward  by  seeing  the  failure  of  this 
extraordinary  combination  which  he  had 
desciibed.  He  hoped  the  right  hoiu 
Gentleman  would  see  the  certam  triumph 
of  the  great  measure  he  had  brought  id, 
and  also  see  that  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  left  to  Itself  and  not  brow- 
beaten and  ridden  over  by  any  other 
place,  it  wonld  be  wflling  and  able  to 
pass  great  measures  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  this  ooaotry. 

•Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
said,  he  had  not  eome  down  with  a  set 
speech  like  the  hon.  Baronet  who  bad 
jost  spoken,  nor  had  he  that  vivid  imagi- 
nation which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  displayed  in  his  speech.  Id 
the  first  place,  the  right  h<m.  GentlemaD 
suggested  that  the  Mover  of  the  AroeDd- 
ment    they    were    discnastDg   (Colond 
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L.ockwood)  was  pat  up  by  the 
Member  for  WimbledoQ.  He  ooald 
only  assure  the  Committee  that 
until  yestmlay  he  bad  no  oonrersation 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 
He  was  absent  from  the  House  the  whole 
of  last  week ;  he  had  no  idea  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  going  to 
move  this  Amendment ;  and  if  he  had 
he  should  have  insisted  on  him  moving 
the  rejection  of  the  whole  6d.  instead  of 
taking  two  bites  at  a  cherry.  The  imagi- 
nation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
even  further^  and  he  quoted  -  his 
(Mr.  Bonsor's)  speech  upon  ihe  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill,  and  imagined  that 
the  various  articles  he  enumerated  in  his 
speech  were  used  in  brewing,  and  that 
consequently  there  was  a  large  margin 
left  for  profit.  He  stated,  after  having 
listened  for  some  time  to  what  he  might 
almost  call  a  personal  appeal  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  himself,  that  in 
his  own  firm  the  proportion  of  sugar  that 
they  used  to  malt  was  exceedingly  small. 
He  had  since  refreshed  his  memory  on 
the  subject,  and  he  found  that  while  his 
figures  were  Yery  nearly  accurate  he 
could  also  inform  the  House  that  thid 
sugar  his  firm  used  in  brewing  was  of  the 
very  finest  quality.  [^Lauffhter.^  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  only  wait  foi*  the 
end  of  the  sentence  they  would  know 
why  he  said  so.  Sugar  was  used  by  his 
firm  only  in  the  tnost  expensive  beers  they 
sold,  and  nbthing  but  malt  and  bops  were 
used  in  the  cheaper  beers  that  were  really 
the  food  of  the  British  public.  He  would 
go  furdier.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  say -as,  Indeed,  he  said-  in  his 
speech,  ''  Why,  then,  are  yon  so  foolish 
as  not  to  use  those  cheap  atticles  and 
improve  your  profits  by  so  doing  ?  **  He 
would  answer  the  right  hoo;  Gentleman. 
He  had  not  the  imaginatioD  of  the  right 
hon.  Grentlemao^  He  trusted  he  was  a 
practical  man  of  business,  and  his  busi- 
ness expe^fience  had  taughti  him  that 
tlie  self-interest  of  i^' manufacturer  was 
to  preserve  hie  capital  intact.  If  he 
lowered  llie  quality  of  his  article  h^ 
injured  his  customers*  credit ;  aufd  he 
injured  his  own  capital  by  injuring 
bis  customers.  The  right  hon«  Gfentle^ 
man,  again,  asked  *^-  Why  are  these 
brewers'  meetings  held  if  you  do  not  in- 
tend to  pay  this  tax  ?  '*  He  again  in- 
formed the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
was  because>he  valued  his  customers  and 
the  trade  they  did,  and  their  customers 


who  were  the  British  puMic.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  increase  this 
taxation  up  to  a  point  where  the  brewing 
industry  coiild  not  afford  to  pay  it  the 
brewing  industry  would,  as  be  said  in 
his'  speech  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  get  other  ingredients  from  which  to 
brew  their  beer,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that,  after  all,  those  other  ingredients 
would  not  make  as  good  an  article  as  was 
made  of  English  hops  and  malt.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  no  doubt,  was  in- 
credulous, but  might  he  put  a  point  to 
him  upon  a  subject  which  possibly  he 
knew  better  than  he  knew  brewing. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  of 
what  happened  in  the  claret  trade.  He 
was  aware  of  the  introduction  of  enormous 
quantities  of  light  claret  into  this  country. 
He  was  aware  that  light  claret  was 
knocked  down  in  price  to  a  point  at 
which  there  was  absolutely  no  profit, 
that  the  quality  sujQTered,  and  that  the 
public  refused  to  drink  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  also  know  very  well  that, 
at  the  present  time,  there  were  various 
brands  of  champagne  before  the  eountry. 
No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
though  he  evidently  did  not  drink  beer, 
sometimes  drank  a  glass  of  champagne. 
[Sir  W.  Harcourt  shook  his  hc^.] 
The  right  hon.  Gkntleman  had  not  even 
that  experience.  But  he  would  venture 
to  say  this  :  that  any  hon.  Gentleman  in 
this  House  who  went  to  the  house  of  a 
friend  and  drank  a  glass  of  champagne 
expected  to  get  a  good  glass  of  cham- 
pagne ;  he  went  upon-  the  credit  of  the 
house  where  he  was  entertained,  and  it 
took  him  some  time  before  he  found  out 
that  the  article  was  not  good.  It  was 
exactly  the  same  with  the  consumer  of 
British  beer  ;  if  he  was  continually  given 
beer  brewed  from  cheaper  articles,  he 
would  eventually  cease  to  drink  it,  and 
the  Revenue  as  well  as  the  brewers  would 
suffer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  founded  the  whole  of  his  argument 
in  his  first  speech  upon  the  point  that 
this  was  a  direct  tax  upon  '^the  brewer. 
To-night  he  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  argue  in  favour  of 
indire<^t  taxation.  He  did  not  understand 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
reconcile  a  direct  tax  iipon  the  brewer 
with  his  argument  of  this  indirect  taxa- 
tion. II,  in  the  first  instance,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  was 
imposing  a  large  amount  of  direct  taxa- 
tion in  his  Death  Duties,  and  then  turned 
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round  and  said,  ^1  mutt  look  for  a 
certain  amount  of  indirect  taxation,  and 
I  shall  pot  an  indirect  tax  upon  the  eon- 
turners  of  spirttt  and  beer — ^I  shall  look 
to  the  brewers  and  distillers  to  collect 
that  tax  for  me'* — ^he  certainly  would  not 
be  now  speaking.  But  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  had  gone  out  of  his  way  to 
say  that  this  was  a  direct  tax  upon 
brewers  and  a  direct  tax  upon  licensed 
victuallers,  and  he  had  quoted  figures 
across  the  floor  of  the  House  to  show 
that  the  brewers  and  licensed  victuallers 
were  well  able  to  pay  this  extra  direct 
taxation.  The  Committee  had  only  to 
do  with  the  Beer  Tax  this  evening. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  as  well 
as  he  did  that  the  Beer  Tax  of  6d. 
extra  a  barrel— minimised  as  it  might  be 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite—if  it  was 
a  direct  tax  upon  the  brewer,  amounted 
to  an  extra  Income  Tax  of  Is.  dd.  in 
the  £1  on  the  profits  of  the  brewer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  figures 
regarding  the  Income  Tax  Returns  of 
1883  and  1884,  and  of  1893  and  1894. 
He  conU  well  understand  that  he  chose 
the  years  1883  and  1884.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  inform  the 
House  that  the  year  1882  was  a  year  of 
hop  famine,  and  that  the  year  1883-4 
was  absolutely  the  worst  year  in  the  way 
of  profit-making  that  brewers  had  eyer 
experienced  in  this  country.  He  did  not 
inform  the  House  as  regarded  the  capital 
of  those  2,300  assessments— 

Sir  W.  HABCOUET  :  The  year  I 
quoted  was  1884-5.  It  showed  £6,3 16,000^ 
and  the  year  1893-4  showed  £10,177,000. 

Mb.  BONSOB  said,  the  year  1882 
came  in  the  three  years*  assessment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that  he 
had  taken  the  most  exceptional  figures  in 
favour  of  his  own  easct 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT  :  I  beg  pardon. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  it,  in  order 
to  avoid  that  average,  I  will  take  1886-7, 
when  the  produce  was  £6,802,000,  as 
against  £10,177,000  in  1893-4. 

Mb.  BONSOB  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  quote  a  figure  upon  which 
he  got  the  lowest  poaaible  average,  be- 
cause if  he  took  the  following  vear  it 
would  have  risen  £700,000  on  his  own 
valuation.  The  Committee  would  onder- 
stand  the  prejudice  with  irhicfa  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  approiusfaed  the  whole 
of  this  subject.  The  righiJion.  Gentle* 
roan  had  gone  out  of  his  wa)r  to  make  a 
direct  attack  on  the  tmde,  an^  he  might 
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almost  say,  a  direct  attack  upon 
as  an  individual.  The  right  hon.  Gentia* 
man  went  out  of  his  way  to  inform  the 
Committee  that  he  had  dominated,  in  tiie 
first  instance,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
who  moved  this  Amendment.  He  after- 
wards went  on  to  say  that  he  was  domi- 
nating the  country  by  a  system  of 
boycotting.  He  did  not  know  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to,  but  hia 
speech  showed  that  he  was  acting  with 
extreme  prejudice  against  the  brewing 
industry.  He  had  only  to  say  this  z 
that,  so  far  as  be  was  able  to  collect 
figures,  the  profits  of  brewers  at  the 
present  time  were  not  the  same  as  thej 
were  five  years  ago.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  had  founded  the  whole  of  his 
argument  upon  these  exceptional  profits. 
He  had  tdcen  2,300  assessments  out  of 
16,000  brewers  in  1885-6,  and  10,000 
brewers  who  took  out  licences  at  the 
present  time.  He  did  not  know  how 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  re- 
concile those  figures  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  would  strongly  urge  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  to  investigate  those 
figures,  and  to  abide  by  the  result  of  that 
Committee,  and  he  would  undertake  to 
say  that,  so  far  as  he  knew  anything  of 
the  London  trade,  the  assessments  on  the 
Income  Tax  of  the  London  trade  would 
prove  less  than  they  were  five  years  ago. 
And  yet  the  right  hon.Grentleman  baaed  the 
whole  of  his  argument  upon  the  excep- 
tional profits  miule  by  the  brewers  at  the 
present  moment,  leaving  out  the  remain- 
ing 8,000  brewers  to  whom  he  had 
alluded.  The  right  hon.  (xentleman  threw 
a  taunt  at  the  big  brewers  of  the  coontrj, 
and  said  they  wanted  to  exterminate  the 
smaller  brewers.  All  he  could  say  was 
this :  that  they  hadno  wish  toeztemuDate 
the  snaaller  brewers.  They  were  actuated 
by  exactly  the  same  feelings  as  every  other 
trade  was  actuated  by,  and  had  no  wish 
to  drive  the  smaller  competitors  out  of 
the  market.  It  was  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  continuous  extra 
taxation  that  this  continuous  disorganisa- 
tion qI  trade  was  due.  Speaking  as  a 
brewer,  he  said  that  there  was  no  par* 
ticular  fun  or  f^essure  in  being  a  brewer. 
One  was  naturally  assailed  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman.  One  was  naturally  taunted 
with  one^s  great  wealth  and  power  ;  hut 
all  he  said  was  this :  that  so  long  as  he 
was  a  brewer,  he  intended  to  biew  for 
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profil,  and  did  not  in  tend  io  brow  at  a 
iMe.  If  he  could  employ  his  money  better 
be  would  do  so.  This  tax  would  not  ulti- 
nuueljr  fall  upou  the  brewing  iudustrj — 
though  it  was  an  irritating  tax  to  it — but 
■poo  aoother  iudustry  after  another  bar- 
rest.  He  did  not  oppose  the  tax  as  a 
brewer.  If  the  right  hon.  GentlemaD 
oslled  upon  the  brewers  to  collect  an  in- 
ottsei  Ux  they  would  do  it,  as  they  had 
Jooe  before  ;  but  to  ioform  them  that  it 
«M  a  dirfict  tax  upoo  them  and  their 
tnde  they  absolutely  repudiated,  and 
slier  told  him  that  they  were  not  pre- 
find  to  pay  it,  and  that  they  were  not 
fiMD^  to  pay  it.  He  thought  there  was 
tothing  like  plaiii  speaking  on  this  sub- 
>act,  and  be  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Geotleman  that  if  he  thought  he  was 
fDJog  to  crush  the  brewiug  iudustry  by 
iapotiog  this  tax  upon  them  he  was 
tWtotely  mistaken.  He  cordially  sup- 
^ortttl  the  Amendment. 
•Mr,  WHITTAKER  (York,  W.R., 
Spen  Valley)  said,  that  money  for  Im- 
ptrisl  purposes  had  to  be  niised  somehow 
and  from  some  source.  If  it  was  uot 
'Med  OD  liquor,  it  must  be  obtained  else- 
wbere.  The  point  was,  where  wae  it  to 
ttaw  from  ?  The  natural  objection  to  a 
tu  was  that  it  would  injure  some  par- 
bcoUr  trading  class.  Could  that  be 
•iti  of  liquor  in  the  present  case  ?  He 
^^bt  not.  The  experience  of  the  past 
va«  that  a  small  tax  like  this  did  not 
<Wck  trade.  In  1889  the  tax  on  beer 
*ii  increased  2d.  a  gallon,  but  the  sale 
•f  beec  increased  steadily  for  three  years 
iher  the  tax  was  increased,  as  compared 
Wh  the  previous  five  years.  In  1890 
u  extra  6d.  was  put  on  spirits,  neverthe- 
^  the  sale  increased  in  the  following 
tfci»s  years,  as  compared  with  the  pre- 
»»«i  five  years.  The  tax  would  not 
cWk  the  trade,  unless  the  price  was 
Atted  to  the  consumer ;  and  it  had  been 
■iautted  that  that  would  not  be  done. 
Tke  tax  would  not  be  an  undue  burden 
*•  a  particular  class.  The  trade  on 
vhich  it  would  fall  was  an  especially 
prosperoos  and  an  especially  wealthy 
tndc.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
^st   vpoken   disputed  that    point,    and 

?oeitioaed  the  figures  quoted  by  the 
'haocellor  of  the  Exchequer.  But  there 
were  other  tests.  He  would  like  to  ask 
whether  the  retail  selling  price  of  liquor 
had  fallen  io  the  same  way  as  the  selling 
price  of  other  articles  manufactured  in 
other  trades  ?     [Mr.  Bonsob  :  It  has.] 

VOL.  XXVI.  [FOLKTn  sEniTi^.] 


He  thought  the  working  man  did  not 
find,  at  any  rate,  that  he  got  his  glass  of 
beer  across  the  counter  cheaper  than 
before.  He  would  take  another  test  as 
to  whether  this  trade  could  bear  a  special 
tax  and  whether  it  was  prosperous  and 
wealthy.  This  test  was  to  be  found  in 
the  dividends  paid  by  public  Brewery 
Companies  whose  Reports  had  been 
published,  and  the  figures  proved  that 
the  last  few  years  had  been  specially 
profitable  for  the  Companies.  They 
should  remember  that  it  was  not  now-a- 
days  necessary  to  show  that  a  trade  was 
making  larger  profits  to  prove  that  it 
was  better  off  as  compared  with  other 
trades.  If  a  trade  in  these  depressed 
times  only  held  its  ground  it  was  well 
off,  but  if  it  made  larger  profits  it  was 
indeed  exceptional.  He  would  show 
that  the  liquor  trade  was  in  that  excep- 
tional position.  The  Atkinson  Com- 
pany, of  Birmingham,  in  1890  paid  8  per 
cent.,  in  1891  9  per  cent.,  in  1892  10  per 
cent.,  in  1893  12^  percent.  The  Birken- 
head Brewery  Company  in  1889  paid  8  per 
cent.,  in  1890  8  per  cent.,  in  1891-92  9 
percent.,  in  1893 10  percent,  Clarkson's 
Brewery  paid  8  per  cent,  in  1 89 1 ,  9  per 
cent,  in  1892,  and  12  per  cent,  in  1893. 
The  Commercial  Brewery,  Stepney,  paid 
T^per  cent.,  8 J  per  cent.,  and  9  per  cent. 
Dunville,  in  Ireland,  had  paid  a  steady 
20  per  cent.  A  brewery  at  Grantham 
had  paid  9  and  11  per  cent. ;  the  New 
Westminster  Brewery  8  and  10  per  cent.; 
Tennant's,  at  Sheffield,  paid  8  per  cent, 
'in  1889-90,  9  percent,  in  1891,  10  per 
cent,  in  1892-93.  M'Ewan,  of  £<lin- 
burgh,  paid  10  per  cent,  in  1890-91,  nnd 
15  per  cent,  in  1892-93.  The  Kirkstall 
Brewery  paid  10  per  cent,  in  1886,  and 
15  per  cent,  in  1887,  20  per  cent,  in 
1888-89,25  percent,  in  1890-91,  and  27^ 
per  cent,  in  1892-93.  The  Albion 
Brewery  paid  12]^  per  cent,  in  1889,  and 
16^  per  cent,  in  1891-9293. 

SiR.  BARTLEY  ;  Can  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman give  us  the  profits  of  Whitbread 
&  Co.? 

Mr.  WHITTAKER  said,  he  could. 
The  profits  of  Whitbread  d:  Co.  in 
1891-92  were  12  per  cent.,  and  in  1893 
13  per  cent.  No  other  business  in  the 
country  showed  similar  progress  in  the 
dividends  paid.  They  had  l>een  told  that 
evening  that  the  average  return  on 
capital  inve.st4?<l  in  breweries  was  7  per 
cent.  Accepting  that  as  a  correct  state- 
ment,   he    would    point    out    that     the 
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average  returu  on  railway  investraentf 
was  slightly  under  4  per  cent.  It  was 
an  especially  prosperous  trade,  and  espe- 
cially prosperous  during  a  time  when 
other  trades  had  not  been  prosperous. 
It  was,  moreover,  a  temporary  tax,  and 
it  was  consequently  only  fair  that  it 
should  be  put  on  the  backs  of  those  who 
were  best  able  to  bear  it.  On  fiscal,  and 
not  temperance,  grounds,  it  was  a  tax 
that  could  only  be  regarded  as  fair  and 
just,  falling  as  it  did  on  one  of  the  most 
prosperous  trades  :n  the  country. 

Sir  F.  MILNER  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 
held  that  brewers  were  not  asking  for 
exceptional  treatment  at  the  hands  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  They 
were  not  even  asking  for  equal  treat- 
ment. They  were  asking  for  something 
like  just  and  fair  play.  He  thought  that 
they  would  find  when  the  Division  took 
place  that  there  was  a  very  considerable 
minority  in  the  House,  including  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
who  were  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
justice  to  brewers  as  well  as  to  others, 
and  he  might  further  say  that  but  for 
the  fact  that  a  certain  section  of  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  were  bound  to  sup- 
port any  proposal  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  make,  without  regard  to 
argument  or  considerations  of  justice, 
the  majority  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  very  considerable. 
Those  who  were  connected  with  the 
brewing  and  licensed  victualling  trade 
generally  had  occasionally  been  termed 
the  milch  cow  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  That  cow  had  been  a 
very  patient,  prolific,  and  uncomplaining 
beast  in  the  past.  She  had  ministered 
to  the  necessities  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  many  years  past, 
and  on  more  than  one  occasion  she 
had  saved  a  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer from  confusion  and  the  State 
from  bankruptcy.  But  there  had 
never  yet  lived  a  cow  which  could  not 
be  drained  dry,  and  some  day,  if  Chan- 
cellors of  the  Exchequer  persisted  in 
making  up  every  deficiency  that  might 
take  place  by  placing  a  tax  upon  the 
brewing  and  the  distilling  interest,  they 
would  find  that  they  had  killed  the  cow 
that  gave  the  golden  milk.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  justified  these 
fresh  impositions  on  the  liquor  trade 
because  the  brewers  and  distillers  were 
successful  in  business.  But  he  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 

Mr.  Whittaker 


there  were  other  vocations  which  were 
equally  successful.      Personally,  be  did 
not  profess  to  be  a  financier,  and  he  did 
not  suppose  it  was  a  sound  system  of 
finance,  but  he  admitted  that  in  a  ease 
where  a  large  additional  sum  of  money 
was  to  be  raised  for  the  expenses  of  the 
country  it  was  perfectly  justifiable  that 
the  principal  bunlen  should  be  placed  od 
those  who  were  most  able  to  bear  it.  Bitt^ 
in  the  present  instance,  he  thought  the 
burden  should  be  shared  equally  amongst 
all  those  who  had  sufficient  means  at  their 
disposal  to  provide  the  necessary  funds. 
He  would  remind  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer    that    a    good    many  other 
commercial    men,    however,    had    been 
successful  in  business  besides   brewers, 
and  why   should   these  be  called   upon 
exclusively  to  meet  the  demands  of  the 
Exchequer  ?    There  was  an  hon.  Baronet 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  who 
represented    one    of    the    divisions    of 
Whitechapel,   and   who   had    been    un- 
commonly successful  as  a  banker,  and 
many  brewers  would  be  most  thankful  to 
exchange  their   incomes   and   dividends 
with  him.     Why  did  not  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  turn  his  attention  to 
the  tax-paying  capabilities  of  the  class 
to  which  the  hon.  Baronet   belonged  ? 
He  thought  it  was  unjust  to  always  put 
increased  taxes  on  the  same  trade  when- 
ever it  was   necessary   to  increase   the 
revenue.      The  Chancellor  of   the  Ex- 
chequer, in  justifying  the  tax,  dealt  with 
the  enormous  profits  made  in  the  brewings 
trade.      But  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
took  those  figures  from  a  person  who,  as 
it    turned   out,   knew   as   little   of    the 
business  he  had  been  talking  about  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself ;    and  it 
had  been  proved  that  the  statistics  were 
absolutely  incorrect.     He  admitted  that 
in  the  past  enormous  profits  had  been 
made  by  certain  firms  in   the   brewings 
trade,  and  if  it  were  only  those  houses 
that   were   hit   by   the    increased    tax^ 
though  still  unjust,  it  might  be  condoned. 
But  for    one  that    had    made    a    large 
fortune  in  the  trade  there  were  enormous 
numbers  who  found  it  difficult,  especially 
in  later  years,  to  make    the    two  ends 
meet ;  and  he  thought  some  consideration 
should   be    shown    to    those  stniggliqic 
traders.      This    tax  would    press  very 
heavily  on    the   small   traders,   and   he 
believed  that  in  many  cases  they  would 
be  driven  out  of   the/trade  altogether. 
The    strong    advocates    of    temperance 
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would  Admit  UiAt  there  was  somethiog  id 
what  he  said.     It  was  not  desirable  to 
drire  oat  the  smaller  class  of   brewers 
from  the  trade.     The  small  brewer  was 
Ttfj  parttcnUr  as  to  the  quality  of  the 
beer  be  turned  out  and  the  character  of 
his  houses.     It  meant  ruiu  to  him  if  the 
qaaiitj  of  his  beer  was  not  suitable  to 
his   cQstoment,    or   if,   through    houses 
being    badly     couducted,     he    lost    his 
lioeoees.     Although    the    large  brewers 
were  particular  in  these  respects  there 
WIS  a   greater   incentive  to  the    small 
brewers  to   see  after  such  matters.     In 
4lnfiDg  them  out  of  the  trade  the  Chan- 
ttUor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be  doing 
u  injustice  to  them  and  an  injury  to  the 
euise  of   temperance.     The  brewer,  no 
doobt,  would  use  every  effort  to  mini- 
mise the  effect  of  this  Bill  upon  himself. 
Ha  would  have  recourse  to  substitutes 
for  malt  aud  hops  ;  at  any  rate,  he  would 
be  onwilling  to  give  the  same  price  for 
bis  barley  as  formerly,  and  he  was  certain 
that  this  very  year  they  would  see  a  con- 
iidermble  fall    in   the    price   of    barley. 
That  meant,  of  course,   a   very  serious 
tbiog  indeed    for    the   agricultural   in- 
JBslrj.     He  was  not  saying  this  for  the 
atre  sake    of    saying   it,   but   he    was 
speaking  from  his  own  knowledge,  when 
he  said   that   the    agricultural    interest 
would  suffer   through    this  measure  far 
aore  than  the  brewing  interest.     There 
wu  abo  another  objection  to  the  tax — 
ounely,  that  its  effect  would  be  to  reduce 
tbe  qoality  of  the  beer.     He  was  aware 
tbat  with  certain  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
tbat  argument  was  useless,  and  that  hon. 
Hem  Iters  who  were  profesMors  for  water 
(iid  not  believe  that  there  was  another 
side  of   the   question   at   all.     He   had 
dmnk  water  aud  had  contracted  a  serious 
attack  of  typhoid  fever,  from  the  effects 
of  which  he  was  likely  always  to  suffer, 
and  the  only  time  he  was  ever  the  worse 
for  liquor  was  after  indulging  in  three 
bottles  of  a  temperance  beverage  called 
ginger  ale.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tbe  Memlter  for  Newcastle,  speaking  to 
his  constituents  tbe  other  day,  said — 

^'Tbe  brewers  and  distilleri  are  crying  out 
very  looiUj  AffiUnst  this  tax.  I  think  the  pro- 
fesi^gQal  matt  has  far  more  reason  for  grumbling, 
if  (TuabUnfT  there  is  to  be.  I  am  a  professional 
nua  nywtt,  ami  I  think  I  have  far  more  reason 
fsr  ^rambling  than  the  brewers  hayo.  Mj 
teasoo  for  gmmbling  is  having  to  pay  an  extra 
pennv  oa  tbe  Income  Tax,  while  the  brewer  and 
oisUucr  have  to  pay  an  extra  6cL  on  their 
whUkj  or  beer.** 


But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that 
the  uofortunate  brewer  and  distiller  had 
to  pay  the  extra  Id.  in  the  Income  Tax 
as  well  as  the  extra  tax  on  the  commodity 
he  manufactured.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  did  not 
appreciate  the  injustice  of  the  tax  which 
was  being  put  upon  the  brewersUrade  in 
addition  to  the  Income  Tax.  He  believed 
the  Division  would  show  that  there  was 
a  large  minority  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
recognised  that  every  legitimate  trade 
ought  to  receive  fair  treatment,  and  that 
it  was  not  right  or  fair  for  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  always  impose 
additional  taxes  on  the  same  trade  in 
order  to  raise  the  revenue  which  might 
be  necessary. 

Mr,  WHITBREAD  (Bedford)  said, 
be    would    like    to   say   a    few    words, 
although  he  saw  the  House  was  getting 
somewhat  impatient  for  the  close  of  the 
Debate.    [Cries  of  "  No  I  "]  In  the  first 
place,  he  would    like   to  endeavour    to 
remove  some  misnppreheusions  which  he 
thought  existed  in    the  minds  of    hon. 
Members,  and  perhaps  the  public  mind, 
in  regard  to  the  statements  which  were 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  a  previous  oc^casion  in  denliug  with 
this  Ux.     He  did  not  at  all  believe  that 
the   Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer  had 
taken  up  the  matter  with  any  prejudice 
against  the  brewer  or  the  distiller.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  he  thought,  the 
other  day,  quite  fairly  and  properly  Uid 
down  the  doctrine  on  which  a  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  act.     He  said 
that  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought 
not  to  act  from  moral  considerations  or 
any  feelings  of  that  sort.     He  ought  to 
be  guided  by  fiscal  considerations  alone. 
No  doubt  that  was  true.     On  a  former 
occasion  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
used  words  which  were  very  apt  to  lead 
to  a  false  impression.     He  referred  to  the 
occasion  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  speaking  of  the  ordinary  profits  made 
by  the  trade  in  London.      He  had    no 
doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman*8 
emissary    made    his    calculations    with 
perfect  accuracy,  but  the  effect  of  the 
speech  was  to  leave  the  impression  that 
80  per  cent.,   90   per   cent.,    150    per 
cent.,    and   230  per  cent,  was  a  profit 
which    applied   to   the   whole    business 
of     the      publican.        That      was,     of 
course,     the     greatest     possible     error. 
The  right   hon.   Gentleman    oould    not 
have   intended  to  convey  the  idea  that 
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this  was  the  profit  npon  all  the  articles 
sold  by  the  liceDsed  victualler.  He  ven- 
tured to  SAj  that  in  any  trade  there  was 
some  single  article  upon  which  the  profits 
were  larger  than  upon  others,  and  that  in 
many  cases  articles  were  sold  at  a  loss. 
In  many  cases  some  one  article  bore  a 
profit  out  of  all  proportion  to  that  upon 
others.  He  desired  to  illustrate  this 
meaning,  and,  looking  round,  he  cast  his 
eyes  upon  tea,  and  he  ventured  to  ask, 
What  was  the  profit  upon  a  cup  of  tea  ? 
Upon  inquiry  he  found  that  in  the 
humbler  establishments  a  pint  mug  of  tea, 
with  sugar  and  milk,  varied  in  the 
London  district  from  Id.  to  l^d.  In  other 
places,  a  little  higher  in  the  scale, 
without  going  to  Piccadilly,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  for  his 
illustration  and  his  samples,  he  found 
that  a  half-pint  mug  was  sold  for  2d.  and 
at  other  places  higher  up  still  for  3d. 

An  hon.  Membeb  :  What  is  it  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ? 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  would 
not  venture  to  inquire  into  that  subject. 
Possibly  the  frequenters  of  the  Tea  Room 
could  say  something  upon  that  subject ; 
but  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer talked  of  a  profit  on  spirits  of  from 
90  per  cent,  in  Mile  End  to  230  per  cent, 
in  Piccadilly,  he  ventured  to  remind  him 
that  the  profits  upon  a  cup  of  tea  bore  no 
proportion  to  those  figures.  In  the 
humblest  establishments  where  tea  was 
sold  at  Id.  per  pint  the  profit  was  never 
so  small  as  230  per  cent.  It  ran  up  to 
three  times  the  highest  figures  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  mentioned  as 
the  profit  on  brandy  in  Piccadilly.  No 
one  in  his  senses,  however,  would  argue 
that  therefore  the  people  who  kept  coffee- 
houses and  who  sold  tea  were  making 
undue  profits  all  round,  and  ought  to  be 
taxed  ?  Many  articles  were  sold  not 
only  not  at  a  profit,  but  really  at  a  loss  ; 
and  everyone  kndw  that  there  was  rent 
to  pay,  light  to  be  found,  service  to  be 
provided.  In  their  case  it  would  be 
absurd  to  hold  up  the  profit  on  a  single 
article  and  so  argue  that  those  establish- 
ments where  they  made  immense  profits 
upon  one  article  made  them  upon  all. 
But  he  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
in  the  case  of  tea  it  was  ^  voluntary  sub- 
scription. People  need  not  drink  tea  any 
more  than  they  need  ddnk  alcoholic 
liquors.  If  they  did  not  like  the 
national  beverage  they  could  always  fall 
back  upon  the  natural  beveriigey  some- 
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times  with  a  good  supply  of  nature  in  it  too. 
He  had  dwelt  so  long  upon  this  point 
because  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  fallacy  about  the 
figures  quoted  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  apply  the  same  considerations  to  the 
case  of  the  publican  as  they  did  to  that 
of  the  coflTee-house-keeper.  They  had  no 
right  to  apply  any  other  rule — they  had 
no  right  on  a  question  of  taxation  to 
import  any  outside  feeling,  but  they  were 
bound  to  do  strict  justice  all  round.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  act  in  that 
spirit.  Then  as  to  the  profits  of  the 
brewers.  He  had  no  means  of  testing 
the  figures  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. Last  year,  no  doubt,  was  a 
singularly  successful  year,  but  it  was  not 
a  question  whether  the  profits  of  the 
trade  had  grown  in  10  years  from 
£6,000,000  to  £10,000,000  per  annum,  but 
what  was  the  profit  upon  each  £100 
worth  of  capital?  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  never  touched  upon  that 
point,  but  what  he  would  tell  him  was 
this,  that  while  the  materials  had  been 
cheaper — much  cheaper  than  they  were 
— the  cost  of  conveying  theliquor  brewed 
to  the  public  had  become  enormously 
larger.  In  the  10  years  this  cost  had 
exceeded  by  a  far  larger  ratio  the  profits. 
The  two  things  were  quite  compatible. 
As  materials  got  cheaper  and  as  profits 
increased  brewers  were  compelled  to  bid 
higher  prices  for  the  houses  which  were 
the  channels  for  conveying  the  liquor  to 
the  consumers.  Thus,  the  net  profits 
now  made  on  £1,000  of  capital  invested 
in  the  brewing  trade  were  not  so  great  as 
they  were  10  years  ago.  The  whole 
argument  used  was  that  the  brewers  were 
to  be  taxed  because  they  were  making 
large  profits.  But  what  about  others  ? 
Was  there  no  one  else  making  profita  ? 
He  had  seen  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
chequer following  each  other,  and  there 
was  a  sort  of  family  likeness  between 
them  all.  He  thought  there  was  a  sad 
lack  of  fertility  and  invention  on  the 
part  of  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
moment  right  hon.  Gentlemen  were  in  a 
difficulty  they  had  recourse  to  the  brewer 
and  distiller.  The  present  ChHUcellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had,  no  doubt,  opened  a 
new  line  in  one  direction,  but  waa  his 
ingenuity  exhausted  when  he  had  made 
the  dead  hand  relax  a  little  ?  Was  there 
no  living  hand  that  coald  <be  made  to 
relax  ?     What  about  the  bankers  ?     Why 
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shoald  not  hb  right  hon.  Prieod  turn  hh 

fttteotkm  to  tbem  ?     He  thought  that  his 

right  boo.  Friend  wonld  find  that  the 

baiikers  were  making  far  larger  profits 

than   the    brewers.     Personallj,  he  did 

not  object  to  paying  bis  share  in  respect 

to  the  demand  made  for  increased  arma- 

Beots,  but  he  thonght  that  turn  and  turn 

sbout  wooM  he  a  very  good  rule  to  apply 

to  regard  to  increases  oi  taxation,  and  he 

thought  that  some  of   his  hon.  Friends 

iboald  stir  up    the    Chancellor   of  the 

Eieheqoer  to  see   whether  some  other 

ckas  could   not   be  made   to   share  the 

Wdeo.     The  efforts   which   had  been 

mkk  on    former    occasions   by   former 

CbaoellorB   of  the  Exchequer  had  not 

tteooraged   the    right  hon.  Gentleman. 

TWy  bad  tried  to  put  a  tax  upon  matches, 

bit  the  proposal  was  not  popular.     They 

W  tried  to  put  a  tax  on  wheels,  but  the 

km.  Member  for  South  wark  put  a  spoke 

iat^at    But  the  brewers  and  distillers 

ihoakl  not  always  be  specially  selected 

fer  thew  imposts.     They  all  knew  that 

it  wv  the  cry  for  an  increased  Navy  that 

ttUed  for  the  present  increase  in  taxation. 

AhhoQgh    Englishmen    had    a    healthy 

bbh  of  under-estimating  themselves  and 

o*cr-ertimating  their  neighbours,  still  he 

tt  tbmk  that  the  cry  was  warranted  in 

tb  present  case,  by  reason  of  the  in- 

Mftoency  of  the  margin.     He  was  not 

■iMoed  that  he  joined  in  the  cry  for  an 

MBMed  Navy,  but  he  did  so  with  his 

^  open.     He  know  that  the  cost  of 

tk  increase  could  not  be  met  out  of  the 

wliaar^  Revenue,  and  he  quite  expected 

kit  braj»eh  of  trade  to  be  called  on  for  a 

cmnbQtion.      Indeed,  he  could   hardly 

tacnber  an  instance  when  they  had  not 

Weo  called  upon  to  bear  a  share  in  any 

mw  taxation.     The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exefaequer,  in  proposing   the  increased 

tu  00  liquor,  stated  that  it  was  intended 

to  ill  a  gap  between  the  present  and  the 

tibe  when  the  Death  Duties  would  be  in 

W)  beving.     He  (Mr.  Whitbread)  and 

■one  of  his  friends  thonght  it  wonld  be 

s  point  of  great   importance  to  secure 

t^  the  ioteotioo  thus  announced  should 

be   pat   into   pUin   words   in  the   Bill. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  Consented  to 

tills.  Slid  he  thought  they  had  secured  a 

QKM  valuable  concession,  and  one  which 

^^s*  not  often  given  to  them.  As  a  friend 

«^  the  Government,  having  gone  to  the 

Chsoeellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  received 

the  eoocMaion,  thev  could  not  turn  round 

^  treat  the  whole  matter  as  some  hon. 


Gentlemen  opposite  did.  If  he  were  to 
do  so,  he  would  say  there  was  an  end 
to  asking  for  concessions,  as  there  cer- 
tainly would  be  to  obtaining  any.  This 
was  not  the  first  time,  and  it  would  not 
be  the  last,  that  they  would  have  ti  con- 
test with  the  Government,  and  if  he  and 
those  who  assisted  kim  in  obtaining  the 
concession  from  his"  right  hon.  Friend 
were  to  act  in  such  a  way,  they  would 
be  doing  something  very  wrong  in  their 
own  interests.  A  great  difiTerence  of 
opinion  existed  as  to  who  would  pay  the 
tax.  He  spoke  for  himself  in  this  matter. 
Much  depended  upon  whether  the  brewers 
believed  the  tax  would  really  be  for  one 
year  only.  If  they  believed  that,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  any  success- 
ful man  would  hesitate  a  long  time  before 
be  altered  the  gravity  or  quality  of  his 
beer  or  the  material  he  used  for  the  sake 
of  avoiding  a  temporary  impost  which 
was  to  terminate  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
If,  however,  it  was  to  be  an  impost  laid 
upon  them  permanently,  he  did  not  say 
that  competition  might  not  drive  all 
brewers  to  try  to  get  cheaper  materials. 
But  for  a  temporary  impost,  he  thought 
that,  as  a  mere  matter  of  trade  expediency, 
it  would  be  a  great  mistake  to  take  such 
a  risky  step  as  to  alter  the  quality  of 
the  beer 

Mr.  barton  (Armagh,  Mid)  said, 
he  was  sure  that  those  who  represented 
the  shareholders  in  any  of  the  great 
Brewery  Companies  must  appreciate  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
they  would  naturally  ask  how  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  reconcile  the  vote 
which  he  was  about  to  give  with  the 
arguments  he  had  used.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  plainly  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  based  his  proposals  upon 
facts  and  figures  which  he  felt  bound  to 
contradict. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  :  I  have  not  con- 
tradicted a  single  figure  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  barton  said  that,  in  any  case, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  figures  did 
not  support  his  case.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  imputations  against 
the  brewers  of  this  country,  against 
which  they  had  been  unable  until  that 
moment  to  defend  themselves.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  throughout 
misrepresented     the     position     of     the 
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brewers,  and  had  placed  them  before  the 
country  in  a  faUe  light.     It  was  a  most 
grave  matter  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should,  for  the  first  time,  have 
aought  to  put  a  direct  tax  upon  a  par- 
ticular class  of  traders.     All  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman^s    arguments    were   in 
favour  of  indirect  taxation,  but  his  pro- 
posal undoubtedly  was  to  impose  a  direct 
tax  upon  brewers,  and  not  an  indirect 
tax  upon  the  consumers.    He  should  like 
to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
whether  he  proposed  this  tax  as  one  that 
would  fait  upon  the  brewer  or  as  one  that 
would  fail  upon  the  consumer  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to-night  rested  bis 
case  upon  the  large  profits  which  he  said 
were  made  by  the  brewers,  but  he  had 
arrived  at   his  figures    by    taking    the 
profits  which  the  brewers  made  in  the 
year    1883-84,    which    was    the    worst 
year   they    had    ever    had,    and    com- 
paring    them     with     those     of     1893, 
which   was   a    fairly    prosperous    year. 
That  was  a  course  which  was  very  likely 
to  mislead  tbe  country  upon  the  ques- 
tion.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  large  brewers  were  crushing  out 
the  small  brewers,  but  it  was  clear  that 
a  heavy  increase  in  the  taxation  of  any 
particular  trade  must  necessarily  ruin  the 
smaller  traders.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  further  said  that  the  fact  that 
the  larger  brewers  held  tied  houses  would 
account  for  the  smaller  brewers  going  to 
tbe   wall,   and   he   quoted   tbe   case  of 
a    firm    of     which     he    (Mr.     Barton) 
was   a    diredtor.     But    in    the   case   of 
Guinness  and  Co.  the  firm  held  no  tied 
houses  at  all,  and  although  there  were 
very   few   tied    houses  in    Ireland,    the 
smaller    brewers    in    that  country  were 
being  rapidly  crushed  out  of  existence. 
The  suggestion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was,  lie  was  afraid,  simply 
made  in  order  to  import  prejudice  into 
this   disciiH!<ion.      Then    the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  bad  referred  to  the  deteriora- 
tion of  tbe  materials  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  beer.     Here,  again,  he  would 
point  out  that  in   Ireland   nothing  but 
malt  and  hops  were  used,  and  the  taste  of 
the  people  was  so  good  that  they  would 
at  once  discover  if  the  materials  of  which 
the   beer  was   made   were  deteriorated. 
But   mauy  brewers  would   be  found  to 
deteriorate   their  materials   in   order   to 
bear  the  tax  ;  and  not  only  would  the 
consumer   suffer,   but    the    farmer  also, 
because  good  barley  would  no  longer  be 
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used.  The  effect  of  this  policy  would  be 
that  the  honest  trader  would  suffer,  and 
the  trader  who  resorted  to  other  methods 
would  escape.  He  must  complain  of  the 
insults  which  throughout  the  Debate  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  thrown 
at  those  engaged  in  the  trade  which  he 
was  intending  to  tax.  But  the  brewers 
and  the  distillers  were,  in  that  respect^  in 
company  with  the  landed  interests  and 
the  colonists,  for  everyone  who  was 
injured  by  the  Budget  had  met  with 
scant  courtesy  at  the  hands  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  From  the 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  it 
might  be  supposed  that  the  liquor  trade 
paid  nothing  to  the  Revenue  of  the 
country,  instead  of  from  a  quarter  to  a 
third  of  the  whole.  It  was  not  just  to 
say  that  the  brewers  wanted  to  resist 
taxation  altogether.  Their  point  was 
that  the  burden  at  present  thrown  upon 
them  was  as  heavy  as  they  could  reason- 
ably be  expected  to  bear.  He  did  not 
say  that  in  case  of  emergency  they  would 
not  readily  take  upon  themselves  fresh 
burdens ;  but  in  this  case  there  was  no 
emergency,  and  he  contended  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  doing  a 
great  injury  to  the  country,  because  in  a 
time  of  tranquillity  he  was  drawing  on 
the  reserves  of  taxation  which  would  be 
needed  in  case  of  national  emergency. 

C  o  L  o  N  B  L      KEN YON-SLANE Y 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  he  thought 
be  should  be  justified  in  recalling  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee  to  the  subject 
of  the  Amendment  as  it  was  moved  in 
the  first  instance.     For  some  hours  in  the 
course  of  the    Debate    they    had    been 
listening  to  speeches  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  tax  upon  tbe  great  brewing  industry. 
Tbe  Amendment  was  never  intended  to 
bring  in  tbe  brewing  industry  at  ail.     It 
was  absolutely  an  agricultural  Amend* 
ment.     The  course  which  the  Debate  bad 
taken    showed    how    difficult    it  was  to 
obtain  the  attention  of   hon.    Members 
opposite  for  any   agricultural   question. 
Their  contention  was  that  farmers  had  a 
direct  interest  in  this  Amendment,  be* 
cause  this  fresh  impost  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  must  have  one  of  two 
results.     It    would    either  decrease   the 
price   paid  by  the  brewer  for   the  raw 
material,  or  it  would  increase  the  price 
paid  by  the  consumer  for  that  which  the 
brewer  produced.     Within  the  last  few 
days  it  had  been  stated  that  there  had 
been  in    Scotland    and    the    North    of 
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England  a  decrease  of  6s.  a  quarter  in  the 
price  of  barley,  and  that  that  decrease 
was  due  to  the  Budget  proposals.  That 
was  quite  enough  to  justify  the  Com- 
mittee in  regarding  the  Amendment  as 
an  agricultural  Amendment.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  discussed 
this  matter  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
consumers,  but  he  neglected  the  point  of 
view  of  the  producer  of  the  raw  material. 
To  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  landed  in- 
terest was  what  King  Charles's  head  was  to 
Mr.  Dick — he  could  not  discuss  anything 
without  dragging  it  in.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  most  unjustly 
taunted  the  landed  interest  with  being 
unwilling  to  bear  its  fair  share  of  the 
burden  of  taxation,  and  he  had  contrasted 
that  with  the  willingness  that  had  been 
shown  to  throw  a  full  share  on  person- 
alty. But  it  was  most  unfair  to  make 
such  a  comparison  betw^eenthe  two  kinds 
of  property.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  well  that  it  would  be  easy  to 
enable  personalty,  in  many  ways,  to 
evade  the  tax,  but  that  land  could  not 
possibly  do  so.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  referred  to  the  Re- 
turns of  the  brewers  as  compared 
with  thase  of  ordinary  trade,  but 
the  weight  of  this  impost  would 
fall,  not  so  much  on  the  brewers  and 
distillers  as  on  the  land — on  the  producers 
of  the  raw  material,  the  farmers  of  the 
country.  The  agriculturist  in  every  part 
of  the  country  would  suffer  from  it 
directly,  immediately,  and  most  seriously. 
Those  who  voted  for  the  Amendment 
would  be  voting  in  defence  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  which,  he  contended, 
had  been  most  unfairly  attacked,  and 
upon  which  it  was  most  unjust  and  un- 
wise that  this  extra  burden  should  be 
thrown.  In  that  spirit  he  gave  the 
Amendment  his  most  hearty  support ;  at 
the  same  time  venturing  to  remind  the 
Committee  that  those  who  voted  against 
it  would  be  voting  directly  against  the 
agricultural  interest. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  only  spoke  in  the  agricultural  interest, 
bat  he  wanted  at  the  outset  to  correct 
an  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  of  the 
enormous  profits  made  by  the  Kirkstall 
brewery,  and  to  say  that  the  percentage 
he  had  quoted  was  by  no  means  always 
maintained.  With  regard  to  the  deteriora- 
tion *of  materials,  he  might  at  all  events 
point  out  that  whether  beer  was  brewed 
from  acetic  acid,  or  rice,  or  glucose,  or 


sugar,  the  agricultural  interest  was  always 
the  sufferer.  He  would  not  trouble  hon. 
Members  with  a  jeremiad  upon  agricul- 
tural depression,  but  he  would  remind 
them  that  after  all  this  tax  would  fall 
mainly,  if  not  altogether,  on  that  interest, 
and  through  it  on  the  agricultural 
labourer,  in  whom  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site assumed  so  much  interest.  The 
result  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posals would  be  to  place  an  enormous  tax 
on  barley,  and  the  last  straw  upon  the 
back  of  the  agricultural  interest.  He 
very  much  regretted  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Epping  Division 
had  not -endeavoured  to  remove  the  whole 
of  the  proposed  impost  instead  of  seeking 
to  reduce  it  by  one-half  only. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  had  observed  that  many  hon.  Members 
had  been  standing  up  for  beer,  but  he 
wanted  to  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  porter. 
He  was  told  that  this  taxation  would  fall 
upon  porter  rather  than  upon  beer.  They 
were  going  to  make  these  beverages 
more  expensive  ;  and  what  would  become 
of  the  money  they  raised  ?  Were  they 
going  to  spend  it  in  the  dockyards  ?  He 
objected  to  this  proposal  because  it 
would  raise  the  price  of  porter  to  his 
constituents.  Also  he  objected  to  the 
statement  that  the  price  of  barley  would 
be  raised,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  brewers  would  have  to  leave  off  using 
barley  and  go  instead  to  maize  and  other 
substitutes. 

Mr.,  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square) :  There  are  one  or  two 
matters  connected  with  this  point  to 
which  I  should  like  to  call  attention.  So 
far  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  based  his  argument  upon  the  fact 
that  brewers'  profits  are  great,  and  that 
therefore  they  are  a  fit  object  of  taxation, 
I  take  entire  exception  to  the  theory 
which  he  has  put  forward.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  sound  finance  to  say,  because  one 
particular  class  is  making  great  profits, 
that  that  particular  class  ought  to  be  sub- 
ject to  extra  taxation.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pushed  that  argument  the  in- 
teresting speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  would  be  very  much  to  the 
point.  Are  we  in  these  Debates  to 
have  the  representatives  of  various 
classes  pointing  to  the  profits  of  other 
classes  and  saying,  '*  That  is  the  class  to 
be  selected  for  the  impost  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ?"  It  has 
been  interesting  to  discover  whether  the 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  meaue  to 
tax  the  brewers  or  to  impose  indirect 
taxation.  If  he  contends  that  this  duty 
is  to  be  paid  by  the  brewers,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  indirect  taxation,  but  it  is  in 
the  character  of  Income  Tax.  Is  it  the 
view  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  because  brewers  make  such  great 
profits  they  ought  to  be  subject  to  a 
heavier  Income  Tax  ?  There  has  been 
no  speech  to-night  more  interesting  than 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford.  I 
was  in  doubt  as  I  listened  to  the  argu- 
ments which  the  hon.  Member  directed 
against  the  arguments  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  how  the  hon.  Member 
would  conclude  his  interesting  observa- 
tions. The  natural  conclusion  was  that 
he  would  vote  against  the  proposals  of 
the  Government.  [^Ministerial  cries  of 
*'  No  !  "  and  Opposition  laughter,"]  I 
contend  that  the  hon.  Member  challenged 
the  whole  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  proved  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  unfounded 
calculations  with  regard  to  brewers' 
profits.  I  know  my  hon.  Friend  too  well 
to  think  he  was  trying  to  make  capital 
with  the  trade,  while  he  was  at  the  same 
time  supporting  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  had  a  genuine  feeling  that 
this  tax  was  inequitable  :  but  he  had  been 
squared  not  in  so  many  words,  because  he 
was  a  great  master  of  phrase,  but  he  had 
been  squared.  He  liad  approached  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  ob- 
tained what  he  called  a  concession,  that 
the  tax  was  to  be  temporary.  The  value 
of  that  concession  made  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  depends  upon  the 
Government  which  may  be  in  power 
when  the  time  comes  to  renew  the  tax. 
I  am  sure  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  not  in  a  position  to  give  those 
guarantees  which  the  hon.  Member  desires. 
Has  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
given  a  promise  or  not  that  this  is  to  be 
only  a  temporary  tax  ?  We  on  this  side 
are  as  much  entitled  as  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  know  what  are  the  pledges 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Let  me  examine  the  attitude  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  regard 
to  the  duties  which  are  being  imposed 
under  this  Budget.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  challenged  by  an  hon. 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  Death  Duties,  and  he  was 
asked  whether  they  might  bo  made  tem- 
porary, but  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
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chequer  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
not  be  good  finance.  That  was  with 
regard  to  the  Death  Duties;  but  what 
language  has  the  Chaoeeilor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer held  to  the  Member  for  Bedford  ? 
He  is  prepared  to  say  with  regard  to  the 
Death  Duties  that  it  would  be  bad  finance 
to  give  them  a  temporary  character,  but 
when  he  wishes  to  secure  the  votes  of  the 
brewers — his  friends  behind  us — then  it 
is  a  very  different  question.  Then  he  is 
prepared,  notwithstanding  the  manifold 
disadvantages  of  a  temporary  tax,  to 
make  this  concession.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  business  as  regards 
this  point  or  not  ?  I  think  it  is  ex- 
tremely doubtful  finance  to  make  any 
promise  of  that  kind.  But  how  far  do 
they  go  ?  What  is  their  policy  ?  We 
do  not  know  what  their  policy  is.  Do 
they  mean  to  continue  to  impose  the 
whole  of  this  tax  on  the  brewers,  or  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  this  a 
part  of  the  indirect  taxation  which  ought 
to  be  supported  by  those  who  wish  that 
direct  and  indirect  taxation  should  simul- 
taneously be  passed  by  the  House?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  appealed  to 
the  Opposition,  and  said,  "  Are  you  pre- 
pared to  vote  only  for  direct  taxation 
without  imposing  any  indirect  taxation 
at  all  ? "  I  do  hold  that  indirect 
taxation  should  accompany  direct  taxa- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleuan  made 
a  special  appeal  to  the  financial 
authorities  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
asked,  "  How  would  you  supplement  any 
deficit  in  the  Budget  caused  by  the  omis- 
sion of  a  tax  of  this  kind  ?  '*  I  do 
not  think  that  question  has  ever  been 
replied  to  by  the  Opposition.  The 
Opposition  is  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
give  a  counter  Budget,  but  I  may  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
friends  are  completely  in  error  when  they 
declare  that  they  see  no  alternative  be- 
tween imposing  this  tax  and  increasing 
the  Tea  or  Tobacco  Duty.  Financial 
resources  are  not  exhausted  to  that  ex- 
tent. It  appears  to  be  supposed  that 
there  are  certain  stereotyped  duties  in 
this  country,  and  those  the  only  ones, 
with  which  you  can  deal.  I  admit  that 
the  discovery  of  new  taxes,  or  old  taxes 
in  a  new  form,  is  an  extremely  diflBculi 
and  ticklish  operation.  But  I  do  enter  my 
protest  against  the  view  that  all  our  finan- 
cial expedients  are  so  exhausted  that 
there  is  nothing  else  to  be  done  than  to 
increase  some  of  the  old  duties.    That 


317   Electric  LighHng  Prom-    {26  June  1894)   swnal  Orders  (No.  4)  BUI.  318 


woald  be  a  discreditable  admission   to 
have  to  make,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  is  pre- 
pared to  posh  that  point.     If  we  were 
called  upon  to  make  up  this  deficit,  I 
believe  we  should  be  able  to  supply  the 
deficit  caused  by  diminishing  this  tax  bj 
one-half.    [Several  hon.  Members  :  Bj 
what  means  ?]     Hon.  Members  opposite 
want  me  to  disclose  my  tactics.     They 
most    remember    the    doctrine    of    Sir 
Robert. Peel,  "The  physician  does  not 
give  a  prescription   until   he   has   been 
caUed  in.'*     Should  it  be  our  duty,  I  do 
venture  to  think  that  we  could  give  a 
prescription  which  would  free  us  from 
the   injustices    and   inequalities    which 
attach  to  the  Budget  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.     I   thoroughly  sympa- 
thise with    the  right  hon.    Gentleman, 
knowing  as  I  do  the  difficulty  of  finding 
new    resources.      It     would     be     un- 
candld    on     my     part     not     to    admit 
that;   but,  at   the  same    time,    I    do 
not  admit  that  unless  we  accept  this 
Budget  wholesale  we  shall  be  driven  to 
SQch  expedients  as  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site appear  to  regard  as  the  only  substitute 
for  the  finance  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     There  is  great  hardship  in 
the  proposal  to  put  this  particular  tax  on 
brewers,  and  I  say  that  having  myself  the 
had  the  misfortune  of  being  compelled  to 
impose  increased  taxation  on  that  class, 
1  do  think,  that  having  been  selected  for 
increased   taxation  three  or    four  years 
ago,  it  hard  and  unjust  that  that  particu- 
lar class  should  again  be  selected  in  order 
to  supply  the  needs  of  the  Exchequer. 
Why  did  not  the  Government  boldly  say 
that  the  consumer  ought  to  pay  ?     Why 
did  they    not   say,  ^  We  appeal  to  the 
masses  of  the  country,  and  we  say  that  in 
their  Beer  and  Spirit  Duty  they  ought 
also  to  bear  their  share  of  increased  taxa- 
tion ?'*    They  have  been  afraid  to  take 
up  that  ground.    They  have  disguised 
their  policj  from  the  masses,  and  they 
have  said,  "It  is  the  rich  brewers  who 
shall  pay."  Why  did  they  not  say,  **  The 
masses  as  well  as  the  propertied  classes 
are   interested    in    the    defence  of    the 
country.  We  call  upon  you  to  make  good 
your  contribution  to  the  defence,  for  we 
know  your  patriotism  is  equal  to  that  of 
the  other  classes  ?^'      They   have   not 
done  that ;  they  have  called  upon  a  par- 
ticnlar  class,  exaggerating  their  property, 
and  in  that  they  have  followed  the  same 
line  of  policy  they  have  followed  in  other 
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parts  of  the  Budget — ^that  wealth  is  able 
to  pay,  is  unwilling  to  pay,  and  must  be 
compelled  to  pay.  This  policy  does  not 
commend  itself  to  our  side  of  the  House. 
All  classes  would  be  willing  to  pay, 
and  anxious  to  pay.  The  Government 
have  not  fairly  raced  the  question  of 
direct  and  indirect  taxation  in  the  im- 
position of  a  new  tax,  and  they  have 
evaded  it  by  the  expedient  of  imposing 
one  duty  upon  another. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  289  ; 
Noes  271.— (Division  List,  No.  131.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SEA    FISHBBIBS    (SHBLL    FISH)    BILL. 

(No.  274.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I 
object. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtce,  Aberdeen,  S.) : 
I  hope  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
will  not  persist  in  his  objection.  I  am 
sure  that  if  he  has  any  observations  to 
make  the  House  will  be  glad  to  hear 
him.  There  is  a  very  general  desire 
that  this  Bill  should  be  passed.  It  will 
be  useful  to  fishermen  in  every  part  of 
the  Kingdom. 

Major  RASCH:  I  regret  to  have 
to  impede  any  Bill  which  is  pro- 
moted by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
we  must  draw  the  line  somewhere.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  put  down 
the  Bill  as  the  first  Order  to-morrow  I 
will  withdraw  my  objection,  but  other- 
wise I  must  persist  in  it. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (Na  2)  BILL.— (No.  164.) 
Lords*  Amendment  agreed  to. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL  ILordM], 

(No.  284.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL  [Lords]. 

(No.  285.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 
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ELECTRIC    LIGHTING    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  5)  BILL  [lords]. 

(No.  289.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

GAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (No.  1) 

BILL  [Xor<«#].— (No.  288.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

GAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (No.  2) 

BILL  [LordM],—(So.  286.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

WATER   ORDERS  CONFIRBIATION   BILL 

[Zoriif].— (No.  288.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

STANDING  COMMITTEE  (SCOTLAND). 

Ordered — 

**  That,  until  the  conclasion  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill, 
the  Standing  Committee  (Scotland)  have  leave 
to  dt  until  Four  o*olock  notwithstanding  the 
Sitting  of  the  Houpc."— (i^>  Matthew  White 
Ridley.^ 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Thursdaj, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  297.] 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (Na  3)  BILL.— (No.  244.) 

Reported  [Provisional  Orders  con- 
firmed] ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To- 
morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  thej  have  agreed  to^ 

Local  Grovemment  (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  9)  Bill, 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  10)  Bill, 

Amendments  to- 
Supreme   Court  of  Judicature  (Pro- 
cedure) Bill  [Aor</*]. 

MOVABLE  DWELLINGS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Matthew  Fowler,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  regulation  of  Vans,  Vehicles, 
and  Tentii  used  as  Dwellings,  ordered  to  be 
brooght  in  by  Mr.  Matthew  Fowler,  Mr.  John 
Wilson,  Mr.  Charles  Fenwjck,  Sir  Charles 
Cameron,  Sir  James  Campbell,  Sir  Richard 
Webster,  Mr.  Storey,  Sir  Stafford  North%xyte, 
Sir  John  Kennaway,  and  Mr.  Pickard. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  298.] 

COUNTY    AVDlTORrt    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Dorington,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Aodit  of  Connty 


Accounts,  ordered  to  be  faroofffat  In  by  Sir  John 
Dorington,  Mr.  Hobhoose,  Mr.  Heneage,  Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Mr. 
Long,  Mr.  Maolnnes,  and  Sir  Richard  Paget. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  fBill  299.] 

UNIFORMS   BILL. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland  be  dis- 
charged from  the  Select  Committee  on  Uniforms 
BUL 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Hutton  be  added  to  the 
Committee.— (J/r.  T.  E.  EUU,') 

STATUTE   LAW    REVISION    BILLS,   &€•, 
JOINT   COMMITTEE. 

Lords  Message  [25th  June]  requesting  this 
House  to  nominate  an  additional  Member  to 
the  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills  for  the  consideration  of  the  Copyhold 
Consolidation  Bill  considered : 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Tomlinson  be  added  to  the 
Select  Committee  [appointed  by  this  House  to 
join  with  the  Committee  appointed  by  the 
Lords  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con- 
solidation Bills]  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill : 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords 
to  acquaint  them  therewith.— (.Vr.  T.  E,  Ellit,) 

TROUT  FISHING   (SCOTLAND')  BILL 
[Xiw-rf*].— (No.  279.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  lilondaj  next. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Itfotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Business  of  the  House. 

Sir  J.  P£AS£  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  intended  to  take 
the  Railway  Bill  to-morrow,  and,  if  not, 
when  he  intended  to  take  it  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE:  No,  Sir;  I  do  not 
think  I  shall  take  it  to-morrow,  and  I 
hardly  know  yet  when  I  shall  take  it.  I 
think  it  will  he  possible  to  do  so  on 
Thursday. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester): 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us 
due  notice  when  he  will  take  it  ? 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  say  when  it  will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  will  endeavour  to  let 
the  House  know  a  day  or  two  before* 
hand. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelre  o  olo(^ 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
H^ednesdayy  27ih  June  1S94. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


BABRY  DOCK  AND  RAILWAYS  ACT.  1888 
(AMENDMENT)  BILL  [7>»rrf#]. 

CONSIDERATION. 

Mb.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan, 
S.)  said,  he  desired  to  move  a  Resolution 
Mandiii^  in  bis  name  on  the  Paper  to 
r«-cominit  the  Bill  to  the  former  Com- 
aittee 

•M»,  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Member's 
Motion  does  not  refer  to  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House. 

Mk.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  :  My  Motion 
relates  to  the  Bill,  a  Report  on  which 
his  come  down  from  a  Committee  of  this 
House. 

•Mb.  speaker  :  This  is  not  the 
Bill.  This  is  a  Bill  from  the  Lords.  I 
have  the  highest  authority  for  saying 
this  is  not  the  Bill  the  hon.  Member 
rtfers  to. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

RIVER  srCK   DRAINAGE  BILL. 
CONSIDERATION. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Can  any  Member  of  the  Government  tell 
u  what  this  Bill  is  about  ? 
•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEBT,  Oldham)  : 
It  tfl  to  extend  the  borrowing  powers  in 
order  to  admit  of  the  completion  of  the 
works. 

As  amended,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223 
and  243  be  snspeoded,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  third  time. — (Dr.  Farqu- 
karmmS) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BARRY  RAILWAY  BILL  [LordM], 

Mb.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  l>egged 
to  move — 

-Th«t  the  Barry  Railway  Bill  [Ufrd*]  be 
r^-Cfniniitteil  to  the  former  Committee,  aud 
that  the  Cotomittoe  have  leave  to  sit  and  pro- 
ce*ri  forthwith. 
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That  it  be  an  InRtmction  to  the  Committee 
to  hear  the  case  of  the  Glamorgan  County 
Council,  Petitionen  against  the  Bill,  and  that 
the  Committee  have  power  to  insert  a  Clause 
providing  that  the  railways  of  the  comi>any 
shall  be  a<lapted  and  opened  for  the  convenience 
of  paasenser  traffic  within  such  reasonable 
period  as  the  Committee  shall  think  fit." 

•Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I  The 
Motion  mnst  stand  over  until  Friday 
next. 


THE  RIVERS  POLLUTION  BILL  AND  THE 
LEICESTER  COUNTY  COUNCIL. 

SiB  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester) 
said,  he  desired  to  present  a  Petition  from 
the  Borough  of  Leicester,  which  con- 
tained 180,000  inhabitants,  objecting  to 
be  placed,  so  far  as  the  Rivers  Pollution 

Bill  was  concerned,  under  the  County 
Council,  a  body  which  had  little  sym- 
pathy with,  and  less  knowledge  of,  the 
requirements  of  urban  communities. 
They  preferred  to  be,  as  now,  under  the 
Local  Government  Board.  They  thought 
the  present  jurisdiction — the  County 
Court,  with  an  appeal  to  the  High 
Court — to  be  distinctly  better  than  what 
was  proposed  in  the  new  Bill — namely, 
the  Benoh  of  Magistrates,  with  appeal 
to  what  was  practically  the  same  body — 
that  is,  the  Magistrates  in  Quarter 
Sessions. 


•Mb.  speaker  :  It  is  only  usual  in 
presenting  a  Petition  to  state  its  general 
purport. 

Sib  J.  WHITEHEAD  said,  he 
would  only  add  that  the  Leicester  Cor- 
poration had  no  fear  on  their  own 
account,  inasmuch  as  their  sewage  was 
purified  splendidly  over  a  farm  of  1,600 
acres. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  100.) 

COMMITTEE.     [/Vo^rM#,  26th  June,"} 

[twentieth  nioht.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

•Db.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  said,  that  in  moving  to  leave  out 
the  wonls  "  Great  Britain  "  in  order  to 
insert  **  England,''  it  would  be  c>J)viou8 
to  the  Committee  that  his  intention  was 
to  exempt  Scotland  from  the  proposed 
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increase  of  the  Spirit  Duty.  He  had 
taken  this  course  for  two  special  reasons. 
The  first  was,  that  he  considered  Scotland 
akeadj  much  too  heavily  taxed  for 
Imperial  purposes  as  compared  with 
England  ;  and,  secondly,  he  thought  that 
this  proposed  tax  was  out  of  all  propor- 
tion on  the  beverage  of  the  Scotch  people 
as  compared  with  the  beverage  of  the 
English  people.  In  an  able  paper  con- 
tributed some  time  ago  to  The  Scottish 
Review  a  well-known  financier  went  into 
statbtics  on  the  subject.  He  pointed 
out  clearly  and  indisputably  that,  taking 
the  population  and  taxation,  the  Scotch 
people  were  much  more  heavily  taxed 
per  head  per  annum  than  the  English. 
In  Scotland  each  person  was  taxed 
annually  for  Imperial  purposes  £2  58. 8d., 
while  in  England  the  tax  was  only 
£2  2s.  3d.,  and  in  Ireland  £1  11&.  3d. 
In  a  paper  contributed  to  The  Economist^ 
a  well-known  and  impartial  magazine,  a 
writer  went  into  the  relative  propor- 
tions of  the  Spirit  and  Beer  Duties 
of  England  and  Scotland.  The  Econo- 
mist pointed  out  in  that  article  that 
the  tax  per  head  for  beer  and  spirits 
in  Scotland  was  £1  38.  4d.,  while  in 
England  it  was  only  10s.  5d.  Coming 
to  the  tax  in  the  present  Bill,  it  amounted 
to  this  :  that  while  the  English  cask  of 
beer — which  contained  36  gallons,  and, 
as  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  3^  gallons  of 
proof  spirit — was  to  pay  6s.  9d.,  3i 
gallons  of  proof  spirit  in  the  form  of 
whisky  was  to  pay  38s.6d.  Why  should 
that  be  ?  He  would  have  liked  to  have 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  question  if  he  were  present.  How 
was  it  that  he  was  not  present  ?  [At 
this  point  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  entered  the  House.]  It  was 
to  be  remembered  that  it  was  the  proof 
spirit  in  the  beer  that  was  taxed  and  not 
the  beer  itself,  and  as  the  cask  of  beer 
contained  3 J  gallons  proof  spirit  it  was 
obvious  that  Scotland  was  unfairly 
treated,  because  she  was  charged  nearly 
six  times  as  much.  He  had  been  accused 
of  voting  against  his  Party  on  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  had  to  say  that  his  vote  was 
intended  to  go  against  injustice  to  Scot* 
land  without  regard  to  Government  or 
Party,  His  reason  for  standing  up  to- 
day wus  to  protest  against  this  injustice 
to  Scotland.  It  was  not  because  it  was 
a  tax  upon  whisky  per  se^  but  because 
he  considered  it  a  tax  on  a  Scottish  in- 
dustry, and  that  Scotland  was  being  un- 

Dr,  Macgregor 


fairly  treated  as  compared  with  the  pre- 
dominant partner.  He  objected  to  this 
state  of  things  from  three  points  of  view 
— first,  as  a  Scotch  Nationalist ;  secondly, 
as  a  consumer — [laughter] — ^yes,  as  a 
consumer,  but  he  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee, a  consumer  of  very  moderate 
proportions  ;  and  thirdly,  he  objected  as 
a  medical,  and,  therefore,  as  a  temp^nnce 
man.  And  his  objections  did  not  take 
origin  yesterday.  He  rose  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  six  or  eight  times  to 
protest  against  this  proposal,  but  was  not 
fortunate  enough  to  catch  the  Speaker's 
eye.  Perhaps  that  was  because  he  sat 
beyond  the  range  of  vision  of  the  Chair. 
He  sat  far  back  because,  not  having  a 
hankering  after  the  Treasury  Bench, 
he  did  not  wish  to  add  to  tfoe  crush  on  the 
Benches  below.  They  were  not  over- 
crowded to-day,  but  sometimes  there  was 
not  elbow-room  upon  them.  What  hon. 
Members  who  were  responsible  for  this 
crushing  expected  he  did  not  know. 
They  could  not  all  expect  office,  though 
many  of  them  might  get  knighthoods, 
and  decorations  of  that  sort.  As  a 
Scotch  Nationalist,  he  protested  against 
this  duty  because  it  was  a  disadvan- 
tage to  Scotland.  In  consequence  of 
climate,  it  was  found  that  spirit  suited 
the  Scotch  population  better  than  beer. 
It  was  found  that  the  water  supply  in 
Scotland  was  peculiarly  suited  to  the 
distillation  of  whisky.  It  was  found  also 
that  the  character  of  the  soil  in  many 
parts  of  Scotland  was  well  suited  to  the 
cultivation  of  barley.  For  those  and 
other  reasons  the  distillation  of  whisky 
had  become  an  industry  in  Scotland. 
Therefore,  he  considered  that  to  tax  an 
industry  of  this  kind  unfairly  threatened 
to  crush  it.  There  was  a  point  beyond 
which,  if  they  taxed  any  industry,  they 
would  crush  that  industry.  They  had  in 
the  annals  of  Scotch  history  an  illustra- 
tion of  this  very  fact.  Before  the  time 
of  the  union  of  Scotland  with  England 
the  beverage  of  the  Scotch  people,  espe- 
cially of  the  better  class,  was  claret. 
Little  or  no  whisky  was  distilled,  bat 
very  soon  after  the  Union  the  English- 
man at  once  had  his  eye  upon  Scotland, 
and  he  insisted  on  taxing  it  heavily  and 
imposing  on  the  people,  against  their 
will,  port,  which  would  bear  a  higher 
duty.  Hume,  the  historian,  in  a  moment 
of  irritation  and  sarcasm,  had  immor- 
talised this  historical  fact  in  the  follow- 
ing couplet : — 
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and  erect  the  GaledoniAn  stood, 
Old  WM  his  mattoQ,  and  his  cUret  good. 
*  Let  him  drink  port/  the  English  statesman 

cried. 
He  drank  the  poison  and  his  spirits  died.** 

X^IxiugkUr,']     Id  these  dull  times  of  ex- 
haiuUve  debate  be  took  credit  to  himself 
tliat  he  was  able  to  create  a  inerrj  laugh 
occaaionallj  in  the  House.     His  efforts, 
howerer,     were     sincere    and     earnest, 
Choogh  he  did  not  mind  a  laugh.     He 
meant    what    was   said,    bis   arguments 
being  foanded    upon   history  and    upon 
«iattstic8.     It  was  then  that  the  Cale- 
doniAn,  in  order  to  revive  bis  spirits,  took 
to  the  distillation  of   whisky.     He  ap- 
pealed to  the  Temperance  Party  whether, 
in  crushing   the  beverage    of  claret  by 
over- taxation,  they  bad  not  substituted 
m  more  injurious  and  powerful  commodity 
in    whisky  —  whether  now,  in   seeking 
lo    over  -  tax    whisky,  they   would    not 
sobstituto,    perhaps,     worse     forms    of 
«xoeft8  among   the   community  ?     As  a 
conaamer  —  [/aw^A/cr] — ^yes,    be   spoke 
Imtc    as    a    consumer,    and    repudiated 

the  nation  that  be  spoke  for  tbe  producer. 
The  brewers  and  distillers  were  able  to 
lake  eare  of  themselves,  and  it  was  no 
part  of  his  duty  or  intention  to  take  bis 
ataod  in  their  favour.  On  the  contrary, 
he  stood  up  as  a  consumer  to  protest 
against  the  tax  being  put  upon  tiie  con- 
•«aer  and  nt>t  upon  tbe  producer.  He 
was  well  aware  that  tbe  Chancellor  of 
tka  Exchequer  intended  that  the  tax 
ahoold  fall  upon  the  producer,  but  every - 
otte  who  knew  tbe  metbods  bv   which 

m 

daty  could  be  evaded  by  tbe  producer 
would  understand  that  tbe  producer 
would  not  suffer  by  tbe  increased  im- 
pose Who  would  suffer  ?  Why  tbe 
eonaamer  would  suffer  from  tbe  tax. 
What  would  happen  would  be  this  : 
The  distiller  would  launch  upon  the 
oiarket  raw  and  leas  mature  spirit, 
and  also  spirit  produced  from  inferior 
^rain.  Not  only  would  he  do  this,  but 
hit  would  mix  that  spirit  with  inferior 
produce,  probably  foreign  spirit — spirit 
iiattUed  from  potatoes,  rice,  diseased 
barley,  and  from  sawdust,  for  all  be  knew. 
The  reanlt  would  be  that,  instead  of 
reeouptng  this  6d.  per  gallon,  tbe  oon- 
tfuner  would  probably  suffer  at  least  to 
doable  that  extent.  And  it  was  not  only 
ibe  increased  charge  of  which  he  com- 


plained, but  the  increased  tax  now  pro« 
posed  would  simply  lead  to  the  drinking 
of  an  inferior  whisky — a  whisky  that 
would  produce  a  worse  form  of  intoxica- 
tion, disease,  and  destitution,  of  outrage 
and  of  crime.     Therefore,  he  trusted  the 

Temperance  Party  would  not  proceed  to 
encourage  tbe  over-taxation  of  a  whole- 
some product  when  properly,  consistently, 
and  moderately  used,  and  not  abused. 
He  was  well  aware  that  many  temper- 
ance men  made  martvrs  of  themselves 
for  tbe  sake  of  their  foUow-men,  who 
were  less  able  than  they  were  to  exercise 
self-control.  But  if  be  might  in  a  bumble 
way,  as  a  medical  man — a  man  of  the 
people,,  a  man  who  had  mixed  with  all 
classes  of  society  to  a  great  extent  for 
over  30  years  of  professional  life — if  he 
might  sound  a  note  of  warning  to  the 
Temperance  Party,  he  would  say  this  : 
*'  Beware  that  you  do  not  defeat  your 
own  objects  and  aims  by  expecting  too 
much,  and  by  seeking  legislation  that 
will  never  pass  in  a  free  country  like 
this."  In  seeking  local  veto  and  the 
proper  control  of  the  drink  traffic  he 
sympathised  with  tbe  Temperance  Party, 
but  if  they  aimed  at  tbe  abolition  of  the 
traffic  entirely  it  would  defeat  their  own 
objects.  Tbe  peoples  of  every  nation 
would  always  have  a  narcotic  of  some 
sort  or  other,  whether  it  was  alcohol  in 
this  country,  opium  in  India  and 
China,  or  tbe  chewing  of  roots  in 
certain  savage  countries,  or  tbe 
mastication  of  leaves  in  others.  Was 
it  not  consistent  with  common  sense 
tbat  tbis  traffic,  if  properly  regulated, 
need  not  be  injurious,  but  might  be 
positively  useful  ?  From  the  point  of 
view  of  tbe  physician  and  the  temperance 
man,  be  said  tbat  if  they  over-taxed 
alcohol,  and  drove  tbe  producer  to  adul- 
terate, it  would  have  a  more  injurious 
effect  on  tbe  community  and  lead  to  more 
drunkenness  and  crime  than  tbat  which 
obtained  at  present.  Therefore,  be 
called  upon  tbe  Temperance  Party  to  re- 
consider their  position,  and  to  go  into 
tbe  Lobby  with  him  and  vote  against  this 
increase  of  taxation,  so  far  at  least  as  Soot« 
land  was  codberned.  He  would  suggest 
that  instead  of  increasing  the  Spirit  Duty 
tbe  Cban^ellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  should 
have  increased  the  Death  Duty,  espe- 
cially on. tbe  higher  class  of  estates, 
or,  if  tbat  was  impossible,  it  would  have 
been  more  popular   and  less  oppressive 
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OD  tba  uia88C8  if  be  had  put  another  Id. 
ou  the  Income  Tax. 

The  chairman  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  be  was  out  of  Order  in 
speaking  beyond  the  Amendment. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  would  not  go 
farther  into  the  matter.  He  hoped  every 
friend  of  Scotland  and  every  lover  of 
justice  and  fair  play  would  go  into  the 
Lobby  with  him.  He  apologised  to  the 
House  for  his  disconnected  and  incoherent 
speech.  Unfortunately,  he  had  caught  a 
chill  in  the  Lobby  last  night,  and  was 
not  in  his  best  form  to-day. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  the  words  "Great 
Britain,"  and  insert  the  word  "  English." 
— (Dr.  Macgregor,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  would  condole  with  my  hon.  Friend  on 
the  chili  he  caught  in  the  Lobby,  but 
my  hon.  Friend  is  in  form  enough  to 
menace  my  Budget  in  his  very  amusing 
and  able  speech.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
evidently  not  indulged  in  the  poison  to 
which  he  has  referred,  because  nobody 
can  say  that  his  spirits  have  died  under 
the  effect  of  that  poison.  Tte  full 
amount  of  duty,  as  I  have  explained 
before,  will  be  really  |d.  a  bottle  ;  there- 
fore, if  whisky  is  charged  Id.  a  bottle 
extra  it  will  be  sufficient  to  cover  the 
duty.  In  the  situation  in  which  the 
country  now  finds  itself  I  do  not  think 
that  Id.  a  bottle  is  an  inordinate  tax  upon 
the  consumer. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR :  It  is  the  last 
straw  that  breaks  the  camePs  back. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  think 
that  Id.  a  bottle  on  spurits  will  break  the 
back  of  the  Scotch  camel.  If  the  Id.  is 
divided  into  as  many  parts  as  a  bottle  is 
divided  into  glasses  you  will  get  at  what 
the  ordlnaij^  consumer  will  have  to  pay. 
The  Committee  will  not  think  the  tax  is 
an  inordinate  contribution  to  the 
£4,000y000  required  for  the  Navy. 
A  claim  is  made  fof  justice  to 
Scotland,  but  it  would  involve  in- 
justice to  the  English  consumer.  I 
should  like  to  point  out  thcii  inoonye* 
nience  that  would  arise  from  tha  adoption 
of  the  Amendment.  If  we  put  im  extra 
duty  upou  English  whisky  and  nd^  upon 
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Scotch  whisky  it  would  be  a  voy  serious 
inconvenience  to  gentlemen  crossing  the 
border,  because  if  my  hon.  Friend  were 
coming  here  to  fulfil  his  Parliamentary 
duties  he  would  have  to  be  carefully 
examined  at  Berwick-on-Tweed  to  see 
whether  he  was  endeavouring  to  evade 
the  tax.  The  establishment  of  Customa 
along  the  line  of  the  old  Roman  wail 
would  not  be  very  convenient  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  two  countries.  My 
hon.  Friend's  arguments  are  in  favour  of 
the  Scotch  people,  and  he  intends  to 
leave  things  as  they  are  in  England.  Na 
doubt  there  is  very  good  reason  why  the 
Scotch  people  prefer  whisky.  What  is 
said  about  the  high  quality  of  the  water 
in  Scotland  is  a  fact  of  which  I  have  had 
a  pleasant  experience  in  former  days* 
I  remember  many  years  ago  being  upon 
Loch  Katrine  with  the  late  Lord  John 
Russell.  We  had  a  very  intelligent 
boatman — the  boatmen  are  all  intelligent 
in  Scotland.  We  saw  the  great  works 
which  supply  Glasgow  with  water,  and 
I  said  to  the  boatman,  ^'  I  did  not  know^ 
that  they  drank  so  much  water  in 
Glasgow."  The  boatman  replied,  "  Oh^ 
Sir,  don't  you  know  that  it  makes  the 
best  toddy  in  the  world  ?  "  That  bears 
out  the  view  of  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
Committee  will  not  expect  me  to  go 
more  fully  into  the  questions  raised.  It 
will  recognise  that  the  same  treatment 
must  be  meted  out  to  both  countries  ; 
and,  therefore,  I  hope  that  the  proposal 
for  a  differential  duty  will*not  be  pressed* 
Dr.  MACGREGOR  inquired  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  justified  the  im* 
position  of  a  tax  of  6s.  9d.  upon  the  same 
quantity  of  spirit  in  England  compared 
with  38s.  6d.  on  the  same  quantity  in 
Scotland  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
said,  that  he  represented  a  county  in 
which  probably  the  largest  amount  of 
whisky  was  made  of  any  county  in  the 
world,  and  he  desured  to  call  attention  to 
the  remarkable  fact  that,  although  the 
Finance  Bill  had  been  before  the  House 
for  a  very  considerable  time,  he  had  not 
received  from  a  single  constituent  a  re- 
monstrance against  the  increased  duties. 
He  had  not  received  a  single  communica- 
tion from  any  brewer  or  distiller  in 
Argyllshire.  This  showed  that  the 
people  in  that  part  of  the  world  mc- 
quiesced  in  the  necessity  for  the  impoei- 
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tion  of  the  extra  dntics.     In  times  long 

^ne  bj  it  was  considered  unjust  to  iv-sk 

people  to   make  bricks  witli  atraw,  but 

nowadays  CbaDcellors  of  the  Exchequer 

wer^   asked   to  make  ironclads  without 

monejr.     The  House  had  rightly  pressed 

opoo    the    Chancellor    of    the    Exche- 

^aer  the   necessity  for   more    ironclads, 

and,   of   coarse,  the   right  hou.  Gentle- 

fluui  must  be  supplied  with  the  money. 

but  everybody    was    in    favour  of    the 

peiMliture  being  defrayed  by  somebody 

Hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    had 

•ccapied  most  of  the  time,  whilst   the 

Bill  hiul  been  in  Committee,  in  trying  to 

«xempt  the  landed  classes  from  its  opera- 

tiocu     Amendments  of  every  description 

liad   been    moved  —  some   more   foolish 

tluQ  others,  which  was  all  he  could  say 

a.boat  them.     He  had  learnt  this  lesson 

from   liittening    to   all    these   speeches : 

that  he   would    never  again    place  any 

Limit    to    human   folly   and   selfishness. 

The  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

he  had  ooticed,  had  never  denounced  the 

principle  of  the  Bill,  because  he  hoped  to 

b«  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  again  ; 

aod  whenever  he  rose  on  the  Opposition 

•ade  of  the   Table  the  ghost  of  Banquo 

roAe  at  tlie  other  side  and  shook  his  gory 

bead  at  him.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Itod   nothing    to   say   against   the   Bill, 

hot  he  (Sir  D.  Macfarlane)  would  not  go 

iato  that  matter.     All  he  wished  to  point 

eot  was  that  from  the  greatest  distilling 

eoQDty   in   the  United  Kingdom  he  had 

received  no   remonstrances   against   the 


•Mr.  J,  WILSON  (Lanark,  Govan) 
•aid*  be  liad  listened  with  great  attention 
to  the  bon.  Meml>er  (Dr.  Macgregor),  and 
wa«  »urprise<l    that    he    had    exprcsseil 
expectation   that  he  would  be  followed 
into  ibe  Lobby  by  the  Temperance  Party 
Wooging    to   Scotland.      He   had    had 
MOM  means  of  ascertaining  the  views  of 
iW  people  of  Scotland  as  to  this  Bill, 
maA   be   coald    bear  out   the   testimony 
girttn   by  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyll- 
afaire  on  the  subject.     He  had  heard  no 
one  find  fault  with  the  additional  duty 
npon  spirits  ;  rather  the  reverse.     Even 
the  tra«le  themselves  would    have  pre- 
ferred the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
patting  on  Is.  instead  of  6d.,  because  in 
that   caj»e  they   would   have   had   some 
reaaon    to   rabe   the   price   of   the  gill. 
It    had  been  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  Id.  upon  the  2s.  or 
Sft.  paid  for  a  bottle  of  spirits  was  not  a 


large  sum  to  contribute  towards  the  ex- 
penditure necessary  to  meet  the  demand 
for  an  increased  Navy.  But  he  would 
point  out  that  in  Scotland  little  whisky 
was  bought  in  bottles.  It  was  mostly 
sold  in  gills,  and  the  new  tax  was  not 
kl.  upon  a  gill.  He  hoped  the  hou. 
Member  for  Inverness  would  not  expect 
me  to  follow  him  into  the  Lobby  or  the 
opposite  Lobby  to  partake  of  a  gill  in 
order  to  set  up  his  constitution.  He  had 
expected  his  hon.  Friend,  like  most 
medical  men  who  were  to  the  front,  would 
have  shown  the  mischief  that  was  done 
by  drinking,  even  moderately,  alcoholic 
liquor.  It  was  well-known  that  now 
most  medical  men  had  given  up  the  use 
of  alcoholic  drink  as  medicine,  and  mostly 
dibcountenanced  the  use  of  it.  He  hoped 
that  the  decision  of  the  Committee  would 
be  such  as  to  encourage  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  stand  firm  with  re- 
gard to  his  Budget. 

•Mr.  BIRKMYRE  (Ayr,&c.)  said,  that 
after  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Argyllshire  it  was  his  duty  to  say  that  he 
represented  upwards  of  22  distillers  at 
Campbeltown,  who  had  asked  him  to  use 
his  influence  to  further  their  views  in 
this  matter,  and  to  vote  against  this  impo- 
sition. They  had  desired  an  interview  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  owing  to  his  multi- 
tudinous duties  probably,  bad  not  been 
able  to  receive  a  deputation.  He  himself 
intended  to  vote  against  the  Amendment, 
and  he  had  endeavoured  to  reconcile  his 
constituents  to  the  change  proposed  by 
reminding  them  that  when  the  Conser- 
vative Government  were  in  Office  they 
imposed  the  same  duty,  6d.  per  gallon, 
with  the  distinct  pledge  that  the  impost 
was  to  be  dedicated  or  ear-marked  as  a 
special  fund  for  compensatine  and  en- 
dowing the  liquor  trade.  The  Conser- 
vative Government,  however,  never  saw 
their  way  to  ratifying  the  promise  then 
made  to  the  trade.  He  had  indicated, 
further,  to  his  distiller  friends  that  what- 
ever conditions  the  Liberal  Government 
made  in  this  matter  they  certainly  would 
not  follow  the  example  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  and  break  their  pledges. 

•Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) 
said,  he  had  an  interest  like  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Argyllshire  in 
this  matter,  and  must  speak  on  behalf  of 
Ross-shire,  where  the  finest  whisky 
was  produced.  He  had  had  applica- 
tions from  distillers  asking  him  to  vote 
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against  the  Goyerument,  but  that  be 
would  Dot  do.  He  was  sorry  for  the 
Member  for  Inverness-shire,  with  whom 
he  sympathised  very  much,  but  thought 
he  had  gone  too  far.  If  he  confined  his 
Amendment  to  the  Highlands,  where 
good  whisky  was  made,  he  could  under- 
stand him,  but  why  should  the  Lowlands 
be  exempted,  where  they  only  made  vile 
raw  whisky.  He  had  heard  lately 
of  whisky  being  made  not  only  from 
potatoes,  but  from  sawdust,  though  he 
would  not  say  that  was  done  in  the  Low- 
lands. It  could  not  be  denied  that 
people  would  be  much  better  without 
such  vile  stuff  mis-called  whifiky.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  be  so 
insane  as  to  go  into  the  Lobby  with  the 
brewers.  He  should  not  vote  to  bring 
back  to  power  the  enemies  of  the  High- 
land people.  They  had  had  six  years  of 
Tory  rule,  and  be  should  not  be  a  party 
to  giving  them  six  years  more  of  it. 

•Dr.  MACGREGOR  explained  that 
what  he  had  condemned  was  the  abuse 
of  whisky  and  not  its  use  as  a  whole- 
some article  of  diet.  If  this  industry 
were  crushed,  something  far  worse  than 
whisky  might  be  substituted — some  cheap, 
injurious  drink  which  might  have  far 
worse  consequences  (several  of  which  he 
could  name)  morally  and  bodily,  physi- 1 
caliy  and  mentally.  I 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han-  ; 
over  Square)  assured  the  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway  that  he  need  be  under 
no  apprehension  whatever  as  to  putting 
the  Government  in  a  minority,  as  the 
Opposition  had  no  intention  of  supporting 
an  Amendment  which  separated  the  two 
countries  in  this  matter.  If  any  Scotch- 
man wanted  to  demonstrate  his  feeling 
against  the  Government  in  regard  to  the  ! 
increased  duty  he  could  do  so  with  the 
most  absolute  safety. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON^  (Peterborough) 
moved  an  Amendment  to  exempt  from 
the  duty  spirits  taken  out  of  bond  for 
bona  Jide  medical  purposes.  He  said 
that  chemists  objectied  very  much  to  this 
extra  duty  of  6d.  per  gallon.  It  was  too 
small  to  be  recovered  from  the  pur- 
chasing public  on  each  article  sold,  and 
practically  they  would  themselves  be  the 
losers  in  a  business  which  certainly  ought 
not  to  be  discouraged.  A  short  time 
ago  a  question  on  the  subject  was  put 
to  the    Chancellor  of    the  Exchequer, 

Mr.  Weir 


who  referred,  in  reply  to  a  speech  made 
a  year  or  two  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's^ 
Hanover  Square,  in  which  he  dealt  with 
the  matter.  He  could  not  accept  the 
objection  that  it  would  be  difficult  to 
make  a  distinction,  and  that  it  would  be 
practically  impossible  to  carry  it  out ; 
because  other  proposals,  said  at  one  time 
to  be  impossible,  as,  for  instance,  making 
allowances  upon  property  under  Sche- 
dule A,  had  been  carried  out. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line 
14,  after  the  word  "spirits,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  except  spirits  taken  out  of 
bond  for  bona  Jide  medical  purposes." — 
{Mr,  A.  C.  Morton,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  objected  to  any 
proposal  to  exempt  chemists  and  drug- 
gists from  payment  of  the  duty  on  spirits. 
To  do  so  would  be  to  permit  an  exten- 
sive trade  possibly  to  be  carried  on  in 
the  sale  of  spirits  by  the  mere  admixture 
of  a  few  drops  of  some  preparation 
which  would  come  within  the  words 
"  for  medical  purposes."  He  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  (York, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  suggested  that  tlie  hon. 
Member  should  withdraw  this  Amend- 
ment, in  order  to  allow  a  Division  to  be 
taken  upon  the  next  on  the  Paper,  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York, 
upon  which  the  subject  could  be  better 
discussed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GRANT  LAWSON,  for  Mr. 
BcTCHER  (York),  moved  to  insert  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  the  following  : — 

*'  ProTi(le<1  that,  on  all  spiritii  UAetl  in  the 
preparation  or  making  up  of  medicines  ordmgs 
for  malical  puri)o»w,  a  cirawhac-k  of  hixpence 
per  gallon  shall  be  allowetl." 

He  said  that,  while  some  of  them  had 
not  receive<i  complaints  from  distillers  or 
others,  there  were  verv  few  Menil>erB  of 
that  House  who  had  not  received  com- 
plaints from  the  chemists  in  their  con* 
stituencies  as  to  the  hardship  of  this 
clause  in  regard  to  medicine.  The  quan* 
tities  in  which  drugs  were  sold  were  so 
small  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
chemists  to  charge  the  amonnt  upon  the 
articles  sold  to  customers.  This  proposal 
would  operate  as  a  direct  tax,  therefore. 


333 


Finance 


{27  June  1894} 


Bill. 


334 


apon  medical  dispensers.  Medical  pre- 
parations of  this  description  were  often 
used  as  antidotes  for  the  abuse  of  spirits, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
having  already  got  his  extra  in  the  other 
direction,  ought  not  to  refuse  this  ex- 
emption from  an  increased  duty,  which 
in  this  case  meant  direct  increased  taxa- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
line  18,  at  end,  insert — 

**PrOTkled  that,  on  all  spirita  used  in  the 
prepaiation  or  making  up  of  medicineii  or  <hiig8 
V€  medical  punioies,  a  drawback  of  Hixpence 
per  palloD   shall   be  allowe*!.*' —  (-Vr.    GraHt 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT  said,  it  was 
impoesible  for  him  to  agree  to  the  pro- 
posal, as  it  would  possibly  be  made  use  of 
u  sneb  a  way  as  to  cut  down  the  receipts 
of  the  Revenue  far  too  much.  How 
vooid  H  be  possible  for  the  Revenue 
oftciaU  to  ascertain  whether  the  spirits 
■poo  which  the  drawback  was  allowed 
were  really  employed  iu  the  preparation 
ofdmgs  to  l>e  used  solely  for  medical 
pvpoees  ?  Opinions  differed  also  as  to 
tiie  meaning  of  the  words  ''  medical  pur- 
poMs.*^  The  hon.  Member  for  Ayrshire 
■aid  that  whisky  was  used  for  medical 
parpoeee.  Was  whisky  to  be  considered, 
iWiefore,  a  medical  drug  ?  Hon.  Mem- 
ben  opposite  could,  of  course,  go  on 
preuhig  any  number  of  Amendments  of 
this  kind  npon  the  Government,  but  they 
ioemed  entirely  to  have  forgotten  that  if 
•ech  Amendments  were  carried  they 
veold  impose  upon  the  Revenue  autho- 
rities new  duties  which  they  would  be 
qoiie  unable  to  perform. 

Hiu  GRANT  LAWSON  said,  that 
•pparently  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
<|eer  opposed  the  Amendment  because 
\hm  dfmwback  asked  for  would  cause 
■Kfa  an  enormous  loss  to  the  Revenue. 
If  that  were  the  real  ground  for  his  ob- 
jecting to  the  Amendment,  it  seemed  to 
him  to  show  how  enormously  unjust  the 
boftlen  most  be  that  was  intended  to  be 
placed  apon  one  class  of  traders.  It  was 
propooed  that  the  drawback  should  be 
allowed  on  each  gallou  of  spirits  used  in 
the  preparation  of  medical  drug^,  and  not, 
•a  the  Cbaooellor  of  the  Exchequer 
woold  Mem  io  imply,  upon  each  gallon 
ol  drags  in  the  manufacture  of  which 
sptrita  nad  been  employed. 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  Re- 
venue would  be  defrauded. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  that 
would  not  be  the  case,  for,  after  all,  but 
a  small  quantity  of  spirits  would  be  so 
used.  He  considered  the  question  of 
such  importance  that  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  divide  upon  the  Amend* 
ment. 

Sin  W.  HARCOURT  said,  there  were 
certainly  some  hon.  Members  of  the 
Committee  on  the  hon.  G^ntleman^s  side 
of  the  House  who  did  not  consider  the 
Amendment  involvcnl  a  question  of  great 
importance,  and  that  he  must,  at  all 
events,  acknowledge  that  he  had  failed 
to  convince  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square.  It  was 
idle  to  take  a  Division  upon  a  question 
such  as  that  raised  in  the  Amendment 
they  were  considering.  If  it  were  agreed 
to,  where  would  its  provisions  stop  ?  If 
a  man  wished  to  obtain  the  drawback  on 
a  certain  quality  of  spirits,  all  he  would 
have  to  do,  he  supposed,  would  be  to  add 
a  little  extract  of  nutmeg  or  some  such 
harmless  ingredients,  and  then  he  could 
claim  that  the  spirit  had  been  employed 
in  the  manufacture  of  a  medical  drug. 
He  considered  that  the  wish  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  press  the  matter  to  a 
Division  was  most  unjustifiable,  and 
amounted  to  nothing  less  than  an  attempt 
by  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  to  break  down  the  Revenue. 
•Mr.  TOWNSEND  (Bristol,  N.)  said, 
that  having  had  experience  for  40  years  in 
the  wholesale  and  retail  drug  trade,  he  was 
perfectly  certain  that  those  who  were  most 
competent  to  represent  the  interests  of 
the  trade  did  not  desire  to  see  the  Amend- 
ment passetl.  The  Pharmaceutical 
Society  of  Great  Britain  would  certainly 
have  raised  a  strong  protest  against  the 
clause  had  they  not  considered  that  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  claiming  an 
exemption  from  the  tax  would  be 
altogether  insuperable.  If  such  an  ex- 
emption were  to  l>e  claimed  it  would 
involve  the  constant  attendance  of 
Revenue  Inspectors  at  every  drug  manu- 
factory throughout  the  Kingdom.  How- 
ever dcHirable  a  change  in  the  direction 
indicated  by  the  Amendment  might  be, 
he  did  not  see  at  present  how  it  could  be 
practically  carried  out. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said  that,  while  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  remarks  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbeExchequeras  to  the  increased 
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difficulties  that  would  be  raised  in  the 
way  of  collectiDg  the  Hevenue  and  the 
opportuuity  that  would  be  given  for 
fraud  if  the  Ameudmeot  before  the  Com- 
mittee were  accepted,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaii^s  remarks 
that  the  Amendment  had  been  placed 
upon  the  Paper  with  any  desire  to  break 
down  the  Revenue.  He  himself  had 
received  assurances,  not  so  much  from 
the  large  traders,  but  from  very  many  of 
the  smaller  manufacturers,  that  they 
wished  the  question  with  regard  to 
articles  used  for  medical  purposes  to  be 
very  carefully  considered,  in  the  hope 
that  some  relief  would  be  allowed  from 
the  present  heavy  taxation  they  were 
subjected  to.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  desirable  for  the  Committee  to  divide 
upon  an  Amendment  which,  if  agreed 
to,  would  not  remove  the  grievance  it 
was  intended  to  meet. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25. 

•Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury) 
moved  an  Amendment  providing  that 
additional  Excise  Duty  of  6d.  per  barrel 
should  only  apply  to  beer  ^'  brewed  from 
substitutes  for  barley-malt  and  hops.'* 
He  said,  that  his  object  iu  doing  so  was 
to  protect,  as  far  as  possible,  the  interests 
of  the  agricultural  classes  against  the 
operation  of  this  clause  imposing  an  ad- 
ditional duty  of  6d.  a  barrel  on  all  beer 
brewed  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  to 
throw  the  proposed  burden  of  taxation 
upon  the  shoulders  of  those  better  able 
than  they  were  to  bear  it.  Many  persons 
justly  regarded  pure  beer  absolutely  as  a 
form  of  nutrition,  and  every  encourage- 
ment to  the  brewing  of  beer  from  Eng- 
lish hops  and  malt  should  be  given  by 
the  Grovemment.  The  question  of  the 
supply  of  pure  beer  to  the  people  of  this 
country  was  so  important  that  he  intended 
to  press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 
When  the  question  of  legislation  in  this 
direction  was  brought  before  the  House 
it  was  too  often  treated  by  hon.  Members 
as  a  matter  of  merriment ;  but  he  did  not 
consider  it  a  subject  for  levity  at  all ; 
it  was  rather  one  of  ^^  specific  gravity.'* 
This  proposal  for  securing  pure  beer 
had  received  the  support  of  very  Urge 
numbers  of  his  fellow  -  countrymen. 
Whenever  there  had  been  the  slightest 
chaBoe  of  legislation  on  the  subject  Peti- 

Mr.  W.  Long 


tions  in  support  of  it  had  been  exten- 
sively signed  by  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity— by  Bishops,  Magistrates,  far- 
mers, and  labourers  alike,  and  he  did  not 
believe  there  was  any  other  subject  in 
the  world  on  which  such  unanimity  of 
feeling  had  been  shown.  He  remembered 
seeing  on  one  occasion  in  particular  Sir 
E.  Birkbeck,  who  was  no  longer  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  hardly  able  to  stagger 
to  the  Table  under  the  weight  of  a  Peti- 
tion with  30,000  signatures  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  Although  he  was  not  speaking 
at  that  moment  in  support  of  the  Pure 
Beer  Bill,  it  was  evident  that  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  placed  on  the  Paper  tended 
in  the  direction  aimed  at  by  the  Bill^ 
which  had  the  support  of  almost  every 
Chamber  of  Agriculture.  The  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  had  on  several 
occasions  unanimously  recommended  it  to 
the  consideration  and  sympathy  of  the 
House,  and,  still  more  recently,  a  large 
Organisation,  which  he  was  glad  to  see 
spreading  its  roots  far  and  wide — as  some 
hon.  Members  would  find  to  their  cost  at 
the  next  General  Election — he  referred 
to  the  National  Agricultural  Union — had 
included  this  question  in  its  programme, 
and  had  discovered  that  it  was  one  of  the 
most  popular  of  their  proposals.  In 
appealing  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, he  felt  that  he  was  appealing  to 
sympathetic  ears.  He  well  rememb^^ 
with  gratitude  the  prompt  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  1886, 
at  the  request  of  some  of  them,  took  off 
the  cottagers'  brewing  licence,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  s  short  tenure  of 
Ofiice  on  that  occasion  would  be  memor- 
able by  reason  of  the  fact  that  that  was 
the  only  time  on  which  they  had  reached 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Pure  Beer 
Bill.  He  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  would  give  his  support  to  this 
Amendment  as  being  one  which  would 
conmiend  itself  to  millions  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen.  There  were  upwards  of 
32,000,000  barrels  of  beer  brewed  every 
year  —  nearly  a  barrel  for  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
Out  of  this  number  a  very  large  proportioa 
were  brewed  with  substitutes  for  barley- 
malt  and  hops.  The  Amendment  he 
previously  placed  on  the  Paper— and 
which  proved  to  be  out  of  Order — was 
designed  to  help  the  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exdiequer  to  increase  his  Revenue.  It 
was  applied  to  the  same  clause  and  same 
line,  and  read  thus — 
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**  For  every  36  galloiM  of  worts  of  a  specific 
gnritj  of  1,055  degrees,  coataining  ingretlients 
other  thjui  barlej-malt  and  hops,  the  duty  of 
)ft.,aiiit  H>  on  in  proportion  for  any  difference  in 
quotity  or  gravity. 

The  effect  of  this  Ameudmeat  wonld  have 
been  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
«am  of  £400,000  more,  and  that  would 
have  rejoiced  his  heart  as  well  as  that  of 
e?erj   well-wisher    of    the   agricultural 
ioterest.    But  as  the  Amendment  did  not 
conform  to  the  Rules  of  the  House,  he 
had  to  amend  it  and  put  it  iu  the  form  in 
vfaich  it  was  n«w  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee.   He  thought  he  would  be  able  to 
ihow  that  eTen  if  this  Amendment  were 
•eeepted  the  Revenue  would  not  suffer  to 
laj  material  extent.     By  the  kindness 
of  the  officials  at  Somerset  House  he  had 
hecQ  able  to  check  the  figures  placed  at 
hif  dUposal.     So  far  as  he  was  able  to 
jiiige,  his  proposal  wonld  have  the  effect 
of  reducing  the  amount  payable  to  the 
Excheqaer  by  a  sum  of  £260,000.    How 
WM  that  to  be  made  up  ?  His  suggestion 
vu  that  it  could  be  made  up  by  a  licence 
to  the  users  of    substitutes   for  barley- 
malt  and  bops— on  the  same  lines    as 
the  licences  formerly  given  to  those  who 
VMd  sugar — the  licence  to  increase   iu 
pnportion  with  the  number  of  barrels 
w«wed. 

bit  W.    HARCOURT  :   In   fact,  a 
pMioated  duty. 

Me,  QUILTER  :  That  was  so.  The 
^-  Member  for  Wimbledon  was  a  great 
**^ritv  on  this  subject,  and  must  be  . 
'^lyded  as  the  spokesman  of  a  powerful 
^on  of  the  brewing  interest.  On  the 
^*otMid  Reading  of  the  Finance  Bill  the 
hoQ.  Member  said — 

*^  If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eicbeqner  was 
pxoc  to  indst  on  running  np  the  taxation  on 
ber  to  todi  a  point  that  it  could  not  be  made 
f^RM  tnalt  and  bops,  the  hrewer,  like  any  other 
■mifkctiuer,  wonld  naturally  seek  other  in- 
gniieiit*.'* 

That  wa9  direct  evidence  of  the  source 
^'ooi  which  rich  incomes  were  made.  It 
voold  be  seen  from  the  figuros  he  had  to 
qooce  that  there  was  some  truth  in  the 
hoc.  Member's  prophecy.  And  he  would 
like  to  say,  in  passing,  that  this  country 
■pfnared  to  be  drifting  into  somewhat 
m  same  condition  as  obtained  in  our 
Aottralian  Colonies,  for  in  Victoria 
IS,500,000  gallons  of  beer  were  brewed 
from  sugar  and  other  materials  as  against 
516,000  gallons  from  malt  and  hops. 
That  was  precisely  what  we  were  coming 
to  ia  this  oonntry.  The  quantity  of  beer 


made  from  sugar  and  not  from  barley- 
malt  and  hops  was  rapidly  growing,  and 
he  believed  that  the  Inland  Revenue 
was  alarmed  at  the  amount  of  licence 
which  was  now  superseding  the 
liberty  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Midlothian  meant  to  give  when  he 
assented  to  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax. 
He  looked  at  this  matter  in  the  light  of 
actual  official  Returns,  and  he  proposed 
to  lay  before  the  House  half-a-dozen 
figures  in  support  of  the  case  he  had  to 
submit.  How  were  they  to  distinguish 
between  brewers  who  used  substitutes 
and  those  who  only  used  barley  and 
hops  ?  That  could,  ho  submitted,  easily 
be  done  by  a  slight  alteration  of  the 
forms  issued  by  Somerset  House  for  use 
by  brewers  by  amplifying  one  head 
"definitions'*  and  providing  an  extra 
column  in  which  other  materials  used 
should  be  entered.  The  Somerset  House 
authorities  would  then  be  able  to  dis- 
tinguish between  those  brewers  who 
used  substitutes  and  those  who  used  the 
genuine  article.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  thought  that  the  repeal  of  the  Malt 
Tax  was  one  of  the  greatest  mistakes 
made  in  the  interests  of  agriculture.  He 
went  even  further,  for  he  would  heartily 
support  the  re-imposition  of  that  tax, 
believing  that  it  would  get  rid  of  many 
of  the  difficulties  which  this  Amendment 
sought  to  deal  with.  It  was  impossible 
to  deal  with  this  question  without 
troubling  the  Committee  with  figures, 
and  he  was  compelled  to  give  statistics 
as  to  the  number  of  brewers  and  maltsters 
before  and  after  the  repeal  of  the  Malt 
Tax.  He  had  taken  three  separate 
periods  of  20  years.  He  found  that  in 
185S  the  number  of  brewers  was  45,2il4  ; 
in  1873,  29,969;  and  in  1893,  10,143. 
In  1853  the  maltsters  numbered  7,805  ; 
in  1873  the  number  had  diminished  to 
4,977  ;  and  in  1880  it  had  dwindled  to 
3,835.  The  figures  were  obtained  from 
— (1)  First  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue,  1857,  Appendices 
28  a,  b,  c,  pp.  LXI-V. ;  (2)  Twenty- 
eighth  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue,  1885,  Appendix 
page  164 ;  and  (3)  Return  Brewers' 
Licences  March  12,  1894,  No.  11,  page  8. 
Several  remarks  were  made  in  theoourw 
of  the  previous  day's  Debate  as  to  the 
use  of  sugar  in  brewing.  As  far  as  he 
couhl  gather  from  the  official  Returns, 
the  use  of  sugar  in  brewing  was  not 
absolutely  necessary.     For  example,  two 
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of  the  largest  brewers,  who  brewed 
between  them  3,000,000  barrels  a  year, 
ased  practicall  J  Done.  In  the  year  ended 
30th  September,  1893,  the  number  of 
common  brewers  was  10,143,  and  the 
quantity  brewed  was,  roundly,  32,000,000 
barrels.  An  analysis  giving  the  propor- 
tions of  malt  and  sugar  came  out  as 
follows : — 


Brewer*. 


2 
8,307 
1,834 


Barrels 
brewetl. 


3,000,000 

2,000,000 

27,000,000 


10,143 


32,000,000 


Bushels  of  malt 
f  used  per  cwt. 
of  sugar. 


H50 

94 

22i 


Average  26 


In  the  Return  for  the  year  ending  Sep- 
tember, 1892,  one  brewer  was  shown  to 
have  used  as  little  as  six  bushels  of  malt 
per  hundredweight  of  sugar,  and  there 
were,  doubtless,  mauy  more  who  used 
similar  small  quantities,  although  the 
Returns  did  not  disclose  the  fact.  And 
in  that  connection  he  wished  to  compli- 
ment the  Sister  Island  on  the  very  satis- 
factory state  of  the  brewing  interest 
there  &s  far  as  regarded  the  comparative 
use  of  Hugar  iu  brewing.  He  believed 
the  action  of  the  brewers  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Irish  Channel  in  this  respect 
had  largely  conduced  to  their  prosperity, 
as  was  especially  noticeable  in  the  case 
of  one  or  two  firms.  He  hoped  he  would 
have  the  support  of  the  Irish  Members 
on  this  Amendment.  It  would  be  of 
interest  to  hon.  Members  to  know  the 
total  amount  of  sugar  used  in  brewing. 
The  figures  were  : — 

Years.  Ibe. 

1866 1,790.529  (Return  No.  13«,  March  1, 

1890;  Sugar  used  iu 

brewing.) 
1876 I>8,143,732  (Return  No.  13C,  March  1, 

1880;  Sugar  usetl   in 

brewing.) 
1893 237,772,218  (Return  No.  11,  March  12, 

1894;  Brewers*  Li- 

cences,  page  7.) 

The  Amendment  did  not  aim  at  preventing 
the  moderate  use  of  sugar  ior  priming 
beer ;  but  he  contended  that  the  additional 
daty  proposed  by  the  GoverniAent  should 
be  impoeed  upon  beer  actuary  brewed 
from  substitutes  for  barley -malt  and 
hops.  He  wished  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  he  believed  a  small  per- 

Mr.  Qmiiter 


centage  of  sugar,  not  exceeding  perhaps 
2  per  cent.,  might  be  safely  and  wisely 
used  in  priming  beer,  as  was  the  custom  of 
some  who  actually  brewed  from  nothing 
but  malt  and  hops.  He  desired,  too,  to 
make  it  quite  clear  that  he  did  not  seek  to 
tax  the  use  of  bisulphite  of  lime  as  a  pre- 
servative. Many  Members  of  that  Hoaae 
must  have  travelled  between  Stuttgardt 
and  Munichon  the  hot  red  velvet  cushions 
in  the  burning  heat  of  the  summer,  and 
they  would  all  be  able  to  recall  the  delight 
they  experienced  at  the  sight  of  a  tray 
with  those  slender  glasses  full  of  a  de- 
licious, foaming,  deep-coloured  beverage, 
the  pleasure  of  drinking  which  was  un- 
alloyed afterwards  by  the  slightest  head- 
ache or  mischief.  £ven  Members  who 
noTcr  partook  of  beer  in  their  own  country 
must  have  succumbed,  under  stress  of 
circumstances,  to  this  temptation.  He 
was  himself  led  to  ask  how  this  drink, 
which  was  so  delicious  and  harmless,  was 
made,  and  be  found  that  under  the  laws 
of  Bavaria  every  person  who  brewed 
was  compelled  to  brew  exclusively  from 
malt  and  hops  ;  and  not  only  was  the 
man  who  brewed  from  other  ingredients 
liable  to  be  Bned  and  imprisoned,  but  the 
vendor  also  ran  the  same  risk.  It  was 
hard  to  contemplate  the  idea  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Cheltenham  or  Bedford 
spending  the  summer  in  one  of  Her 
Majesty^s  suburban  retreats  because  the 
articles  which  they  dealt  out  to  Her 
Majesty^s  subjects  had  been  impregnated 
or  adulterated  with  other  materials  than 
barley-malt  and  hops.  Even  he  did  not 
propose  such  strong  and  stringent  legis- 
lation, neither  did  he  think  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  ven- 
ture to  suggest  it  ;  but  he  did  believe 
that  if  they  adopted  the  course  he  had 
suggested,  it  would  be  fraught  with 
benefit  to  very  large  numbers  of  the 
people  of  this  country.      There  was  the 

question  of  Protection 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  I 
The  question  of  Protection  is  hardly 
germane  to  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration. 

*Mb.  QUILTER  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Chairman  misunderstood  his  meaning. 
The  protection  to  which  he  referred  was 

frotection  for  the  stomach  and  health. 
Laughter  and  cheers,']  Bat  he  would 
not  further  press  that  point.  All  be 
would  say  was,  that  was  what  he 
had  in  view  when  he  put  hia 
Amendment    upon    the    Paper.       The 
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AmetMliiient  ought  to  have  the  support 
of  ifembera  who  were  conuected   with 
the  temperaoce  moveroeDt.      Real  tem- 
perance  wa»  the  moderate  use  of  thoee 
driDlu    which    Providence    and    skill — 
[LaugkUr] — provided  lis  with,  aud  such 
temperance  was  vital  to  the  health  and 
well-being  of  the  commuuity.     He  there- 
fore looked    for    support    to    the   hon. 
MemherB  for   Cockermouth   and    South 
T/rooe,  although  he  could  not  answer 
for  the  hon.  Baronet,  whose  idea  of  tem- 
perance seemed  to   differ  from   that  of 
ujbodj    else.      If    ibe    effect    of    his 
Anendment  should  be  to  obtain  for  the 
public  a  purer  article,  a  decided  step  in 
Uie  direction   of  temperance  would    be 
Bade,  and   therefore  he  boped  that  the 
TvDperanoe  Party  in  that  House  would 
vote  with  him  on  that  occasion.     It  was 
^  experience  of  farmers,  especially  of 
tW  iu  tlie  Eastern  counties,  that  the 
toodQct  of  labourers  in  tbe  harvest-field 
vbo  drank  home-brewed  beer  contrasted 
iiTotinbly  with  the  conduct  of  men  who 
»we  supplied  witb  beer  from  the  public- 
kofue.     He  was  thankful  to  say  there 
v«re  huodreds  of  thousands  of  these  men 
*iH)  did  tlieir  work  steadily  with  a  view 
to  etroing  money,  whereas  those  who  got 
^  l»eer  from  tbe  public-house   were 
****Jt   troublesome,     and     intemperate. 
^«  and    over    again    had    he    heard 
fefmer*  say  that  they    would    not   send 
•w  men  with  drays  to  such  or  such  a 
phce,aQd  when  asked  for  an  explana- 
^  tbey  replied,  "  We  do  not  trust  our 
■roaway  from  home,   where   they  can 
wok  home-brewed  beer.      If   they  are 
•**•*  to  a  place  where  tbey  can  get   one 
»rt  of  stuff  at   one  public-house,  and 
ttotier  sort  at  another  public-house,  our 
hotter  are  likely  to  return  home   witbout 
^  men."     A  farmer  had  told  him  re- 
eeotiy  that  when  lieer  was  procuretl  from 
the  pablic-bouse  it  affected  the  legs  of 
bi*  men  so  seriously  that  they  seemed  to 
want  wooden  leg?*,  meaning  tbereby  that 
li)ey  were   not    able    to    stand    up    in 
tbe     bay  field.       If     the     Amendment 
brought     about     a      better      state      of 
thingti  ibey     would   surely    not    regret 
it.    It  was  impossible  on  an  Amendment 
like  ibijt  in  Committee  to  adequately  deal 
•Ten  with  one  part  of  this  large  subject, 
for  brewing  wan  a  great  mystery.  Thougb 
he  hail  worshippe<l  at  a  distance  for  many 
yean,  he  had   never  yet   been  able  to 
penetiate  beyond   its   portals.     He   ap- 
pealed to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 


quer to  raise  the  money  he  required  from 
tbose  who  made  large  profits  out  of  the 
adulteration  of  the  national  beverage^ 
and  not  from  those  who,  while  they  pro- 
vided healthful  and  invigorating  drink 
for  the  people,  were  also  reviving  and 
benefiting  a  national  industry,  the 
decadence  of  which  they  so  much 
deplored. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY 
(Sbropshire,  Newport)  said,  that  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  Dot 
been  for  the  moment  absent  from  the 
House,  he  should  have  been  prepared  to 
congratulate  him  sincerely  and  honestly 
on  having  had  placed  before  him  au 
Amendment  which  he  would  joyfully 
accept,  and  which  would  be  likely  to 
carry  out  some  of  the  main  objects  which 
he  had  so  often  ansureil  the  House  he  had 
at  heart.  Some  Members  cf  the  House 
might  be  pardoned  if  they  did  not  abso- 
lutely agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  tbe  Budget  contained  all  the 
cardinal  virtues  rolled  into  one.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  at  all  events^ 
asserted  that  it  contained  certain  elements 
which  would  command  general  approval, 
that  it  would  be  a  burden  on  the  rich  but 
not  on  the  poor, aud  that  it  would  not  im- 
pose any  impost  upon  those  who  were  not  in 
a  position  to  meet  it.  The  right  hon* 
Gentleman  ha<l  also  asserted  tliat  his 
Budget  was  so  framed  and  arranged  that 
it  would  not  injure  any  British  industry, 
and  that  even  if  it  should  for  a  moment 
tread  on  the  little  toe  of  any  British  in- 
dustry, it  would  not  touch  the  industry 
of  agriculture,  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  professed  to  be  not  an  enemy, 
but  a  champion.  Then  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asserted  that  his  proposals 
would  not  affect  the  bulk  of  tbe  working 
classes  in  any  way.  Tbe  Opposition  had 
cballengod  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman,  aud  bad  asserted 
that  his  Budget  was  not  composed  of 
tbese  various  virtues,  and  would  not 
carry  out  these  objects.  There  was  now 
offered  for  tbe  consideration  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  an  Amendment  which 
was  in  exact  harmony  witb  his  profes- 
sions. It  would  most  distinctlv  and 
positively  retain  tbe  burden  upon  the 
rich,  aud  it  woul  1  differentiate  l)0tweea 
two  classes  of  wealtby  brewers — tbose 
who  supplied  the  public  with  an  article 
which  was  not  genuine,  and  tbose  who 
gave  the  public  an  unadulterated  and 
pure    article.     The    Chancellor  of    the 
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Exchequer  ought  to  view  the  Amentl- 
ment  most  favourably,  because  it 
would  not  remove  the  burden  from  the 
class  of  brewers  as  a  whole ;  it  would 
only  remove  it  on  to  those  shoulders 
which  certainly  ought  to  be  called  upon 
to  bear  the  heaviest  burden,  and  would 
relieve  the  shoulders  of  those  who  carried 
on  their  trade  according  to  a  method  of 
which  everyone  approved.  It  had  been 
said  that  certain  of  the  leading  firms  of 
brewers  would  benefit  by  the  acceptance 
of  the  Amendment.  If,  however,  any 
firm  laid  itself  out  to  sell  a  more  abso- 
lutely pure  article  than  other  firms 
supplied,  it  ought  to  be  the  object  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  protect 
that  firm,  or,  at  all  events,  to  see  that  it 
did  not  suffer  from  the  fact  that  it  was 
doing  all  it  could  in  the  interests  of  the 
community  at  large.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said  also  that  his 
Budget  would  not  injure  British  in- 
dustries, more  especially  the  agricultural 
industry.  Well,  the  Amendment  sought 
to  remove  any  injury  which  might  fall 
upon  British  industries  under  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^s  proposal,  and  especially 
any  injury  that  might  fall  upon  agriculture. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
further  urged  that  his  proposals  would 
not  affect  the  community  at  large,  and, 
here  again,  the  Amendment  would  operate 
in  the  direction  desired  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  A  far  larger  number  of 
persons  than  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  were  watching  the 
progress  of  the  Amendment  with  very 
great  interest,  and  with  a  strong  desire 
for  its  adoption.  The  reason  was  not  far 
to  seek.  Of  course,  he  would  allow  that 
the  Amendment  raised  the  question  of 
what  was  called  pure  beer.  He  (Colonel 
Kenyon-Slaney),  like  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Quilter),  had  been  for 
several  years  endeavouring  to  introduce 
a  Bill  on  the  subject,  but  the  chances  of  the 
ballot  had  not  enabled  him  to  do  so.  He 
felt,  however,  that  he  had  some  little 
right  to  speak  in  favour  of  an  Amend- 
ment which  was  in  the  direction  of  that 
Bill.  If  the  Amendment  were  adopted  it 
would  remove  a  most  distinct  injury  and 
injustice  which  at  present  pressed  on 
those  who  sought  for  its  removal. 
The  consumer  and  the  nation  at  large 
had  a  right  to  have  a  genuine 
article  supplied  to  them.  That  principle 
had  been  acknowledged  in  the  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act,  in  the  legislation 

Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney        ^ 


enacted  for  preventing  the  passing  off  of 
margarine  as  butter,  and  in  the  efforts 
that  were  being  made  to  prevent  people 
selling  foreign  as  English  meat — efforts 
which  had  been  largely  assisted  by  that 
most  sensible  Report  which  had  been 
issued  by  the  other  House,  which  seemed 
to  him  to  be  generally  the  place  where 
sensible  legislation  was  initiated,  and 
which  certainly  in  this  case  had  done 
more  to  help  agriculture  than  anything 
that  had  emanated  from  the  House  of 
Commons  as  at  present  constituted.  He 
supposed  that  99  out  of  every  100 
persons  in  this  country  who  asked  for  a 
glass  of  beer  expected  that  it  would  be 
what  it  pretended  to  be — a  concoction 
of  barley-malt  and  hops.  There  were, 
however,  three  sorts  of  beer  that  could 
be  bought — namely,  (1)  pure  beer ;  (2) 
beer  which,  though  harmless,  was  not 
brewed  purely  from  barley-malt  and 
hops  ;  and  (3)  beer  that  was  absolutely 
noxious  and  poisonous.  The  last-named 
beer  was  issued  only  by  the  lowest  class 
of  public-houses,  and  was  not  sold  by 
the  higher  class  breweries.  If  by  adopt- 
ing this  Amendment  the  Committee  could 
drive  it  out  of  existence  they  would  cer- 
tainly be  conferring  a  very  immediate 
and  direct  benefit  upon  the  masses  of  the 
community,  who  were  driven  by  force  of 
circnmstances  to  obtain  liquor  more  or 
less  from  these  tainted  sources.  He  would 
ask  what  were  the  experiences  of  any 
hon.  Member  who  had  been  called  upon 
to  act  as  a  Magistrate  in  a  rural  dis- 
trict ?  Such  an  hon.  Member  knew 
perfectly  well  that  a  great  number  of 
cases  of  drunkenness  were  due  not  to 
what  was  termed  "  boozing,"  but  to  the 
drinking  of  a  moderate  amount  of  beer  of 
an  impure  and  noxious  character.  The 
very  first  effect  of  this  Amendment 
would  be  to  knock  on  the  head  and 
drive  out  of  the  market  the  supply  of 
this  noxious  and  impure  liquor. 
Possibly  he  might  be  told  that  existing 
legislation  was  sufficient  to  produce  this 
result.  Ho  was  afraid,  however,  that  the 
Adulteration  Acts  were  not  sufficiently 
strong  to  cope  with  this  particular  evil. 
It  was  Yerj  difficult  to  detect  the  bad 
elements  in  beer  after  fermentation  had 
taken  place,  and  it  required  a  long  and 
weary  process  to  secure  a  conviction.  As 
to  beer  which  was  not  pure  but  still 
harmless,  the  Amendment  would  not,  he 
believed,  in  anyway  interfere  with  the  free 
sale  of  such  liquor  as  Pilsener  beer  and 
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Lftger  beer,  whicb,  although  thej  might 
DOC    be    aUsolutely    pure    accordlDg    to 
British  notioDs  of  puritj,  were  harmless 
and  umloubtedlj  popular,  and  ought  not 
to  be  subjected  to  auj  unfair  impost.  He 
eaiDe   now  to  the  pure  beer,  which  he 
and  those  who  thought  with  liim  did  seek 
to  faring  into  larger  consumption  through- 
oat  the  country.     They  did  not  ask  for 
aaj  exceptional  favour  in  regard  to  pure 
beer  brewed  from  barlej-malt  and  hops, 
bat  that  it  should  be  treated  very  much 
ia  the  same  way  as  butter  was  treated 
UMler  the  Margarine  Acts  and  as  foreign 
catlerj  was  treated  under  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act.     They  asked  that  the  con- 
finer  should  have  a  right  to  know  that 
vben  he  asked  for  a  pure  article  he  was 
not  getting  an  impure  one.  If  this  were  a 
diss  Amendment  brought  forward  with 
tiic  object  of   relieving    from    taxation 
t^ow  who  ought  to  be  taxed,  and  there- 
fort  making  the  necessity  of  taxation  in 
Qliier  directions  larger,  it  would  possibly 
^  open  to  some  sort  of  criticism.      This 
AAendmcnt  was,  to  a  large  extent,  de- 
■uhied  by    the  farming  interest  and  the 
proilacerB  of  barley,  as  well  as  by  the  cou- 
Mimers  of  beer.     He  could,  from  his  own 
kaowledge,  support  the  assertion  of  the 
Imjo.  Member  who  introduced  the  Amend- 
M)t,u>    the    effect   that    the   greatest 
iatereflt  was  felt  in  the  question  by  both 
tike  classes    mentioned    throughout   the 
niml  districts  of  the   country.      He  was 
sot  fure  that  be  knew  of  any  subject   of 
po««ible  legislation  on  which  the  atten- 
tm  of  farmers  was  more  concentrated  at 
tliis  moment  than  that  which  was  aimed 
u    in    the     Amendment     and     which 
generally      known      under      the 
of     **pure     beer."      If      they 
to   consider   what    an    important 

Kof  farm  production  barley  was,  and 
around  the  price  of  barley  ranged 
the  qnestioQ  of  profit  and  loss  on  many 
firms  in  the  country,  they  could  not 
wooder  that  farmers  were  vitally  in- 
terested io  an  Amendment  which  they 
thought  would  have  the  result  of  main- 
taining the  price  of  that  commodity. 
The  Amendment  did  not  seek  to  impose 
a  prohibitive  or  protective  duty  on 
foreign  bariej.  That  might  or  might 
not  bt  a  wise  thing  to  do,  but,  at  any 
nte,  it  was  noi  cognate  to  the  present 
profNMal.  The  Amendment  simply  sought 
to  Apply  the  same  lines  of  legislatioo  to 
be«r  as  were  applied  to  other  articles  of 
j«t.-rml  oODcumption  ;    and    surely   that 


was  not  an  unfair  thing  to  do.  An  bon. 
Member  opposite  had  said  that  ho 
grudged  any  assistance  to  the  agricultural 
community.  But  he  (Colonel  Kenyon- 
Slaney)  took  it  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  almost  alone  in  that  opinion.  Cer- 
tainly if  the  Amendment  were  to  have 
the  effect  he  descril)ed  it  would  not  bo 
grudged  by  the  majority  of  Members  on 
the  Ministerial  side,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  it  would  be  grudged  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
prejudiced  by  the  consideration  that  its 
adoption  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  help  those  who  were 
struggling  to  carry  on  an  industry  on 
which  so  much  of  the  welfare  of  the 
country  depended.  Incidentally,  he  would 
point  out  that  all  encouragement  given 
to  the  cultivation  of  barley  had  a  direct 
effect  on  the  wages  of  the  people  em- 
ployed on  the  laud.  The  demand  for 
the  Amendment,  therefore,  came  in  a 
large  degree  from  the  barley  growers, 
and  there  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very 
fair  prim&  facie  case  for  its  acceptance. 
For  one  farmer,  however,  50  or  100 
working  men  had  expressed  to  him  their 
desire  that  the  Amendment  should  be 
ailopted,  and  for  one  producer  of  barley 
100  consumers  were  interested  in  the 
subject.  The  best  class  of  agricultural 
labourers,  the  very  men  they  wished  to 
maintain  on  the  land,  were  injured  by 
impure  and  noxious  beer.  Some  people 
might  say,  "  Ah  !  You  agricultural 
labourers  don*t  know  what  is  good  for 
you."  No  doubt  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  would  like  to 
treat  them,  as  he  treated  so  many  other 
classes  in  the  community,  as  if  they  were 
babies  in  swaddling  clothes  to  which  he 
had  the  sole  right  of  acting  as  nurse  or 
pupil  teacher.  But  the  agricultural 
labourers  knew  what  was  good  for  them 
a  great  deal  better  than  the  hon.  Baronet, 
and  if  they  preferred  pure  beer  they  ought 
not  to  be  prohibited  from  getting  it  by  the 
refusal  of  this  moderate  Amendment. 
He  had  tried  to  prove  that  the  first  effect 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  to  deal 
fairly  and  properly  with  the  different 
classes  of  beer  produced  ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  demand  for  the  Amendment 
came  from  those  who  had  the  l>est  right 
to  make  it — namely,  from  the  producers 
and  consumers.  Hon.  MemlxTs  might 
think  that  the  chaii^o  in  the  lav\*  pro- 
posed  would   b?  an   innovation  ;    but  he 
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\f  ondered  if  thej  had  thought  at  all  upon 
what  had  been  the  course  of  legislation 
on  the  subject  in  past  years.  He  believed 
he  was  correct  in  sajing  that  in  1802  a 
penalty  was  imposed  for  brewing  from 
anything  bat  malt  and  hops,  the  reason 
being  that  the  use  of  other  substances 
was  injurious  to  health  and  to  the 
Revenue  receipts.  In  1811  burnt  sugar 
and  water  were  allowed  to  be  added  ;  in 
1816  a  wave  of  common  sense  came  over 
the  country,  and  this  extension  was  re- 
voked ;  in  1847  sugar  was  again  allowed  ; 
in  1 862  substitutes  for  hops  were  allowed  ; 
and  in  1880  any  material  was  allowed 
which  could  be  called  saccharine  and 
which  was  not  injurious  to  health.  The 
tendency,  therefore,  had  been  to  give 
more  and  more  liberty  to  the  brewers  as 
to  the  use  of  substitutes.  Inch  by  inch 
Parliament  had  been  driven  from  the 
position  it  had  taken  up  in  1802.  The 
Amendment  did  not  seek  to  prevent 
brewers  from  using  other  substances  than 
malt  and  hops,  but  only  to  give  pre- 
ferential treatment  to  genuine  beer.  The 
effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be  felt 
only  by  the  compounders  of  noxious 
rubbish  and  by  the  vendors  of  substitutes. 
He  maintained  that  the  Amendment 
would  not  injure  the  legitimate  traders 
or  the  Revenue.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
agricultural  interest  generally  would 
benefit  considerably.  It  might  be  urged 
that  such  a  provision  would  throw  all 
the  trade  into  the  hands  of  the  largo 
brewers  who  brewed  pure  beer  and  would 
kill  out  the  smaller  brewers  who  could 
not  afford  to  be  so  scrupulous.  He  was 
opposed  to  monopolies  in  brewing,  and 
he  would  rather  see  the  brewing  trade 
conducted  by  a  large  number  of  small 
brewers  than  a  small  number  of  large 
brewers.  But  if  the  former  alternative 
meant  adulterated  and  impure  beer  he  did 
not  see  how  it  could  be  advocated  by 
social  or  temperance  reformers.  If  the 
result  of  passing  the  Amendment  should 
be  to  throw  the  trade  more  into  the 
hands  of  those  who  issued  the  purest 
article,  sympathy  Vith  the  small 
traders  would  not  prevent  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  froA  going  into  the 
Lobby  in  support  of  the  Amendment. 
To  all  who  sympathised  with  the  agri- 
cultural interest  he  appealed  with 
a  considerable  degree  of  confidence. 
He  desired  to  echo  the  appeal  made 
by  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  to  the 
Temperance  Party,  and  he  thought  he 
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might  appeal  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth,  who  waa 
perhaps  the  most  difficult  representative 
of  that  section.  He  challenged  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  say  whether  ao  appeal  to 
statistics  would  not  make  it  perfectly 
clear  that  a  great  deal  more  death  and 
disease  was  the  result  of  bad  water  rather 
than  the  use  of  good  beer.  If  he  wanted 
to  prove  his  case  by  a  witness,  he  should 
ask  the  hon.  Baronet,  'Mf  the  effect  of 
what  a  man  drinks  is  to  be  seen  In  what 
he  says  and  does,  how  is  it  possible  that 
you  can  stand  up  and  advocate  the  use  of 
water,  and  water  only,  when  a  speech 
such  as  you  delivered  at  Leeds  the  other 
day  was  the  result  of  the  continued  use 
or  abuse  of  water."  The  only  possible 
excuse  on  which  they  could  forgive  the 
tone  of  such  a  speech  was  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  indulging  too  freely  in 
the  use  of  water  contaminated  at  it8 
source.  In  conclusion,  he  would  repeat 
that  a  good  case  had  been  made  out  for 
the  Amendment ;  and  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  should  prove  a  little  deaf 
to  his  arguments,  he  would  urge  those 
who  sat  behind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  draw  away  from  his  lead  and  follow 
the  supporters  of  the  Amendment  into 
the  Lobby. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  have 
been  many  rather  remarkable  arguments 
used  in  the  course  of  this  Debate.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sudbury  informed  us 
that  the  manufacture  of  pure  beer  from 
particular  materials  was  part  of  the  Pro- 
vidential arrangements  of  the  universe 
aided  by  the  skill  of  man.  That  view  of 
Providential  arrangements  reminds  me 
of  what  I  remember  Lord  Beaconsfield 
said  of  a  well-known  and  popular  work 
by  Sir  Archibald  Alison,  which  he 
described  in  one  of  his  novels,  I  think 
Coningsby,  as 

"  A  work  by  Mr.  Worth  in  15  volumes,  intended 
to  prove  that  Providence  on  the  whole  was  on 
the  ride  of  the  Tories.'* 

The  hon.  Member  has  attempted  to  prove 
that  Providence  on  the  whole  is  in  favour 
of  beer  manufactured  exclusively  from 
malt  and  hops.  One  thing  which  haa 
struck  me  as  rather  remarkable  is  thnt 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sadbory  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  has  just  ami 
down  have  not  been  successful  before  on 
this  subject.  They  had  for  six  years  a 
Government  of  their  own  and  a  Pore 
Beer  Bill.  They  had  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  who  put  an  additional  duty  on 
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beer,  and  thaj  hmd  a  Minister  of  Agri-  |  of  a  Motion  of  this  kind  is  the  Member 

calture  to  help  them.    Why  did  thej  not  ]  for  Mid-Armagh,  whose  Aaron's  rod  of 

emrrj  oat   this  doctrine  of  pure  beer  ?    Goinness  would  swallow  up  all  the  other 

These  proposed  arrangements  were  not    serpents  at  once.     Under  such  ciroum- 

made  when   the  late  Chancellor  of  the  ;  stances,  I  am   not  sure   that   the   hon. 

Exeheqaer  put  his  extra  duty  upon  beer,  |  Member   for  Wimbledon  would  not  be 

and  this  ProTidential  doctrine  had  not  an  |  ready  to  sacrifice  the  '*  very  best  sugar  ** 

operative  effect  upon  the  late   Minister  '  to  a  moderate  amount.     All  the  competi- 

of   Agricolture.     Why  did  he  not  give    tors  of  these  igreat  breweries  will  dis- 

ftacilities     for     pure     beer  ?       It     is     a    appear.     Who  are  the  people  who  brew 

recnarkable  fact   that  only   now,  under ,  this    wretched    beer  ?     Of   course,    the 

the  uew  Budget  proposals,  do  gentlemen  *  smaller  brewers,  who  sell  beer  at  a  more 

opposite  become  so  alive  to  the  nature  of  {  moderate  rate.     We  heard  nothing  last 

the  Inanafacture  of  beer.     It  would  be  '  night  of  those  brewers  who  brew  what 

tateresting  to  know  why  the  late  Chan-    the   Member  for  Sudbury  described  as 

cellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  accept    such   beer  that  after    the    agricultural 

thai  whieh  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle-    labourers  had  drunk  it  they  appeared  as 

■an  thinks  I  ought  to  jump  at.     There    if  they  had  wooden  legs,  and  could  not 

If  another  rather  remarkable  thing  about    stand  up  in  the  hayfield.      That  is  the 

the  matter.  Last  night  we  were  discussing    description  of  the  British  brewers — not 


the   brewers.     They   were  presented  to 


such  brewers  as  the  Member  for  Bristol 


OS,  and  they  presented  themselves,  as  a  ^  referred  to,  for  he  told  us  his  was  not  a 
of    angels    without   wings.     They  '  paying  concern. 

no  materials  except  malt  and  bops  Mr.  W.  LONG  :  I  am  not  the  Mem- 
they  I  But  there  was  one  gentle-  ber  for  Bristol.  [Cri>#o/'"West  Derby  I'* 
who  blushingly  confessed  that  he  anc/ ** Liverpool !  **] 
a  little  sugar,  but,  like  the  baby,  it  Sir  W.  HARCOCRT  :  I  beg  pardon  ; 
very  little,  and  it  was  of  the  very  i  he  is  the  agricultural  Member  for  some 
beat  quality.  That  was  the  hon.  Member  |  great  town.  Well,  there  are  these  sinful 
for  ly^imbledon.  Then  the  Member  for  ^  brewers  all  over  the  country  who  are 
MM- Armagh,  the  accredited  represeuta-  i  brewing  beer  which  prevents  people 
cive  of  the  firm  of  (Tuinneas,  said,  *'  We  •  from  standing  on  their  legs  in  the  hay- 
Qcver  use  anything  for  beer  but  malt  and  j  field.  What  is  it  they  use  ?  They  use 
hapn"  The  hon.  Member  for  Sudbury  sugar.  They  are  not  to  use  sugar  any 
it  aot  merely  a  worthy  Representative  of  '  more,  not  even  *'  sugar  of  the  very  best 
ao  aicricultural  county,  but  a  most  in-  ,  quality ;  "  and  they  are  not  to  use  grain 
ioeatiAl  member  of  the  firm  of  AUsopp.  of  any  kind  except  barley.  I  observe 
Mr.  QUILTER  :  I  am  sorry  to  inter-  that  the  hon.  Member  is  moderate  with 
rapt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  am  his  demand,  for  he  does  not  say  that  it 
ttot  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Allsopp.  shall  be  British  barley.  Russian  barley 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Ob,  he  has  is  one  of  the  cheapest  grains  that  can  be 
not  an  interest  I  '  bought,  and  therefore  brewers  may  use  as 

Mr.  QUILTER  :  I  am  not  sure  that  much  Russian  barley  as  they  like;  and 
is  a  fair  qnestion — I  certainly  have  an  i  we  are  assured  on  the  authority  of  the 
iatcrest.  hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon  that  at  the 

Sis  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  hon.  Institntion  of  Brewers,  where  those  who 
Msmber  acknowledges  an  interest  in  the  were  learned  in  the  science  of  brewing 
bttsioess  of  AUsopp.  A  few  months  ago  met  to  discuss  all  the  subjects  connected 
1  might  not  have  envied  him  ;  to-day  I    with  the  industry,  it  was  decided  that  10 


do.     1  will  point  out  that  these  gentle- 
will    be  exactly    served    by   this 


per  cent,  of  raw  grain  might  be  used  in 
brewing  without  spoiling  the  article. 
Ameodmeot,  because  they,  being  the  i  Therefore,  the  brewer  can  use  Russian 
■wnnlactnrers  of  the  high-priced  beers,  '  barley  to  any  extent  he  likes,  or  raw  grain 
who  do  not  use,  as  we  all  know,  any  to  the  extent  of  10  per  cent.,  without 
eommoditiea  bnt  malt  and  hops,  will,  by  i  spoiling  the  commodity.  The  hon. 
the  help  of  this  Amendment,  be  able  to  Member  for  Wimbledon  also  says  you 
aqoeeae  out  all  their  competitors  who  may  use  to  any  extent,  without  spoiling 
do  as  a  fact  use  sugar  and  other  '  the  commodity  in  any  way,  maize,  sago, 
chtogs.  Therefore,  I  have  not  the  smallest '  and  rice.  Are  these  the  commodities 
doobt    that   the   most   ardent  supporter  j  that   prevent   people  from   standing  on 
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from  £5  to  £40  per  tou.  He  remembered 
a  gentlemao  connecled  witL  the  firm  of 
Bass  sajing  be  did  not  care  wbat  the 
price  of  bops  was,  because  it  was  always 
necessary  for  a  firm  of  tbat  kind  to  use 
tbem,  even  if  thej  were  £30  instead  of 
308.  per  owt.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
fair  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
others  to  attack  these  great  firms  on  the 
ground  of  any  advantage  they  would 
derive  from  the  passing  of  this  Amend- 
ment when,  after  all,  it  would  only  be 
rewarding  them  for  supplying  the  public 
with  a  good  article.  As  to  any  monopoly 
which  large  firms  might  enjoy,  it  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  in  some 
foreign  countries  where  the  greatest  and 
most  elaborate  experiments  in  the  way  of 
temperance  legislation  had  been  tried, 
they  had  taken  the  form  of  oflTering  a 
monopoly  to  the  best  brewers  and  the 
brewers  of  the  purest  article.  The 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment 
did  not  say  very  much  on  the  effect 
which  the  diminished  use  of  barley  had 
had  upon  the  counties  they  respectively 
represented,  and  he  should  like  to  have 
heard  from  some  practical  Member  repre- 
senting a  division  of  Essex  of  the  dis- 
astrous effects  which  the  diminished  use  of 
English,  and  perhaps  the  increased  use  of 
foreign,  barley  had  had  upon  the  barley 
growers  of  those  districts.  Certainly,  in 
the  County  of  Suffolk  there  were  many 
miles  of  waste  land  to  be  seen  together. 
They  could,  he  believed,  drive  through 
20  miles  of  waste  land  which  formerly 
looked  like  those  waving  yellow  fields 
which  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary  once 
stated  would  be  the  result  of  the  advent 
of  a  Liberal  Administration.  The  case  of 
the  agriculturists  whom  he,  in  a  certain 
measure,  represented,  differed  entirely  from 
that.  Instead  of  their  land  being  turned 
into  a  desert  for  those  mvsterious  reasons 
which  had  made  Essex  assume  the 
appearance  it  had,  they  had  in  the  hop 
districts  these  green  oases,  in  what  would 
otherwise  be  a  desert,  entirely  as  a  result 
of  the  cultivation  of  this  exceptionally 
remunerative  crop.  It  was  not  fair  in 
considering  this  subject  to  entirely  dis- 
miss as  unworthy  of  serious  argument  the 
immense  encouragement  which  was  given 
to  the  hop  growers  as  well  as  the  barley 
growers  by  the  free  use  of  bops  and 
barley  instead  of  the  deleterious  and 
noxious  chemicals  which  took  their  place. 
It  had  been  calculated  that  the  use  of  hop 
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substitutes  was  responsible  for  10  per  eeut^ 
of  the  diminution  that  had  taken  place 
in  the  hop  acreage.  Though  he  did  not  go 
so  far  as  to  endorse  that,  he  still  believed  it 
was  responsible  for  diminished  employ* 
ment,  and  it  would  be  more  so  after  the  opeo 
advocacy  of  adulteration  they  bad  h^uti 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
The  Member  for  the  Sudbury  Division 
calculated  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried  it  would  mean  a  loss  to  the 
Revenue  of  £250,000,  and  he  proposed  to 
make  good  this  deficiency  by  imposing  a 
licence  which  should  be  taken  oat 
by  those  who  used  substitutes  for 
barley  or  hops.  He  was  not  sure  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  quite  right  in  his 
calculation,  or  that  the  tritdesmen  would 
altogether  like  advertising  the  fact  that 
they  had  taken  out  licences  to  poison 
their  customers.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
was  far  from  agreeing  with  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  where  a 
house  was  known  to  sell  bad  compounds 
the  consumers  had  the  remedy  in  their 
own  hands  by  leaving  that  house.  For 
some  extraordinary  reason  many  of  the 
rural  population,  he  believed,  actually 
preferred  bad  beer  to  good  beer ;  and 
considerations  of  distance  and  the  exist* 
ence  of  tied  houses  often  gave  them  no 
choice  but  to  go  to  places  where  aa 
adulterated  article  was  supplied.  As  to 
this  deficiency  of  Revenue,  he  must  saj 
two  or  three  words  on  a  subject  that  had 
been  alreaily  referred  to — namely,  the 
Malt  Duty,  and  a  subject  that  had  not 
been  mentioned,  the  Hop  Duty.  He 
only  wished  to  refer  hon.  Members  who 
were  curious  on  the  subject  to  a  RepKNrt 
recently  presented  to  the  Royal  Com* 
mission  on  Agriculture  by  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  who  was  sent  into  the 
hop  district  round  Maidstone.  This 
gentleman  said  that  the  general  opiuioo 
there  was  that,  next  to  Free  Trade,  the 
repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty  was  the  greatest 
misfortune  that  had  befallen  the  farmer* 
With  regard  to  the  Hop  Duty,  that  repeal 
was  effected  entirely  under  misconeeptioa 
as  to  the  two  duties  at  the  time.  It 
might  fairly  be  said  that  there  was  a 
strong  agitation  among  tbe  growers  for 
the  repeal  of  one  of  them — namely,  the 
Excise  Duty ;  there  never  was  any 
agitation,  quite  the  reverse,  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Customs  Duty  on  foreign  hops 
which  the  growers  always  wished  to  re* 
tain.     Inst^,  therefore,  of  imposing  this 
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hlceaiing  Duty  to  make  up  the  deficit 
of  £250,003,  he  should  pewonally  be  in 
fftroar  of  ro-imposing  a  duty  for  Re- 
veuae  purposes  upon  foreigu  hops  and 
foreign  barley.  Last  year  there  was  an 
tinporution  of  186,112  cwt.  of  hops; 
and  if  a  duty  of  SOs.  had  been  imposed 
npoo  that  it  would  liave  realised  a  re- 
renne  of  £277,663,  which  was  more  than 
wa«  required,  or,  with  a  158.  duty,  a  re- 
venneof  £138,831,  and  the  rest  might 
Tery  well  have  been  made  up  by  a  revenue 
doty  on  barley.  He  should  vote  for  this 
Amendment,  and  he  earnestly  hoped  his 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Sudbury 
Division  would  persevere  in  taking  the 
«eDse  of  the  Committee  ujmn  it. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
•aid,  the  previous  night  the  hon.  Baronet 
die  Member  for  Cockennouth  said  the 
hon.  Meml>er  for  South  Tvrone  would 
be  driven  through  the  Lobby  in  a 
brewer's  van,  but  it  appeared  to  him 
tbe  Member  for  Cockermouth  had  a 
rhance  of  being  driven  in  a  very  rickety 
brewer's  van  by  the  Chancel  lor  of  the 
Exchequer  himself  on  the  lines  of 
adnlieraled  beer.  What  was  this 
Amendment  ?  The  question  was,  whe- 
ther thev  should  have  a  tax  on  Imrlev 
or  on  the  adulterated  sulistitutes  use<I 
b  making  beer  ?  No  one  could  doubt 
tliat  the  B6«r  Tax  was  nothing  less  than 
» tax  upon  barley.  The  Member  for 
Wimbledon  saici  the  brewer  did  not  in- 
tend to  pay  the  tax  on  beer,  and  the 
Member  for  Bedford  practically  corro- 
borated him,  althongh  he  made  a  speech 
ooe  wmv  and  voted  the  other. 

Mr/S.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford)  : 
I  did  not  corroborate  him.  I  said  that  I 
toteodecl  to  pay  the  tax  mvself. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  f^aid,  the  hon. 
Memlier  qualified  it  by  a  private  intima- 
tion be  hail  got  from  the  Chancellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  that  he  should  only  pay 
it  for  one  year,  and  he  thought  that  was 
practically  what  the  Member  for  Wimble- 
don said — namely,  that  it  was  only  a 
temporary  tax  ;  that  they  would  not  dis- 
torb  tbeir  relations  with  the  trade,  but 
that  if  it  went  on  beyond  that  time  they 
wonld  not  pay  the  tax.  He  hnd  taken  a 
p^reat  deal  of  trouble  to  inqnire  what 
woald  be  the  effect  of  the  tax,  and  all 
penons  agreed  that  its  effect  would  be  an 
tmiKMition  of  28.  per  quarter  on  barley, 
and  now  his  hon.  FViend  proposed  that, 
hitt«ad  of  having  this  tax  on  barley,  it 


should  only  be  charged  where  barley  was 
put  on  one  side  in  order  to  use  other  sub- 
stances. He  considered  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  in  the  interest  not  only  of  the 
trade,  but  of  temperance.  The  great 
temperance  advocates  said  they  did  not 
like  the  people  to  \>e  stupefied  by  drink. 
What  did  that  mean  but  bad  beer  ?  All 
Magistrates  wofild  agree  with  him  in 
saying  that  there  were  far  more  cases 
brought  before  the  Police  Courts  of  men 
being  made  ill  and  stupid  by  bad  and 
adulterated  l>eer  than  of  men  who  be- 
came intoxicated  through  drinking  good 
beer.  Wholesome  beer  was  self-satisfy- 
ing and  did  good,  but  adulterated  beer 
was  not  self-satisfying,  and  encouraged 
men  to  drink  more.  The  trade  ought  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment,  because  it 
would  enable  them  to  continue  their 
business  with  goml  material  and  without 
any  chance  of  unfair  competition  from 
those  who  used  substances  other  than 
barley.  With  regard  to  the  Malt  Tax, 
he  always  opposeil  its  repeal,  both  in  the 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  and  in  this 
House.  He  believed  that  tbe  demand  for 
its  repeal  was  un  infatuation  which  seixed 
the  country  partv,  and  which  they  had 
eventually  had  to  pay  for,  and  he  was 
very  glad  to  hear  from  them  that  they 
had  come  round  to  those  opinions  for  the 
advocacy  of  which  he  was  so  much 
abused  many  years  ago  in  the  Chambers 
of  Commerce,  and  that  those  who  opposed 
him  were  now  agreed  that  they  had  made 
a  false  step  in  regard  to  the  Malt  Tax. 
He  believed  the  best  thing  would  be  for 
the  Malt  Tax  to  l>e  re-imposed  and  the 
Beer  Duty  done  away  with.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  very 
hard  upon  the  Member  for  the  Sudbury 
Division  for  not  having  raised  this 
question  l)efore.  He  would  remind  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  for  the  last 
10  years  there  had  l>een  a  Bill  for 
pure  beer  before  Parliament,  but 
those  who  promoted  it  had  received 
no  facilities  from  anv  Government  for 
bringing  it  forward,  and  consequently 
had  been  unable  to  pass  it.  He  entirely 
agreed  with  what  was  said  by  the  hon* 
Member  for  Essex  the  previous  night, 
that,  whatever  anyone  might  say,  either 
inside  or  outside  the  House,  this  Beer 
Tax  was,  in  reality,  a  tax  upon  barley. 
He  wanted  to  know  whv  thev  should  not 
have  pure  beer  in  this  counlry  ?  They 
bad  pure  l^eer  in  a  country  from  which 
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more  beer  was  exported  thau  from  any 
oiber — namely,  Bavaria,  and  he  believed 
there  was  less  drunkenness  and  less 
spirits  consumed  in  Bavaria  than  in 
almost  any  country  in  the  world.  Hops, 
barley,  and  yeast,  with  water,  were  all 
that  were  allowed  to  be  used  in  brewing 
beer  in  that  country,  and  the  use  of  any 
other  substances  was  punished  as  falsi- 
fication by  fine  and  imprisonment.  The 
effect  of  this  Amendment  would  be 
practically  a  fine  on  falsification  or  the 
adulteration  of  beer,  and  would  only  be 
acting  on  the  good  precedent  which  had 
been  set  for  so  many  years  in  Bavaria. 
He  regarded  this  Amendment  as  being 
in  the  interests  of  temperance,  and  of 
the  health  of  the  people,  and  he  should 
certainly  support  it.  It  should  be  under- 
stood that  those  who  voted  for  it  were 
voting  in  favour  of  the  pure  article  and 
those  who  voted  against  it  in  favour  of 
adulteration. 

Mr.  S.  whit  BREAD  (whose  open- 
ing  observations  were  very  imperfectly 
heard  in  the  Gallery)  said,  that  as  he 
was  going  to  vote  against  this  Amend- 
ment, he  desired  to  explain  his  reason  for 
doing  so.  He  did  not  believe  himself 
that  if  this  Amendment  were  carried  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  increasing 
largely  the  price  of  English  barley.  The 
ground  upon  which  British  barley  had 
been  at  such  a  high  price  under  the  old 
Malt  Tax,  and  was  in  such  great  demand 
was  that  they  got  better  extracts  from 
British  than  from  foreign  barley.  But 
they  did  not  now  propose  to  go  back  to 
the  old  system  of  the  Malt  Duty.  If 
they  could  put  it  back,  by  a  wave  of  the 
magician^s  wand,  into  the  system  which 
formerly  existed,  no  one  would  be  so  glad 
as  he,  but  a  great  many  other  things  had 
happened.  They  would  have  to  put  up 
the  old  rate  of  duty,  and  he  wondered 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  say  to  that  ?  They  would  have 
to  put  back  another  thing — and  that  was 
the  public-houses — to  the  prices  they 
were  at  then.  If  they  could  not 
do  these  things,  then  it  was  no 
good.  What  would  be  the  immediate 
effect  of  this  Amendment  if  carried  ? 
The  immediate  effect  of  this  Motion,  if 
oarried,  would  be  to  encourage  very 
largely  the  consumption  of  foreign  barley 
in  substitution  for  some  of  the  materials 
that  were  now  used.  The  right  hc^. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  talked 
jVr,  Heneage 


about  adulteration.  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  adulteration  ? 
Was  it  the  use  of  anything  that  was  not 
British  barley  ? 

Mr.  hen E age  said,  he  had  quoted 
the  statement  that  in  Bavaria  nothing 
but  malt  and  hops  were  used  ;  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  see  that  the  ca«e  in 
England  also. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  asked  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  define  the  term  **  malt.** 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  had  never 
heard  of  any  good  malt  but  that  made 
from  barley. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  that  a  Defi- 
nition Clause  would  have  to  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill,  if  the  Amendment  were 
carried,  and  that  Definition  Clause  would 
be  very  difficult  to  draw.  When  the 
great  change  was  made  against  the  wish 
of  every  brewer  in  the  Kingdom,  and  the 
duty  was  shifted  from  malt  to  barley,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  the  day 
openly  proclaimed  to  the  brewers  that 
they  might  use  whatever  materials  they 
liked,  always  providing  that  they  were 
not  deleterious.  Was  it  imagined  that  by 
this  simple  Amendment  that  liberty  waa 
to  be  taken  away  ?  The  effect  of  the 
change  would  be  that  it  would  tell  ia 
favour  of  the  larger  and  wealthier  finna^ 
but  disastrously  against  the  smaller 
brewers.  It  had  been  charged  against 
the  larger  firms  that  it  was  their  greed 
which  was  swallowing  up  the  smaller 
brewers,  but  this  Amendment  would  pro- 
vide a  way  of  escape  for  the  large  firms^ 
and  levy  Uie  tax  upon  the  small  brewers. 
He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  rice,  maize^ 
and  sago  were  deleterious  substances  to 
use,  in  the  sense  of  being  injurious  to 
health,  although  they  were  not  the  beat 
articles  for  brewing  with  ;  but,  having- 
given  liberty  and  encouraged  a  large 
number  of  brewers  to  provide  cheap  beer^ 
made  from  cheaper  materials,  on  what 
ground  could  Parliament  turn  round  and 
say  they  should  no  longer  use  them, 
and  thus  practically  ruin  them  ?  He 
supported  the  Government  last  night, 
and  he  was  not  going  now  to  lay  him- 
self open  to  the  charge  of  exposing  to 
an  adverse  change  the  smaller  houses 
that  were  less  able  than  others  to 
protect  themselves  against  its  oonse-- 
quences. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford had  told  the  Committee  that  he  d&« 
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elined  to  support  the  Amendment  because 
it  would  cast  a  bnrden,  which  hei  in  his 
geoerositj,  was  willing  to  bear  himself 
00  smaller  and  less  fortunate  brewers. 
Bat  the  proposal  before  the  Committee 
wta  to  preeent  to  the  small  brewers  the 
sltcroatiTe  whether  they  would  continue 
the  practice  of  brewing  from  materials 
foch  as  rioe,  sago,  and  maize,  and  pay 
the  tax,  or  brew  from  English  barley  and 
irotd  the  tax.  Consequently,  it  was  in- 
Mevate  and  unfair  to  present  this 
Ameodment  as  a  proposal  to  shift  the 
(nden  from  the  richer  to  the  smaller 
orewers. 

Ma.  WHITBREAD  :  I  said  I  would 
KK  be  a  party  to  putting  a  tax  on  the 
nsUtf  brewers,  and  finding  a  way  of 
Metpe  for  myself. 

Ht.  W.  LONG  said,  the  hon.  Member 
vu  one  of  the  most  sagacious  Members 
ia  Che  House,  and  surely  he  must  see  that 
tbe  mme  alternative  would  be  presented 
10  the  smaller  brewer  as  to  the  larger 
Wewer.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
the  Committee  that  he  was  not  only  a 
p«st  brewer,  but  a  virtuous  brewer,  and 
^  to  prosperous  that,  unlike  other 
ticvsrs,  he  intended  to  pay  this  duty  him- 
•itft  snd  not  cast  it  upon  the  beer  he 
^vwed,  and  also  that  he  would  not 
i^pport  any  proposal  which  would  enable 
w  to  avoid  the  burden  at  the  expense 
^  bis  poorer  brethren.  But  the  hon. 
^^ber  seemed  to  forget  that  his  poorer 
^wthrsn  would  have  to  bear  the  burden, 
^bstever  might  be  the  extent  of  his  in* 
^r'idQMl  patriotism.  The  Chancellor  of 
^  Exchequer  did  not  intend  to  let  the 
W  Gentleman  have  the  opportunity  of 
^plsying  his  generosity.  The  Chan- 
^•Uor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that  all 
^rvwers — great  and  small,  prosperous  and 

CI  virtuous  and  vicious — should  alike 
this  additional  burden.  Therefore, 
(be  excellent  intention  of  the  hon.  Grentle- 
A»t)  could  not  be  carried  out,  because  his 
pwer  and  less  fortunate  brethren  would 
bare  to  pay  the  tax,  whereas  the  Amend- 
|>Mot  woald  give  them  the  opportunity  of 
unitating  the  great  and  virtuous  brewers 
^  of  being  taxed  for  using  less  satis- 
^^ory  iogredients.  He  desired  to  note 
w  remarkable  change  which  bad  taken 
P'Aoe  in  the  attitude  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  in  consequence 
of  (he  moving  of  this  Amendment. 
'^^  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
B«ver    lost    a     chance    of    jeering     at 


huidlords  or  brewers.  ["  No,  no  I  "] 
Hon.  Members  would  not  upset  his  con- 
tention by  saying  '*  No,  no  ** ;  they  could 
not  have  been  present  during  the  Debates 
— the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  never 
lost  an  opportunity  of  jeering — whether 
it  was  the  landlords  or  the  brewers  that 
were  under  discussion — and  of  attributing 
to  them  motives  that  were  not  altogether 
of  an  agreeable  character,  and  of  suggest- 
ing that  they  were  acting  altogether  in 
seUf-interest.  But  now  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  resisted  this  Amendment, 
and  asked  his  temperance  supporters  to 
oppose  it,  because  be  said  it  would  strike 
a  fatal  blow  at  small  brewers  and  inter- 
fere with  the  Revenue  by  seriously  in- 
juring a  class  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  looked  to  provide  a  large 
portion  of  the  taxes  of  the  State.  That 
was  a  curious  change  of  position  taken 
up  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  He  doubted,  however, 
that  they  would  be  able  to  upset  the 
argument  which  had  been  advanced  in 
support  of  the  Amendment.  It  might  be 
admitted  that  the  Amendment  presented 
a  question  which  would  be  better  dealt 
with  in  a  Bill.  For  his  part,  he  would 
rather  see  the  issue  raised  in  the  form  of 
a  Bill,  but  then  they  could  not  always 
have  things  as  they  liked  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  been  pleased  to  attack 
the  Conservative  Party  because  while  in 
Office  they  did  not  find  time  to  pass  this 
proposal  into  law.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  very  well  that  during  the  greater 
part  of  the  time  they  were  in  Office 
they  were  in  the  position  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  now  occupied, 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  many 
projects  he  would  be  glad  to  see  passed 
into  law,  but  his  desires  were  goverued 
by  the  time  at  his  disposal,  and  the  mere 
fact  that  this  proposal  did  not  find  its  ^ay 
to  the  Statute  Book  whilst  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  was  in  Office  was  no  indica- 
tion that  there  was  not  considerable  sym- 
pathy in  the  Party  with  the  proposal 
that  some  steps  should  l>e  taken  by  Par- 
liament to  ensure  that  beer  should  be 
brewed  from  the  most  pure  and  bealtlifnl 
English  ingredients.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  also  referred  to  him  as 
the  agricultural  Member  for  a  groat  town* 
Well,  if  he,  being  identified  with  the 
agricultural  interest  in  the  We»t,  repre- 
sented a  Northern  constituency,  it  was 
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an  honour  he  shared  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  he  could  only  hope 
that  they  were  both  equally  happy  in 
their  new  homes.  He  supported  the 
Amendment,  because  it  tended  to  secure 
that  beer  would  be  brewed  from  natural 
and  wholesome  ingredients  ;  and  because 
he  believed  it  would  not  have  a  bad 
effect  on  the  Revenue. 

•Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
said,  he  felt  himself  in  rather  a  peculiar 
position,  because  he  was,  possibly  for  the 
tirst  tim?,  in  accordance  with  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford 
as  to  the  effect  the  Amendment,  if 
carried,  would  have  on  small  firms.  He 
further  believed  that  the  proposal  would 
render  the  Beer  Act  of  1880  unworkable, 
and  he  could  not  support  an  Amend- 
ment, however  small,  which  would  upset 
the  compact  arrived  at  in  1880.  If  a 
great  change  was  to  be  brought  about  in 
the  collection  and  assessment  of  the  Beer 
Duty  it  must  be  after  an  exhaustive 
inquiry.  He  should  vote  against  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  bear  in  mind  the  impor- 
tant testimony  borne  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  and  bv  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wimbledon.  Mv  statement 
that  if  this  Amendment  were  carried  it 
would  lead  to  the  destruction  of  the  Re* 
venue  has  been  confirmed  by  those  hon. 
Members.  The  Amendment  is  absolutely 
inconsistent  with  the  settlement  made  in 
1880  when  the  Malt  Tax  was  repealed 
and  when  the  whole  trade  was  permitted 
to  use  whatever  materidl  thev  liked.  Whv 
were  not  Amendments  like  this  moved  in 
the  time  of  the  late  Government  ?  Where 
were  the  agricultural  interests  then  ? 
Where  were  the  Members  who  wanted 
►  Dure  beer  for  the  people  and  pro- 
whafiw  for  BWrish  barlev  ?  Whv 
would  say*,  these  Amendments  moved 
to  put  back  anoiUet  the  late  Government  ? 
tj*/^'  \  the  public-houses— ^ittee.  Because  it  is 
.  ^^  <v^'  were  at  then.  If  \mendment  to  move 
'V  '^^  ^  do     these     things,     ttrovernment   and   a 


1^  -Vv '/  '^rgely  the  consumption  of  .Amendment  is 
I    '<>  ^     Ga  substitution  for  some  of  t  which  is  pro- 


f,    v'fthat  were  now   used.     The.  Member  for 
^%       (Jentleman  who  had  just  sat  dviall  brewers 

^  ^^A  Mr.  Heneagc 


and  the  large  brewers,  but  everyone 
knows  that  the  great  brewer  has  resources 
in  machinery — ^resources  of  science — by 
which  he  can  extract,  and  properly  ex- 
tract, from  barley  a  greater  amount  of 
that  which  goes  to  make  beer  than  the 
smaller  roan  can  extract.  But  there  is 
another  matter.  This  Amendment  is 
moved  upon  the  Excise  Clause  alone. 
We  have  passed  the  Customs  Clause, 
and  therefore  we  may  import  any  amount 
of  cheap  beer  made  from  any  kind  of 
material  which  a  brewer  on  the  Continent 
may  care  to  turn  out.  What  effect 
would  that  have  upon  British  barley  and 
the  British  brewer  ?  Any  amount  of 
sugar  or  sago  and  maize  may  be  used  in 
that  beer.  I  cannot  think  the  Committee 
will  vote  for  this  Amendment,  which  is 
absolutely  unworkable,  and  under  which 
it  would  be  absolutely  imj>os8ible  to 
collect  the  Revenue. 

Mr.    CAINE    (Bradford,    E.)    said, 
many    appeals   had    been    made   to   the 
Temperance     Party     to     support     this 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  it  made 
in  favour  of  temperance,  but  they  did  not 
admit   that   at   all.      He   was   sure   the 
Temperance    Party    would     give    their 
votes  without  hesitation.     Their  antago- 
nism was  against  alcohol,  and   they  did 
not  care  whether   it    came  from   sugar, 
grain,  or  any  other  material.     There  had 
been  many  foolish  arguments  advanced 
in  support  of  this  ridiculous  Amendment. 
It  had  been  said,  for  instance,  that  in 
Bavaria    the     law    enacted    that    beer 
should  l>e  made  exclusively  from  barley. 
The   law  di<l  nothing  of  the  kind.      It 
enacted  that  l)eer  should  be  made  from 
germinated  grain,  and   germinated  rice, 
maize,    or    wheat    might    be    used.     In 
fact,    there    was     an    attempt    in    this 
Amendment  to  set  up  in  this  country  the 
worst     form     of      Proteciion — that     of 
bounties.     It  was  proposed  that  bounties 
should  be  given  to  the  brewing  trade  if 
they  used  English  barley,  and  in   that 
way  Protection  would   be  given  to  the 
agricultural   interest.      The   whole   dis- 
cussion   might   be    summetl    up    in    the 
following    epigram,    the    authorship    of 
which  he  was  not  permitted  to  divulge — 

**  It  seems  a*t  aure  *  as  eggn  i-*  eggi*/ 
From  all  that  has  been  Mid, 

That  impare  beer  affects  the  legs 
While  pure  affects  the  bead.** 

Mr.      EVERSHED     (Staffordshire, 
Burton)  said,  that  at  Burton-on-Trent,  at 
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an/  rate^  tbejr  had  always  prided  them- 
Mlvett  oa  brewing  odIj  pure  beer  ;  and  be 
ooalii,  therefore,  assure  Ibe  boo.  Member 
that  (lie  graphic  descriptioo  of  the  effect 
of  dnnking  beer  which  he  bad  just  cited 
eoald  not  have  applied  to  any  beer  that 
had  been    brewed   in    iiis   constitueucy. 
Last  night  the  hou.  Barouet  the  Member 
for  Cockennouth     had     described    the 
farawuig  industry  as  the  one  green  spot 
la  the  oasis  of  depressed  trade  aud  com- 
merce.   That   description  of   the    trade 
nigbi  have  l»een  given    before  the  late 
ChtQcellor  of  the  Exchequer  raised  the 
Beer  Duties  ;  and  now  tlmt  the  present 
Cbftorellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  added 
inother  6d.,  he  wished  someone  would 
Cell  the  brewers  how  they   were  to  get 
their  daily    bread.     He  was  afraid    his 
UadcDcy  was  to  vote  against  tbe  proposed 
ia«*Teue  in  the  Beer  Duty  in  whatever 
fom  it  might  be  raised.      He  did  so  last 
tighL    He   felt  bound   to   say  that  his 
Totes  were  given  upon   tbe  conviction  he 
WU,  that  it  was  rather  hard  that  the 
vcrkiog  classes  in  this  country  who  made 
W  their  favourite  beverage,   and  had 
noeof  the  many  comforts  and  luxuries 
of  the  ricb,    should    have   to  pay    tbis 
UJitiooal  taxation  upon  the  one  article 
vhich  they  drank.      He   was  not  sure 
thitthe  (lovernment  did  not  very  much 
■ajerrate   the  feeling   of    the    working 
c^Mes  of  this  country,  and  he  was  afraid 
it  vonld   be  felt  at    the   next  General 
Q«ctioD.  They  all  knew  that  as  a  general 
niituxes  were  paid  by  consumers,  and  it 
*w  they  wbo  wouKl  have  to   pay  the 
*>Uitioiial  tax.      They   recognised    also 
thit  the  favourite  drinks  of  the  upper 
ehwes,  which  they  themselves  could  not 
•'W   to    pay,    were   untaxed    by    tbe 
CWcellor  of  tbe  Exchequer.     It  was 
Bbt  joKt  that  the  ricb,  who  could  afford 
to  dnnk    expensive  wines,  sbould    not 
^^e  t  proportionate  increase  of  taxation 
^*^  upon  their  beverages  also.     The 
ChwHyJIor  of   the  Exchequer  had  said 
*hst   the    tendency    now    was    for    tbe 
i>ttiler  brewers  to  disappear,  and  for  the 
t'aJe  to  get    into    the  hands  of    largo 
Qipitalists   and   companies.      That  was 
Practically  true  ;    but  was  it  desirable  in 
^  interests  of  the  public  ?     Did  they 
uettre  to  squeeze  out  the  small  capitalists 
•od  to  hare  all  the  brewing  trade  in  the 
*<»tt»7  in  the  hands  of  the  rich  ?     The 
effect  of  that  process  had  been  going  on 
for  a  considerable  time,  and  it  was   to 


f  develop  the  tied^house  system  which  was 
at  the  root  of  so  maiiy  of  the  evils  that 
they  all  deplored.  He  would  undertake 
to  say  that  before  many  years  had  passed 
those  old  free  houses,  the  traditions  of 
which  were  so  interesting  in  our  social 
life,  would  have  disappeared  altogether, 
and  that  the  mechanical  arrangements 
involved  in  tbe  tied-bouse  system  would 
be  perpetuated  throughout  this  country, 
and  y&tj  much  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  working  classes.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  a  man  of  many 
resources,  and  be  did  not  think  it  would 
pujBzlc  him  much  to  obtain  £500,000« 
He  had  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man 'looked  forward  to  be  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  many  years  to  come  ; 
he  trusted  his  hopes  might  be  fulfilled,  and 
he  invited  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
do  that  which  had  apparently  been  be- 
yond the  powers  of  any  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  recent  years  to  do-— 
to  keep  down,  control,  aud  moderate  the 
monstrous  expenditure  to  which  tbis 
country  had  attained. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 

said,  he  wan  glad  tliat  his  bon.  Friend  tbe 

Member   for  East  Bradford  had    taken 

pains  to  make  it  clear  that  on  tbis  ques- 
tion there  was  no  temperance  issue  in- 
volved, and  that  Members  holding  the 
strongest  temperance  views  might  reason- 
ably take  different  views.  [^Ironical 
cheers.']  He  had  repeated  just  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford  had 
said,  and  if  the  Committee  was  looking 
for  a  temperance  authority,  per  baps  they 
would  choose  his  hon.  Friend  rather  than 
some  Members  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  opposite  side.  H  there  was  any 
temperance  principle  involved  in  this 
question  it  lay  in  this  :  that  every  shilling 
of  revenue  derived  from  drink  made  tem- 
perance legislation  more  difficult  to 
obtain.  They  were  now  at  the  close  of 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  Sittings  tbey 
had  ever  had.  The  Sitting  began  with 
a  lively  Scotch  Debate— whicb  was  a 
remarkable  thing  in  itself-^and  was  con- 
tinued by  a  controversy  between  agri- 
culturists and  brewers,  which  was 
another  extraordinary  thing ;  but  tbe 
most  extraordinary  thing  was  a  remark 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
the  course  of  bis  last  speech.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  talking  about 
shearing  sheep,   and  he  hoped  that  his 
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All  honour  be  sbsred  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  he  could  ontj  hope 
that  they  were  both  equally  happy  in 
their  new  homes.  He  supported  the 
Amendment,  because  it  tended  to  secure 
that  beer  would  be  brewed  from  natural 
and  wholesome  ingredients  ;  and  because 
he  believed  it  would  not  have  a  bad 
effect  on  the  Revenue. 

•Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
said,  he  felt  himself  in  rather  a  peculiar 
position,  because  he  was,  possibly  for  the 
tirst  timo,  in  accordance  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  agreed  with 
his  hon«  Friend  the  Member  for .  Bedford 
as  to  the  effect  the  Amendment,  if 
carried,  would  have  on  small  firms.  He 
further  believed  that  the  proposal  would 
render  the  Beer  Act  of  1880  unworkable, 
and  he  could  not  support  an  Amend- 
ment, however  small,  which  would  upset 
the  compact  arrived  at  in  1880.  If  a 
great  change  was  to  be  brought  about  in 
the  collection  and  assessment  of  the  Beer 
Duty  it  must  be  after  an  exhaustive 
inquiry.  He  should  vote  against  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  bear  in  mind  the  impor- 
tant testimony  borne  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  and  bv  the  hon. 

m 

Member  for  Wimbledon.  My  statement 
that  if  this  Amendment  were  carried  it 
would  lend  to  the  destruction  of  the  Re- 
venue has  been  confirmed  by  those  hon. 
Members.  The  Amendment  is  absolutely 
inconsistent  with  the  settlement  made  in 
1880  when  the  Malt  Tax  was  repealed 
and  when  the  whole  trade  was  permitted 
to  use  whatever  materidl  thev  liked.  Wbv 
were  not  Amendments  like  this  moved  in 
the  time  of  the  late  Government  ?  Where 
were  the  agricultural  interests  then  ? 
Where  were  the  Members  who  wanted 
-pure  beer  for  the  people  and  pro- 
tection for  British  barley  ?  Why 
were  not  these  Amendments  moved 
during  the  tiinc  of  the  late  Government  ? 
I  will  tell  the  Comljfiittee.  Because  it  is 
a  very  convenient  Amendment  to  move 
against  a  Liberal  (government  and  a 
verv  inconvenient  Apcn^lroent  for  a 
Tory  Government.  iVwiid  again  in  the 
presence  of  the  Comnilttee,  and  I  am 
confirmed  by  the  McmW|rs  for  Bedford 
and  Wimbledon,  that  this  y^mendment  is 
destructive  of  the  RevenueWhich  is  pro- 
duced from  beer.  The  bom  Member  for 
Liverpool  referred  to  the  small  brewers 
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and  the  large  brewers,  but  everyone 
knows  that  the  great  brewer  has  resources 
in  machinery — ^resources  of  science — bj 
which  he  can  extract,  and  properly  ex- 
tract, from  barley  a  greater  amount  of 
that  which  goes  to  make  beer  than  the 
smaller  man  can  extract.  But  there  is 
another  matter.  This  Amendment  ib 
moved  upon  the  Excise  Clause  alone. 
We  have  passed  the  Customs  Clause, 
and  therefore  we  may  import  any  amount 
of  cheap  beer  made  from  any  kind  of 
material  which  a  brewer  on  the  Continent 
may  care  to  turn  out.  What  effect 
would  that  have  upon  British  barley  and 
the  British  brewer  ?  Any  amount  of 
sugar  or  sago  and  maize  may  be  used  in 
that  beer.  I  cannot  think  the  Committee 
will  vote  for  this  Amendment,  which  is 
absolutely  unworkable,  and  under  which 
it  would  be  absolutely  imjiosHible  to 
collect  the  Revenue. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  said, 
many  appeals  had  been  made  to  the 
Temperance  Party  to  support  this 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  it  made 
in  favour  of  temperance,  but  they  did  not 
admit  that  at  all.  He  was  sure  the 
Temperance  Party  would  give  their 
votes  without  hesitation.  Their  antago- 
nism was  against  alcohol,  and  they  did 
not  care  whether  it  came  from  sugar, 
grain,  or  any  other  material.  There  had 
been  many  foolish  arguments  advanced 
in  support  of  this  ridiculous  Amendment. 
It  had  been  said,  for  instance,  that  in 
Bavaria  the  law  enacted  that  beer 
should  be  made  exclusively  from  barley. 
The  law  did  nothing  of  the  kind.  It 
enacted  that  l>eer  should  be  made  from 
germinated  grain,  and  germinated  rice, 
maize,  or  wheat  might  be  used.  In 
fact,  there  was  an  attempt  in  this 
Amendment  to  set  up  in  this  country  the 
worst  form  of  Protection — that  of 
bounties.  It  was  proposed  that  bounties 
should  be  given  to  the  brewing  trade  if 
they  used  English  barley,  and  in  that 
way  Protection  would  l>e  given  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  The  whole  dis- 
cussion might  be  summetl  up  in  the 
following  epigram,  the  authorship  of 
which  he  was  not  permitted  to  divulge — 

*'  It  seemR  as  aure  *  as  eggH  is  egg**/ 
From  all  that  has  been  said. 

That  impure  beer  affect«  the  legs 
While  pare  affeoto  the  head." 

Mr.      EVERSHED      (Staffordshire, 
Burton)  said,  that  at  Burton-on-Trent,  at 
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toj  nit«,  Chey  had  always  prided  them- 

iel?e8  OQ  brewing  only  pure  beer  ;  and  be 

ooald,  Uft«refore«  assure  the  bon.  Member 

Utftt  the  graphic  dedcriptioo  of  the  effect 

of  drinking  beer  which  he  had  just  cited 

eould  Dot  have  applied  to  any  beer  that 

bad  been    brewed   in    his   constituency. 

Lul  Dight  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 

for  Cockermouth     had     described    the 

bnwiug  industry  as  the  one  green  spot 

io  the  oasis  of  depressed  trade  and  com- 

iBere«.    That   description  of   the    trade 

nigbt  have  been  given    before  the  late 

ChAocellor  of  the  Exchequer  raised  the 

Beer  Duties  ;  and  now   tliat  the  present 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  added 

ftootker  Gd.,  he  wished  someone  would 

toll  the  brewers  how  they   were  to  pet 

1^  daily    brea4l.     He  was  afraid   his 

tttdcocy  was  to  vote  against  the  proposed 

iomase  in  the  Beer  Duty   in  whatever 

fwB  it  might  be  raised.      He  did  so  last 

ftJfbL    He   felt  bound   to   say  that  his 

TOtai  were  given  upon  the  conviction  he 

Aeld,  that  it  was  rather  hard  that  the 

vorkioj(  classes  in  this  country  who  made 

beer  tLeir  favourite  beverage,   and  had 

BMM  of  the  many  oomforts  and  luxuries 

cf  the  rich,    should    have   to  pay    this 

ftiiitional  taxation  upon  the  one  article 

vbicb  they  drank.      He   was  not  sure 

tb&t  the  CTOvemment  did  not  very  much 

ndenmte    the  feeling   of    the    working 

cWm  of  this  country,  and  he  was  afraid 

it  voald   be  felt  at    the   next  General 

Kkctioo.  They  all  knew  that  as  a  general 

nfeuxes  were  paid  by  consumers,  and  it 

v»*  they  who  would  have  to   pay  the 

aUitional  tax.      They   recognised    also 

tbM  the  favourite  drinks  of  the  upper 

<^Mies^  which  they  themselves  could  not 

•iord   to    pay,    were   untaxed    by    the 

CliADcelior  of  the  Exchequer.     It  was 

ax  \u»i  that  the  rich,  who  could  afford 

to  driuk    expensive  wines,  should    not 

bs^e  t  proportionate  increase  of  taxation 

plwed  opon  their  beverages  also.     The 

Cb4Dc«|lor   of    the  Exchequer  had  said 

thit   the    teodeocy    now   was    for    the 

■••ller  brewers  to  disappear,  and  for  the 

trtde  lo  get    into    the  hands  of    largo 

9pitali«ts   and   oompanies.      That  was 

pr»ciically  true  ;    but  was  it  desirable  in 

«h€  interests  of  the  public  ?     Did  they 

desire  to  squeeze  out  the  small  capitalists 

»cul  to  have  all  the  brewing  trade  in  the 

^^otry  in  the  hands  of  the  rich  ?     The 

effect  of  that  process  had  been  going  on 

for  %  cooiideimbla  time,  and  it  was  to 


develop  the  tied*house  system  which  was 
at  the  root  of  so  many  of  the  evils  that 
they  all  deplored.  He  would  undertake 
to  say  that  before  many  years  had  passed 
those  old  free  houses,  the  traditions  of 
which  were  so  interesting  in  our  social 
life,  would  have  disappeared  altogether, 
and  that  the  mechanical  arrangements 
involved  in  the  tied*house  system  would 
be  perpetuated  throughout  this  country, 
and  very  much  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  working  classes.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  a  man  of  many 
resources,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would 
pujszlo  him  much  to  obtain  £500,000. 
He  had  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  'looked  forward  to  be  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  many  years  to  come  ; 
he  trusted  his  hopes  might  be  fulfilled,  and 
he  invit'Od  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
do  that  which  had  apparently  been  be- 
yond the  powers  of  any  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  recent  years  to  do- 
to  keep  down,  control,  and  mo«ierate  the 
monstrous  expenditure  to  which  this 
country  had  attained. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 

said,  he  whh  glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 

Member   for  East  Bradford  had    taken 

pains  to  make  it  clear  that  on  tliis  ques- 
tion there  was  no  temperance  issue  in* 
volved,  and  that  Members  holding  the 
strongest  temperance  views  might  reason* 
ably  take  different  views.  [^Ironical 
cheers.']  He  had  repeated  just  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford  had 
said,  and  if  the  Committee  was  looking 
for  a  temperance  authority,  perhaps  they 
would  choose  his  hon.  Friend  rather  than 
some  Members  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  opposite  side.  If  there  was  any 
temperance  principle  involved  in  this 
question  it  lay  in  this  t  that  every  shilling 
of  revenue  derived  from  drink  made  tem- 
perance legislation  more  difficult  to 
obtain.  They  were  now  at  the  close  of 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  Sittings  they 
had  ever  had.  The  Sitting  began  with 
a  lively  Scotch  Debate— which  was  a 
remarkable  thing  in  itself— -and  was  con- 
tinued by  a  controversy  between  agri- 
culturists and  brewers,  which  was 
another  extraordinary  thing ;  but  the 
most  extraordinary  thing  was  a  remark 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
the  course  of  his  last  speech.  The  right 
hon«  Gontleman  was  talking  about 
shearing  sheep,   and  he  hoped  that  his 
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friends  the  brewers  would  keep  them- 
selves in  good  condition  for  the  shears  to 
be  used  again.  That  was  said  by  a 
gentleman  who  had  a  notice  on  the 
Order  Paper  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
a  Bill  to  enable  householders  to  abolish 
the  trade  altogether.  He  did  not  know 
that  there  was  such  a  thing  as  a  Temper- 
ance Partj  in  the  House ;  but  if  there  were, 
i^urelj  thej  could  understand  an  intima- 
tion like  that,  and  could  see  what  the 
value  of  the  temperance  pledges  of  the 
Government  was.  With  regard  to  the 
rival  kinds  of  beer,  he  did  not  know 
whether  they  were  good  or  bad,  adul- 
terated or  not.  What  was  the  poor  un- 
fortunate man  who  wished  a  glass  of  pure 
beer  to  do  ?  His  hon.  Priend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  said  that  if  the  proposal 
were  carried  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  brewer  to  live.  Let  the  Committee 
fancy  that  calamity  being  brought  on 
the  country !  He  was  accused  last 
night  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth  of  l>eing  driven 
through  the  Lobby  in  a  brewer's  van. 
What  was  his  hon.  Friend  going  to  drive 
in  to-day  ?  He  was,  he  thought,  going 
in  a  brewer's  dray,  horsed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wimbledon,  to  follow  a  triumphant 
course  through  the  Division  Lobby  under 
the  auspices  of  those  two  eminent  temper- 
ance reformers.  It  was  difficult  to  get  at 
the  merits  of  this  question ;  but  as  his  hon. 
Friend  was  for  pure  beer,  and  those  two 
gentleman  were  for  adulterating  it,  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  there 
was  any  virtue  in  it  at  all,  pure  beer  must 
be  the  best,  and  he  was  going  to  vote  for 
it.  These  things  could  only  be  of  a 
temperance  character  if  they  proposed  to 
reduce  the  consumption  of  drink,  and 
from  1851  no  increase  of  duty  had  ever 
tended  to  lessen  the  consumption  of 
<irink  in  this  country,  as  we  were  con- 
suming the  same  amount  per  head  of  the 
population  as  was  drunk  before  the  duty 
was  raised.  He  did  not  know  very  well 
what  he  was  doing,  having  no  experience 
in  the  question  of  good  and  bad  beer,  but 
•he  thought  he  would,  on  thb  occasion  at 
any  rate,  vote  for  the  Amendment  on  the 
assumption  that  it  aimed  at  providing 
beer  that  was  pure  and  less  harmful  than 
the  article  manufactured  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  whom  he  saw 
described  the  other  day  as  *^an  umpire 
who  never  once  gave  his  own  side  out.'* 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 


•Mr.  F.  8.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  said,  he  much  regretted  that  some 
hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  during 
the  Debate  seemed  to  consider  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  give  their  vote  for  or 
against  the  Amendment,  according  to 
whether  they  were  supporters  or  not  of 
the  adulterated  or  of  the  unadulterated 
article.  That  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  point  before  the  Committee. 
For  eight  years  his  name  had  been 
on  the  back  of  a  Bill  brought  in 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sudbury,  and  if  that  Bill  were  to  be 
brought  forward  in  a  substantive  form, 
he  would  support  it  in  the  future  as  he 
had  supported  it  in  the  past.  That  Bill 
proposed  to  recognise  the  principle  that 
the  purchaser  should  be  entitled  to  know 
what  he  was  buying.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  had  said  he 
was  going  to  vote,  not  knowing  what  he 
was  going  to  do.  What  he  (Mr.  Steven- 
son) wanted  was  that  the  purchaser 
should  know  what  he  was  doing,  and 
the  proposal  contained  in  this  Amend- 
ment differed  absolutely  from  the  pro- 
posal which  was  in  the  Bill  of  the 
Member  for  Sudbury,  which  provided 
that  it  should  be  stated  what  ingredients 
were  contained  in  the  beer  offered  for 
sale.  The  present  proposal  was,  in 
effect,  to  impose  a  penalty  upon  those 
who  brewed  beer  in  a  particular  way, 
but  it  did  not  provide  the  adequate 
machinery  by  which  that  proposal  could 
be  carried  into  effect,  and  no  provision  to 
prevent  the  public  from  being  taken  in  by 
unscrupulous  traders.  That  being  so, 
while  be  was  heartily  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  that  the  purchaser  should  know 
what  he  was  buying,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  vote  for  the  present  proposal  until  it 
had  been  more  fully  considered. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  196  ; 
Noes  253.— (Division  List,  No.  132.) 

Mr.  big  wood  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
ford) moved,  in  page  17,  line  5,  after 
'*  gravity,"  to  insert — 

**bat  this  extra  Excise  Dnty  of  6cL  per 
gallon  shall  not  be  chargeable  apon  those 
brewing  1,000  barrels  or  less  per  annum,  and 
that  a  gnuloated  and  reduced  duty,  to  be  here- 
inafter fixed  by  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, shall  be  chargeable  upon  all  persons 
brewing  less  than  5,000  and  more  than  1,000 
barrels  per  annum/' 

He  said  that  he  had   been  induced   to 
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moTe  ihifl  AmendmeDt  entirely  owiog  to 
fkcts  that  had  come  within  his  own 
obsenration.  He  had  seen  with  great 
regret  the  diminishing  number  of  the 
•mailer  brewers,  and,  as  this  was  gene- 
rally considered  a  democratic  Budget,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  would  afford 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an 
opportunity  to  do  something  for  those 
ioialler  traders,  whom  he  did  not  wish  to 
see  annihilated.  They  had  heard  in  this 
Debate  of  those  who  brewed  beer  of 
such  a  character  that  those  who  drank 
it  went  into  the  hayiields  with  wooden 
legs.  He  would  be  accused,  perhaps,  of 
supporting  that  class  of  manufacturers, 
but  that  was  not  his  view.  He  believed 
there  were  among  the  smaller  brewers 
laany  who  brewed  the  most  legitimate 
srticle  entirely  from  malt  and  hops,  and 
who  were  not  sufficiently  educated  to 
know  the  merits  or  demerits  of  any  par- 
licuUr  nostrum  which  might  be  added 
to  beer  to  improve  its  qualitv.     He  was 

K pared  to  take  a  much  smaller  class  of 
wer  than  that  indicated  in  his  Amend* 
ment.  He  had  brought  it  forward  to 
give  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
an  opportunity  of  doing  that  which  he 
had  done  in  r^^ard  to  the  Income  Tax, 
of  protecting  this  smaller  class  from  a 
doty  which  they  oould  ill  afford  to  pay. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  this  extra  duty 
would  have  the  effect  of  closing  many  of 
the  smaller  houses. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 

6,  after  the  wonl  ^gravity,*'  to  insert 

the  words — 

'  bot  this  extra  Exciae  Daty  of  6d.  per  gallon 
fhMXX  not  be  chargeable  apon  thoiie  brewing 
1«00U  barrel*  or  lem  per  aunom,  and  that  a 
iraloated  and  reilaoe(i  duty,  to  be  hereinafter 
Axed  bj  the  Inhwd  Eievenae  De|)artment,  nhaU 
be  chargeable  npon  all  peraont  brewing  leas 
than  5,00(1  and  more  than  1,000  barrels  per 
annum. **^-<jyr.  BigwoodJ) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted."* 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  con  Id 
not  be  accepted,  though  he  should  be 
very  glad  to  do  something  for  the  small 
brewers  if  it  were  possible.  It  was,  how- 
ever, extremely  difficult  to  make  differ- 
ential charges  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
The  hon.  Member  proposed  that  the 
Inland  Revenue  should  be  empowered  to 
6x  a  scale  of  graduation.  That  was  a 
very  tempting  offer,  and  he  thought  he 
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might  make  a  very  good  thing  out  of  the 
plan  if  it  were  practicable.  He  doubted, 
however,  whether  it  was  practicable,  and 
it  certainly  would  give  rather  too  much 
power  to  the  Inland  Revenue.  The 
Amendment  was  not  workable,  and  he 
feared,  therefore,  that  he  could  not  assent 
to  the  hon.  Member*s  proposal. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  divide 
the  Committee,  but  he  still  held  the 
opinion,  in  spite  of  the  very  fair  reply 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  made  to  him  last  night,  that  by  im- 
posing this  extra  duty  upon  beer  the 
Government  were  really  forcing  the 
brewers  to  use  other  than  English 
materials ;  in  fact,  they  were  creating  a 
protective  duty  in  favour  of  foreign 
materials  as  against  honest  English 
barley. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  26  agreed  to. 

Clause  27. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gralway,  N.) 
raised  an  objection  from  the  Irish  point 
of  view.  He  opposed  the  clause  on  the 
ground  that  the  additional  tax  would 
injuriously  affect  Irish  interests.  An 
additional  sum  of  £195,000  would  under 
this  provision  be  collected  in  Ireland  this 
year.  Were  he  to  vote  for  the  clause  he 
would  be  abandoning  the  position  occu- 
pied for  20  years  by  the  Irish  Party,  who 
had  maintained  throughout  that  period 
that  Ireland  was  over-taxed.  They  would 
by  assenting  to  this  proposal  be  admitting 
not  only  that  Ireland  was  not  over-taxed, 
but  that  she  had  not  even  been  defraying 
her  fair  share  of  taxation  in  the  past. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
fulfilled  his  promise  that  the  tax  should 
only  lie  imposed  for  one  year, 
but  he  had  carefully  abstained  from  pro- 
mising that  he  would  use  his  influence 
next  year  to  prevent  the  re-imposition  of 
the  charge.  The  object  of  all  this  addi- 
tional taxation  was  to  provide  means  for 
increasing  the  Fleet,  but  this  expenditure 
on  war  material  ought  not  to  be  provided 
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out  of  iDCome,  but  by  a  loan  or  bj  the 
suspendion  of  part  of  the  payment  for  the 
reduction  of  the  National  Debt.  Irish- 
men  were  not  particularly  interested 
either  in  the  Navy  or  in  questions  of 
foreign  policy,  and  therefore  he  did  not 
see  why  they  should  pay  this  extra  duty. 
None  of  the  dockyards  were  in  Ireland  ; 
all  the  dockyards  were  to  be  found  in  Great 
Britain,  and  consequently  none  of  the 
money  spent  on  shipbuilding  went  out  of 
the  country.  Even  when  the  fleets  were 
despatched  ^  the  Irish  Coast  for  manosu- 
yrea  there  was  no  expenditure  for  the  bene* 
fit  of  the  people  there.  The  fact  was,  that 
this  extra  duty  would  be  taken  out  of 


•Mr.  B0N80R  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
moved  to  neport  Progress,  as  he  was 
aware  several  hon.  Members  wished  to 
speak. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,** — {Mr. 
Bonsor.) 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  under 
the  circumstances  he  could  not  assent  to 
that.  An  understanding  had  been  come 
to  that  the  clause  was  to  be  taken. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  186  ; 


Ireland  and  not  spent  in   that  country.  Noes  238. — (Division  List,  No.  183.) 
All  the  Irish  Members  ouirht  to  protest        ,.    i^  •  #       t    i«       .  -n*         *   ^i 

against  this  increase.     It  was  urg^  that      ,  ^^  ^^^°^^  *^.^^  ^*^'P*'li!^''!  ^^  ^ 

they  ought  to  support  the  Budget  because  clock,  the  Chairman  proceeded  to  inter- 

the  liberal  Partrhad  brought  in  Irish  '  ^"P^  '^^^  Business  :- 
measures ;  but  in  submitting  to  this  taxa-        Whereupon  The  Chancellor  of  the 
tion     he    contended    that    they     would  '  Exchequer    rose    in    his    place,    and 
weaken  theur  position  for  obtaining  re-    claimed  to  move,  *'  That  the  Question  be 


forms  and  concessions  from  England. 

Mr.  butcher  (York),  apart  from 
the  general  question  of  the  bearing  of  the 
clause,  objected  to  this  duty  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  tax  spirits  used  for  medical 
purposes. 

Sir   W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  was 
compelled  to   rise   to  Order.     The  hon.    Clause  27  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
and  learned  Member   was    not    present        j.^^  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  237 
when  an  Amendment  on  the  same  subject    ^^^  182.— (Division  List,  No.  135.) 
was    moved   on   a  previous   clause   and  ' 


now  put." 

Question  put,  '^  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  238  ; 
Noes  183.-~(Division  List,  No.  134.) 

Question     put     accordingly,     "  That 


when  he  gave  his  explanation  on  tliat 
Amendment  and  it  was  negatived.  An 
understanding  was  then  come  to  that  the 
same  question  should  not  be' raised  both 
on  the  Customs  and  oir  the  Excise 
Duties. 

The  chairman  niled  that  any 
discussion  on  that  subject  would  be  out 
of  Order. 

Mr.  butcher  thought  he  might  be 
allowed  to  state  his  reajwns  for  objecting 
to  the  clause.  It  was  generally  known  that 
spirits  were  used  very  largely  for  medical 
purposes. 

Several  hon.  Mehbers  :  Order, 
order  ! 

The  chairman  :  I  have  already 
called  the  attention  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  the  fact  that  such 
a  discussion  as  he  proposes  to  raise  would 
be  out  of  Onler.  The  Amendment 
on  that  point  is  no  longer  before  the 
House. 

Colonel  Nolan 


It  being  after  Six  of  the  clock,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress  :  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (lUKLAND)    PEG. 

VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL. 

(No.  B.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed]  ;  to  Ik*  read  the 
third  time  To-morrow. 

PIER  AND  HABBOUR   PROVISIONAL 
0BDER8  (Na  3)  BILU— (No.  244.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

It  being  aft^r  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

House  adjourned  at  eight  minntet 

after  Six  o'clock. 
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THEIR    ROYAL    HIGHNESSES    THE 
DDKE  AND  DUCHESS  OF  YORK. 

MOTION  FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  or 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
beet),  ID  moving 

'^Tluit  an  hambte  AddreM  be  presented  to 
Her  MAHwty  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty  on 
the  birth  of  a  son  and  heir  to  His  Royal 
HighiieM  the  Duke  of  York  and  Her  Royal 
Hi^neaa  the  Duchess  of  York/* 

mid  :  It  18,  mj  Lords,  with  the  purest  and 
most  onmiugled  gratification  that  I  rise 
lo  move  the  Address  of  which  I  have 
given  notice.  It  is  scarcely  one  that  iu  an 
AMonbly  of  this  kind  needs  any  words  to 
reoommead  it.  It  is,  of  course,  impossible 
io  the  affairs  of  this  world  to  hope  for  any 
ftbiolate  guarantee  against  auy  possible 
eriL  But  I  am  lK>uud  to  tiay  that  no 
Bore  gratifying  guarantee  cotild  be  given 
of  the  permanence  of  that  form  of  go- 
Tcmmeut  under  which  we  live  than  the 
bet  that  the  Queen  should  be  able  to 
•ee  aroand  her  to-day  no  less  than  three 
beirs  male  in  the  direct  line  of  that 
luftoric  Throne  of  which  she  is  the  orna- 
aent,  [Cheers,']  My  Lords,  I  am  not 
bere  io-day  to  discuss  the  relative  advan- 
tages of  various  forms  of  government.  I 
take  it  that  in  that,  as  in  other  things, 
MtioDs  have  the  government  which  they 
prefer,  and  which  suits  them  best.  But 
of  this  I  am  at  least  sure — that  there  is 
ooe  form  of  government,  and  one  alone, 
vhioh  seems  fitted  for  the  people  of  these 
iilaods  ;  and  that  is,  the  ancient,  limited, 
historic  Monarchy  under  which  we 
have  lived  for  so  many  centuries. 
[Cheers.]  My  Lords,  it  is  quite  true 
mat  in  the  lapse  of  time  that  Monarchy 
has  assumed  functions  rather  social  than 
political ;  bat  that,  in  my  opinioD,  is  in 
Itself  an  advantage  at  a  moment  when 
the  questions  which,  as  I  believe,  most  in- 
terest the  people  of  this  country  are  rather 
social  than  political  themselves.  ['*  Uear, 
*»«ar  I "]  From  the  Throne  for  57  years 
past  we  have  bad  an  example  of  purity 
and  dignity  of  life  such  as  has  never 
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been  exhibited  to  the  same  degree  from 
the  same  emineuoe.  [Cheers.]  Of  Her 
Majesty's  Family  it  does  not  become  me 
to  say  much  to-day,  because,  after  all, 
generalities  on  subjects  of  this  kind  are  apt 
to  become  either  fulsome  or  unmeaning. 
But  we  may  at  least  say  this — that  by 
their  example  and  by  their  sympathy 
with  the  nation  in  the  various  pursuits 
and  objects  which  this  nation  has  at 
heart,  they  have  sweetened  the  air  of 
these  Three  Kingdoms.  [**  Hear,  hear  I "] 
My  Lords,  in  the  old  traditions  of  France 
there  was  a  title  given  to  the  sous  of  the 
Monarch  which  has  always  seemed  to  me 
the  noblest  and  the  most  pathetic  that 
any  Prince  could  bear.  They  were  called 
"  the  sons  of  France."  May  we  not  hope 
that  this  newborn  child  may  come  to  be 
in  truth  a  son  of  Great  Britain,  and  be 
adequate  to  the  high  conditions  and  re- 
sponsibilities which  that  noble  title  in- 
volves ?     [Cheers.] 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY, 
in  seconding  the  Motion,  said  :  My 
Lords,  the  gratification  which  the 
noble  Lord  feels  in  making  this  Motion 
is  a  feeling  in  which  he  will  command 
the  hearty  sympathy  of  every  person  in 
this  House.  [''Hear,  hear  I  "J  I  have 
little  to  add  to  the  graceful  and  eloquent 
words  in  which  the  noble  Lord  has  moved 
this  Motion.  We  must  all  feel  anxious 
to  congratulate  our  Sovereign  on  this 
auspicious  occasion,  which  has  added  to 
her  domestic  happiness  and  to  the  domes- 
tic happiness  of  the  distinguished  parents 
of  this  child — [cheers] — aud  not  only  on 
account  of  the  sympathy  which  we 
naturally  feel  for  their  feeluigs  in  such  a 
matter,  but  also  because  we  owe  so  deep 
a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  beneficent 
government  of  the  Family  under  whose 
rule  we  live.  The  noble  Lord  has  justly 
said  that  this  form  of  government  is  best 
fitted  for  the  people  of  these  islands.  J 
should  expand  that  phrase  by  saying  that 
it  is  the  best  fitted,  and  the  only  possible 
form  of  government  for  the  vast  Empire 
of  which  England  is  the  centre.  [Cheers.] 
It  has  an  importance  to  us  now  at  the 
present  day  even  in  excess  of  the  value 
which  it  represented  to  our  ancestors  ; 
because  it  is  the  only  centre  round  which 
could  rally  the  vast  multitudes  of  dif« 
fereot  creeds  and  races  which  acknow- 
ledge the  sway  of  Queen  Victoria. 
[Cheers.]  My  Lords,  we  cannot  look 
into  the  future  ;  but  I  heartily  join  with 
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the  noble  Lord  m  expretstng  the  feeling 
that  this  AUBpieioiifl  bhth  has  giren  ns  a 
jast  confidence  in  beliering  that  in  the 
far  future  we  and  our  descendantB  are 
secnre  in  enjojing  that  form  of  govern* 
ment  which  has  conferred  so  much  great- 
ness upon  these  little  islands,  and  which 
iias  given  so  large  a  measure  of  happiness 
to  the  nations  which  inhabit  them. 
[Cheers.'] 

Moved — 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Biajesty  to  congratuUte  Her  Majesty  on  the 
birth  of  a  son  and  heir  to  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York  and  Her  Royal  Highness  the 
Ducheas  of  York.**— (The  Lord  President  (iSL 
RoMebery),) 

Address  agreed  Ui^nemine  dissentienie : 
Ordered  that  the  said  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords 
with  White  Staves. 

BOARDS  OF  CONCILIATION  BILL. 
(No.  112.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW,  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading,  disclaimed,  in  the 
first  place,  the  parentage  of  the  Bill.  It 
had  been,  in  reality,  prepared  by  Sir 
John  Lubbock,  the  representative  of  the 
London  County  Conncil  upon  the  Labour 
Conciliation  and  Arbitration  Board  of 
the  London  Chamber  of  Commerce.  The 
general  principle  of  the  Bill  would  com- 
knend  itself  to  their  Lordships,  for  he 
was  sure  they  were  all  anxious  to  see 
some  steps  taken  by  which  an  early 
termination  might  be  put  to  those  un- 
fortunate labour  disputes  which  had 
brought  such  widespread  misery.  The 
method  by  which  the  supporters  of  the 
measure  hoped  to  attain  that  object  was 
by  strengthening  the  existing  voluntary 
Boards.  Those  Boards  were  of  three 
different  kinds  :  first,  the  Standing  Joint 
'  Committees  comprised  of  employers  and 
employed  in  any  particular  trade  covering 
'  an  area,  large  or  small ;  secondly,  the 
Trade  Boards  of  Conciliation  and  Arbi* 
tration  embracing  the  whole  of  a  par- 
"  ticular  trade  or  group  of  trades  within  a 
'  wide  area,  possibly  throughout  the  whole 
'  country ;  lastly,  the  District  Boards 
existing  in  certain  circumscribed  locali- 
ties, chiefly  populous  places,  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  dealing  by  conciliation  or  arbitra- 
tion with  alltiadecfuestionaarising  within 
the  area  of  their  operations.  Three 
methods  of  procedure  were  adopted  by  the 
last-named  Boards :  either  they  invit€xl  the 
parties  in  dispute  to  meet  at  a  convenient 
place  and  settle  their  differences,  or,  if 
that  oouki  not  be  done,  the  Boards 
offered  their  services  as  mediaU>rS|  and 
endeavoured  to  reconcile  the  two  parties 
by  giving  them  useful  advice ;  and, 
lastly,  if  neither  of  those  courses  oould 
be  taken,  it  was  open  to  the  Boards, 
with  the  consent  of  the  two  parties, 
to  take  the  whole  matter  into  their  con- 
sideration and  to  decide  the  question 
in  dispute.  But  there  was  yet  a 
fourth  matter  of  procedure  not  familiar 
to  us  in  this  country,  but  very  common 
in  America.  He  would  call  it  by  the 
name  which  best  explained  its  object- 
procedure  by  declaration.  That  was  to 
say,  the  Board  heard  both  sides  of  the 
case,  and,  having  done  so,  declared 
what  in  their  opinion  would  be  a 
fair  and  equitable  settlement  of  the 
differences  between  them,  leaving  them 
either  to  accept  or  reject  it.  The* 
result  was,  that  in  the  majority  of 
cases  public  opinion,  which  was  no 
small  factor  in  these  cases,  was  inclined 
to  accept  the  award  of  the  Board  as  right 
and  just,  and  in  many  cases  the  declaration 
led  to  the  settlement  of  the  difficulty  on 
those  lines.  Legislation,  to  a  certain 
extent,  was  already  in  existence  on  this 
subject,  and,  looking  at  the  result  of  it  so 
far,  he  felt  compelled  to  say  he  was  not 
very  sanguine  of  the  result  of  any  inter- 
ference by  Parliameut.  In  1824  an  Act 
was  passed  for  forming  a  Board  of  six 
arbitrators,  to  be  appointed  by  a  Magis- 
trate, with  power  to  settle  and  enforce 
their  decrees,  and  they  were  authorised, 
in  case  either  party  should  refuse  to 
accept  their  awards,  to  enforce  their  de- 
crees by  distress  or  even  by  imprison- 
ment; but  from  the  scope  of  their 
operations  was  expressly  excluded  the 
settlement  of  either  future  wages  or  future 
prices.  In  1867,  voluntary  Boards 
having  by  that  time  become  some* 
what  general,  Lord  St.  Leonards 
brotight  m  a  Bill  conferring  upon  these 
Boards  the  same  powers  as  had  been  con- 
ferred upon  the  arbitrators  under  the  Act 
of  1824,  and  giving  them  additional 
powers  of  snmmonhig  witnesses.  Again, 
in  1872  Mr.  Mnndella,  then  President  of 
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ibe    BcMkrd    of    Tmde,    iatroduced   the' 
ArbitntioQ    (MMtera    and    Workmen); 
Aet,    {voriding    tkat^    in    addilion    to 
4u9put6a  arising    OHt  of   exieliiig  eon-^ 
-traotfl,  Ibe  arbiftrators  might  take  into' 
^Qonsideratioa  future  wages  and    future 
.pr.iod».      The     result     of     all     those 
measureei    he  .  regretted    to   say,    had 
ihsen  ahsolutelj  niL      He  was  not  aware 
id  a  single  ease  iu  which  either  emplojers 
or.  workmen  had  availed  themselves  of 
that  Aet.    The  reason  appeared  to  be 
.twofold  :  first,  it  was  not  the  business  of 
anjbodj  to  put  those  Boards  in  operation, 
«ndy  consequently,  999    out    of    every 
1,000  workjDnen  in   this    country    were 
absolutely  ignorant  of  their  existence ; 
and,   secondly,   those  who   were  aware 
of  their   existanoe    were    loth    to   put 
themselves  voluntarily  in  the  position  of 
giving  powers  to  a  Magistrate  to  enforce 
lihe  award  of  the  Boanls  by  so  severe  a 
process  as  distress,  and,  possibly,  imprison- 
ment*  This  Bill  would  avoid,  at  any  rate, 
-the  latter  of  those  two  difficulties,  because 
the  legal   powers  it  would  give   were 
much  less  severe  than  those  given  by 
the  Act  of  1872.     Its  provisions  would 
apply  to  all  properly-constituted  Boards 
of    Conciliation    and    Arbitration.      It 
was  made  a  sine  qua  non  of  recognition 
by   the   State  that  it  should  consist  in 
equal. degrees  of  employers  and  employed, 
and  where  the  Board  of  Trade  was  satis- 
fied that  was  the  case  it  might,  after  due 
examination     into     the     circumstances, 
•register  it  as  a  voluntry  Board  under  this 
,Act  (if  passed).     Secondly,  it  was  pro- 
.posed  to  confer  upon  the  Boards  power 
to  anmmon  witnesses  and  to  administer  to 
them^  the  oath.    Power  was  also  given 
>upon  the  order  of  the  High  Court  to 
-eubpoBua  witnesses  to  give  evidence,  pro- 
.  vided,  the  evidence  was  such  as  would  be 
producible  upon  the  trial  of  an  ordinary 
aetion ;  but  it  specially  exempted  from 
the  evidence  that  might  be  given  before 
Boards  two  matters  upon  which   both 
omployers  and  employed  were  somewhat 
.touchy  :  no  power  was  given  to  inquire 
oither    into  ■  the  books  of  an  employer 
jflhowiag  'profit  and  loss  in  any  indttstrial 
undertaking,  or.  to  require,  production  of 
Skixy  books  or  papers  of  a  Trades  Union. 
JKverything  in  the  Bill  was  voluntary. 
^No  power  was  cenfeired  upon  a  Board 
and  no  authority  could  be  exercised  by  it 
without  the  consent  of  both  parties.    It 
mighty  however,  bo  oonsidered  possible  to 


g^ve  the  Boards  a  certain  measure    of 
authority  for  enforcing  their  decrees  in 
respect  to  any  question  of  future  wages 
or  future  prices.     For    that   purpose  a 
clause  had  been   inserted  enabling    the 
parties,  should  they  so  desire  it,  to  de- 
posit in  Court  a  sum  of  moneys  or  security 
for  a  sum  of  money,  which,  in  the  event 
of  the  award  not  being  observed  by  either 
party,  woold  be  forfeited  by  the  Board 
and  handed  over  by  them  to  the  other 
party  which  was  prepared  to  alnde  by 
the  award.    Those  were  the    principal 
provisions  of  the  Bill.    He  asked  their 
Lordships  to  look  for  a  moment  at  the 
rules    of    procedure    oontaiDed    in    the 
Schedule  to  the  Bill.    They  were  maiie 
as  elastic  as  possible,  and  only  laid  down 
broad  principles  on   which  the  Boards 
should  act.     First,  they  might  allow  the 
use    of    any  chamber  or  building  over 
which  they  might  have  authority  for  the 
purpose  of    holding  meetings    between 
parties  in  dispute  ;  secondly,  they  might 
act,  if  the  parties  so  desired  it,  as  media- 
tors between  them ;  and,  thirdly,  in  the 
event  of  their  being  unable  to  come  to  an 
agreement   in  any   other    manner,   they 
might  (if  both  parties  agreed  in  writing 
to   submit  to  the    Board)  either  them- 
selves act  as  arbitrators  or  appoint  arbi- 
trators to  act  provided  they  were  in  equal 
numbers  ;  and  in  case  of  difference  power 
was  given  to  them  (still  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  parties)  to  appoint  an  umpire 
or  to  invite  the  Board  of  Trade  to  do  so. 
The  powers  it  was  proposed  to  confer 
on     these    Boards    were    very    similar 
(though   there   were  certain  differences 
to   which   he    would   call  attention)  to 
the  functions  'performed  by  perhaps  the 
most    successful    tribunal   of  the    kind 
that  bad  ever  existed — ^the  ConseiU  des 
Ptud'Jkommes  m  France.  Those  ConseiU 
had  been  in  existence  for  a  long  time. 
In  the  reign  of  Philippe  le  Bel  in  129o 
they   had    their    inception ;    and    they 
were   constituted   in  .their  present  form 
by     the     First     Napoleon     in     1806. 
During  thmr  existence  they  had  been  a 
remarkable  success ;  and  the  authorities 
in    France  attributed  to  their  existence 
the  comparative  tranquillity  in  the  French 
industries    during    the   present  century. 
In    1890,    136  of   l^ose  €&nseils  were 
in   existenee.     They    had    tried  42,000 
actions,    16,000  df   which  were  settled 
by   conciliation,    13,000  by  arbitration, 
and     12|000    were  >  withdrawn.       The 
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similAiity   between    those   Conseih  and 
the  Boards  which  it  was  sought  to  in- 
rest   with   powers  under  this  Bill  was 
this :    both    of    them    had    powers    of 
arbitratioD    as    well  as  of  conciliation  ; 
both    of    them    must    consist  of  equal 
members  ;    both     possessed    power    to 
summon  witnesses;  the  awards  of  both 
as   to    the   existing  contracts  were  en- 
loroible   by    law,    and  excepting  where 
security  had  been  voluntarily  depoHited 
(as    he   had  already  explained)  neither 
of    them    could  deal   with  questions  of 
future  wages    or   future   prices.      The 
main  points  of  difference  between  those 
ConteiU  and  the  Boards  under  this  Bill 
were  that,  whereas  in  France  they  could 
decide  questions  without  the  consent  of 
parties — and  indeed  where  one  party  to 
the   suit  did  not  put  in  an  appearance 
judgment     would     be     given     against 
them    by   default  —  under   this     Bill, 
no    judgment    could    be    given    with- 
out the  consent  of  the  parties.    Again, 
the    CanseiU  in  France  had  absolutely 
no     power    to     consider    questions    of 
future  wages,  but  that  power  was  to  be 
given  to  these  Boards  where  both  parties 
were  prepared  to  deposit  a  sum  of  money 
as  security  for  their  ultimately  carrying 
the  award  into  effect.     That  was  a  very 
modified  form  of  compulsion,  but  it  was 
not  thought  possible  to  bring  compulsion 
to  bear  upon  either  employers  or  work- 
men.    They  could  not   say   to  a   man, 
"  You   shall   work  or   not   work   for  a 
certain  wage  "  ;  and  they  could  not  say 
to  an  employer,    *'  You  shall   carry  on 
your     business,   although    it    may     be 
at    a    loss '' ;    and,    therefore,    it    was 
not   sought     in    any     way    to    enforce 
the    decision     of     the     Board   in     the 
matter    of  wages.     But  the  supporters 
of    this    measure    recognised    that   the 
feeling   was  growing  on  the  part  both 
of  employers  and  employed  in  favour  of 
the  extension  of  these  voluntary  Boards. 
Mr.     Burnett    stated    in    the    Report 
on  Strikes  in  1892  that  7,600  employers 
and    196    Unions,    comprising     90,000 
members,  advocated   the    formation    of 
local  Boards.    Perhaps  the   most    suc- 
cessful had  been    the  London   Labour 
Conciliation     and     Arbitration     Board. 
That      Board     came      into     existence 
in  consequence  of  the   Dock  strike    in 
1889.     The  London  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce was   approached   by   3,000  firms 
who  had  been  grievously  i^eeted  by  the 
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magnitude  of  that  strike.    A  committee 
was   formed   to  inquire  what  could  be 
done,  and  the  result  of  their  Report  was 
the  institution  of  that  Board,  the  object 
of  which  was  not  so  much  to  act  as  arbi- 
trators, but  to  form  some  scheme  of  con- 
ciliation and   to  develop  that    scheme. 
The  main  condition  which  appeared  to 
be  essential  to  this  scheme  was  that  both 
parties  should  be  equally  represented  on 
the  Board,  and  that  the  Boiuxi  should,  as 
far  as  possible,  embrace  among  its  repre- 
sentatives   all    the   trades   carrying  oa 
business   in   the   locality.     In  order  to 
obtain  that  result  committees  elected  bj 
the  Trades   Unions   and  the  employera 
in    each   of    the    principal     trades     in 
London     had     been     constituted      and 
affiliated   to  the    Central   Board.      The 
procedure    of    the    Board     was     very- 
simple  :  As  soon  as  they   heard  that  a 
strike  was  impending,  or  that  a  differ- 
ence was  likely  to  arise,  they  sent  an 
identical   letter  to  both  parties,  ofibrin^ 
them  the  use  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce  for    a   meeting,   and    requesting 
them  to  meet  there  and  try  to  arrange  their 
difficulties,  and,   if  they  desired  it,  that 
members  of  the  Board  should  sit  in  the 
room   and,  whenever  their   offices  were 
called   for,  intervene  and  suggest  some 
means  by  which  the  dispute  might  be 
settled.     They  had  done  good  work,  the 
best  part  of  which  did  not  find  its  way 
into  the  public  prints,  and  of  which  the 
public  had  but  little  knowledge.     They 
had  settled   about  20  considerable  dis- 
putes between  employers  and  employed^ 
and  a  large   number  of    smaller    ones. 
Indeed,  hardly   a  week  passed  without 
some    application  being  made    to   that 
Board    to    intervene    in     disputes     be- 
tween employers   and  employed.      Ui>> 
fortunately,   the  recent    strike    of  cab- 
drivers  was  not  referred  to  them.     They 
offered  their  services,  but  the  parties  did 
not  seem  to  be  willing  to  come  to  any 
terms  in    the  matter.      But  they    had 
settled  another  threatened  strike,  whick 
otherwise  would  have  been  a  great  deal 
heard  of,  among  the  men  employed  by 
the  Victoria  Steam    Packet   Company. 
There    was    at   one   time  dangw  that 
the     whole    passenger    traffic     on     the 
Thames  would  be<  suspended ;  but  that 
strike    was    happily    averted     by     the 
intervention    of  the  Board.    Had    they 
done  that  work  alone  they  would  deaerve 
well    of    the    lletropolit    and    of    the 
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coaou-j.  Tb»t  Board  was  the  author  of 
die  present  Bill.  Its  principlo  had  beeu 
approved  not  only  hy  the  Loudou 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  but  by  a  cou- 
/erence  of  Chambers  of  Commerce  all 
over  the  Empire,  over  which  his  aoble 
Friend  opposite,  Lord  Brassey,  presided. 
It  had  al:K>  been  submitted  in  all  its 
details  to,  and  approved  by,  a  Congress  of 
die  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
KiDgdom.  8o  far  for  the  approval  of 
employers  of  labour  who  might  be  said 
to  be  represented  by  the  Chambers  of 
Commerce.  But  the  Bill  had  also  been 
Approved  of  by  about  40  Trades  Unions 
in  the  Metropolis,  including  the  en- 
gineers, carpenters,  tailors,  clerks,  and 
aany  other  important  bodies  of  opera- 
tires.  It  had  been  discussed  clause  by 
clause  by  their  representatives,  and  might 
be  flaid  to  thoroughly  embody  the  views 
of  the  working  classes  of  London.  It  was 
backed  by  Conservative  Members  of 
Parliament  such  as  Sir  Francis  Powell  and 
Sir  Albert  RoUit,  by  Unionist  Members 
like  Sir  John  Lubbock,  by  Liberal 
Members  like  Mr.  Montagu,  and  by  such 
representatives  of  labour  as  Mr.  Howell 
and  Mr.  Feuwick.  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vemmeDt  had  no  doubt  introduced  a  Bill 
dealing  with  this  subject,  but  there  ap- 
peared to  be  nothing  in  it  which  could 
Dot  be  done  under  those  existing  Acts  of 
Parliament,  which  had  proved  complete 
failorea.  It  would  be  more  useful  if  the 
Goreroment,  instead  of  endeavouring  to 
«et  up  new  Boards,  which  it  had  been 
ftbowQ  both  employers  and  employed 
ahrmok  from,  would  frankly  and  freely 
recognise  the  voluntary  Boards  already 
astabliitbed  and  clothe  them  with  autho- 
rity, which  would  make  them  respected 
by  mil  parties  in  the  State.  A  few  wonln 
as  to  the  reason  why  bo  had  introduced 
this  Bill  In  their  Lordship?*^  House.  The 
Government,  speaking  by  the  month  of 
Mr.  Mnudella,  the  then  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  undertook  that  thev 
would  not  offer  any  opposition  to  the 
Bill  if  it  were  introduccnl  in  the  other 
House ;  but  when  this  Bill  came  up  for 
Second  Reading,  they  regretted  that  they 
were  ntiable  to  fulfil  their  undertaking 
owing  to  the  fact  that  their  Bill  hail 
been  blocked  ;  and  as  the  Government 
had  taken  the  whole  time  of  the  other 
House,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Bill  to 
be  iotrodaeed  there  this  Session.  He  had, 
dierefore,  brought  the  Bill  before  their 


Lordships'  House  to  obtain  a  discussion 
upon  it,  and  to  elicit  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  even  if  it  should 
be  impossible  to  get  it  passed  this  Session. 
The  Bill  if  passed  might  not  affect  ail 
the  gigantic  struggles  happening  between 
capital  and  labour  with  which  the  nation 
had  become  familiar,  but  it  would  at  any 
rate  deal  with  two  out  of  the  three  great 
causes  of  dispute — those  arising  upon 
questions  of  wages  and  hours.  Whether 
it  would  be  sufficient  to  deal  with  that 
much  more  burning  question  whether 
members  of  Trades  Unions  should  work 
alongside  men  who  were  not,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say  ;  but  at  any  rate  he  had 
the  authority  of  Mr.  Howell,  who  was 
well  versed  in  the  subject  and  had  written 
a  book  upon  it,  for  saying  that  90  per 
cent,  of  the  strikes  that  occurred  might 
be  settled  by  conciliation,  and,  of  the  re- 
maining 10,  5  per  cent,  might  be  settled 
by  arbitration.  Above  all,  it  was  desir- 
able to  narrow  the  issues  which  those 
questions  raised,  and  to  do  away  with 
some  of  the  ignorance  surrounding 
them,  and  the  distrust,  for  sometimes 
even  the  very  causes  of  strikes  them- 
selves were  non-existent.  The  Board 
he  had  referred  to  dealt  with  a  dispute 
between  the  French-Polishers'  Union 
and  a  large  firm  of  pianoforte  makers, 
the  cause  of  quarrel  being  that  the  men 
thought  time-work  preferable  to  piece- 
work ;  but  when  they  met  together  in 
the  room,  and  the  cat»es  on  either  side 
were  stated,  it  was  found  that,  after  all, 
the  men  themselves  were  in  agreement 
with  the  masters  as  to  piece-work,  and  a 
strike  which  might  have  assumed  large 
proportions  was  settled  in  a  few  minutes. 
There  was,  he  ventured  to  think,  a 
brighter  prospect  ahead  of  us  in  regard 
to  the  settlement  of  trade  disputes,  and 
there  had  been  of  late  a  marked  desire 
for  their  settlement  by  conciliation,  as 
appeared  by  the  Report  of  Mr.  Burnett. 
The  Returns  of  recent  years  showed  a 
marked  decrease  in  the  number  of  strikes. 
In  1882,  which  might  be  said  to  be  the 
year  of  high-water  mark  or  fever  heat 
of  the  strikes,  there  were  1,845;  in 
1890  there  were  1,028;  in  1891  there 
were  890;  while  in  1892  the  numl)er 
had  diminished  to  692.  That  was  satis- 
factory ;  but  against  it  had  to  be  set  the 
lamentable  coal  strike  last  year,  when 
300,000  men  were  idle,  with  500,000 
persons  dependent  upon  them,  and  it  waa 
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estimated  that  not  less  than  £19,000,000 
of  capital  lay  idle;  in  1892  8,000  estab- 
lishments were  aflPected  by  strikes.    The 
most  lamentable  part  of  it  all  was  the 
result  of  the  strikes  to  the  workers  them- 
selves, for  the  larger  proportion  were  un- 
snccessful,  and  the  net  result  of  all  the 
misery  to  the  men  and  enforced  idleness 
of  capital   was  an  average  reduction  of 
strikers*  wages  of  6^  per  cent.     In  pre- 
sence  of    those    figures    anything   that 
conid  be  done  to  minimise  the  recurrence 
of  strikes  should  be  done.      All  would 
agree,  therefore,  that  this  Bill  was  for 
a^  worthy   object.      He    did    not    anti- 
cipate  that  the  measure  would  be  re- 
ceived with  enthusiasm.     Any  measure 
which    simply    aimed    at    holding    the 
balance  equally  between  employers  and 
enaployed  was  not  likely  to  be  received 
with  enthusiasm  by  either  Party  ;  but  at 
any  rate  it  was  an  experiment  which,  if 
It  were  passed,   could  do   no   harm   and 
might    be    productive    of    great    good. 
Courts  with   strong   legal   powers    had 
been  tried  ;  an  endeavour  had  been  made 
to   establish    voluntary   Boards    by   the 
machinery    of   the   law,  but    now    their 
Lordships    were    asked    to    clothe    the 
existing   Boards   with     more     modified 
legal  powers   in    the   belief   that   those 
Boards      commanded      the     confidence 
both     of     employers     and     employed. 
Many     of    their    Lordships    had    made 
voyages  to  Australia,  and  must  have  felt 
a  thrill  of  national  pride  on  passing  ship 
after    ship    carrying    valuable     cargoes 
under  the  Union  Jack.     They  must  have 
had  a  feeling  of  ^tory  in  the  Empire  to 
which    they    belonged    as    their  vessel 
touched    at    port    after    port,     in     the 
Mediterranean,  in  the  Suez  Canal,  in  the 
Pacific  and    Indian   Oceans,   filled   with 
shipping  and  with  busy  wharves  teeming 
with  life  and  work,     tie  had  seen  those 
wharves  all  deserted,  and  the  ships  lying 
idle  at  the  decree  of  the  Labour  Organisa- 
tions— the  wool  trade,  the  staple  industry 
of  the  Australiancontinent  was  paralysed. 
Men  were  forbidden  to  shear  the  wool  to 
form  the  cargoes  ;  those  who  should  have 
put  it  on  the  railways  were  forbidden  to 
handle  it ;  whai fingers  were  forbidden  to 
put  it  into  the  ships,  while  the  sailors 
were  forbidden  to  navigate  them  if  they 
contained  the  "  boycotted  "  wool  ;  even 
the  stevedores  in  the  London  Docks  were 
forbidden  to  touch  it  upon  its  arrival  here. 
That  such  a  paralysis  of  our  commerce 
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through  industrial  dispotos  should  be 
possible  constituted  not  only  a  gra^^ 
menace  to  the  community,  which  might 
at  any  moment  be  deprived  of  the  very 
necessaries  of  life,  but  was  evidence  of 
the  smallness  of  the  advance  which  had 
been  made  in  this  19th  century  over 
the  barbarous  methods  of  settling  disputes 
which  prevailed  among  our  more  remote 
ancestors.  The  prosperity  of  England 
depended  on  her  commercial  superiority, 
and,  having  made  great  sacrifices  with 
the  object  of  holding  our  position  ae  the 
greatest  manufacturing  country  in  the 
world,  we  ought  also  to  do  something  to 
mitigate  what  he  believed  to  be  one  of 
the  gravest  menaces  to  our  commercial 
superiority — namely,  the  enormous  waste 
caused  by  constant  recurrence  of  these 
industrial  campaigns.  If  they  thought 
that  this  Bill  would  tend  in  that  direc- 
tion, they  would  in  passing  it  have 
something  on  which  to  congratulate 
themselves.  This  question  was,  at  any 
rate,  more  worthy  the  attention  of 
Parliament  than  others  which  occupied, 
most  of  its  time — mere  Party  squabbles. 
In  the  belief  that  their  Lordships  wonld 
all  desire  to  advance  the  question  at  least 
one  step,  he  asked  them  to  read  this  Bill 
a  second  time. 

•Lord  BRASSEY,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said  that  he  had  only  a  word  or 
two  to  add  to  the  exhaustive  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  on  behalf  of  the 
Conciliation  Board  appointed  under  the 
auspices  of  the  London  Chamber  of 
Commerce.  Those  who  had  been  em- 
ployed in  the  settlement  of  trade  dis- 
putes in  the  Metropolis  had  been  earnest 
and  successful  workers.  He  could 
not  lose  the  opportunity  of  saying  how 
greatly,  in  his  opinion,  the  method  of 
adjustment  by  Conciliation  Boards  was 
to  be  preferred  to  the  method  of  arbitra- 
tion. An  arbitrator  was  never  failed 
in  till  considerable  exacerbation  of 
feeling  bad  been  aroused  on  both  sides, 
and  he  must  necessarily  purchase  his  im- 
partiality at  the  cost  of  much  ignorance 
of  essential  technical  details.  The  sup- 
porters of  this  Bill  desired  simply  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  the  same  Select 
Committee  with  the  Government  Bill^ 
and  he  earnestly  hoped  that  their  Lord- 
sliips  would  accede  to  this  reasonable 
request.  He  concluded  by  seconding  the 
Motion  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 
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Mowed,  "Tb»t  the  Bill  be  now  read 2 V 
-HTke  £art  qf  Onslow.) 

•Loud  PLAYFAIR  said,  tbeir  Lord- 

•bipt  would  all   sjmpathiae    with    the 

Doble  Lord  iu  tbe  motive  with  which  he 

hiul  brooght  the  Bill  before  the  House.  The 

oowlaot  bbws  that  were  struck  agaiost 

Muaerce    by    strikes    had    become  so 

Mrioas  that  everjoue  desired  to  find  a 

oetliod  by  means  of  Boards  of  Coucilia- 

tioo  whieh  would  win  the  confidence  of 

tke  working  chisses   and  of  employers 

•like  to  prevent  these  disputes  reach- 

iig     the      arute     stage     of      strikes. 

Therefore,    every    one    in    the    House 

woold  thoroughly   appreciate  the  prin- 

ople  and   motive  of  the  noble  Lord  in 

ntroducing  this  Bill.    But  some  difficul- 

ti«  stood  in  the  way.     There  were  three 

Bills  on  this  subject  before  the  House  of 

Commons  at  the  present  time — namely, 

tke  Government  Bill;  the  Bill  of  Sir  J. 

Labbock,  which  was  identical  with  the 

<*e  now  introdnoed  by  the  noble  Earli; 

Md  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Butcher  and  Sir  J. 

Gent.    The  latter  also  proposed  another 

node  of  establishing  Conciliation  Boards, 

by  means  of  County  Councils  instead  of 

the  Board  of  Trade.  The  desire  of  the  6o- 

Tcnunant  was  that  all  these  Bilhi  should  be 

imd  a  second  time  and  sent  to  the  Grand 

Committee  on  Trade  in  tbe  House  of  Com- 

■oo«,  where  their  respective  merits  would 

he  examined.     £ach  of  them  contained 

aeeUent  suggestions   which   might    be 

combined  io  one  valuable  measure,  there 

hei^g  no  Party  feeling  in  any  of  them. 

Bot  aU  the  Bills  were   blocked.      The 

Mble  Lord  desired  a  discussion  on  the 

mbject  00  the  Second  Reading  of  this 

Bill,  which  he  had  very  ably  advocated, 

hot  he  had  not  explained  the  advantages 

^  the  Government  Bill   whieh  was  not 

Wfore  their  Lordships.     Neither  could 

the  other  two    Bills  in   the   House    of 

Commooa  be  now  discussed,  all  being  for 

the  same  object  and  containing  sugges- 

tietM  well  worthy  of  attention.     As  the 

Bobfte  Lord  had  said,  they  had  no  doubt 

plenty  of  time  iu  that  House  to  discuss 

the  matter,  and  io  Suudiug  Committee 

^^^  Lordships  could  have  made  an  ex- 

oelleni  Bill  out  of  the  three,  which  the 

Gor«nuiiont  could    have  accepted   and 

|M^«d  forwanl.     But  that  was  not  the 

feeltBj  of  people  interested  iu  the  ques- 

tieo  of  conciliation,  who  desired   to  get 

^  opinion  of  the  people's  House  upon  it. 


•The  noble  Lord  had  taken  one  of  tbos6 
'Bills  and  introduced  it  before  their  Lord- 
ships ;  but  as  they  could  not  discuss 
the  others,  they  were  placed  in  a| 
difficult  position.  He  had  no  funda- 
mental objection  to  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  £arl,  although  he  thought 
it  was  not  sufficiently  elastic,  and  con* 
tained  too  much  legal  phraseology.  The, 
noble  Lord  had  put  so  much  legal  phrase- 
ology into  the  Bill  that  he  would  frighten 
the  working  classes  from  adopting  it. 
For  instance,  in  the  seventh  clause  were 
mentioned  tubpana  ad  testificandum 
and  duces  tecum^  legal  terms  familiar  to 
lawyers  ;  but  they  would  cause  great 
alarm  among  the  working  classes,  who 
would  be  summoned  in  those  imposing 
words,  which  they  might  suppose  had 
some  tremendous  meaning.  Then  the 
noble  Lord  brought  in  the  law  to  confirm 
tbe  judgment  or  award.  He  had  had  a 
little  experience  in  1877  as  umpire  in 
an  important  strike  arbitration  affecting 
Northumberland  and  Durham,  and  that 
arbitration  had  a  large  measure  of  success, 
because  the  parties  had  confidence  in  the 
Court  being  exactly  ad  j  usted  to  the  dispute^ 
the  employers  and  workmen  being  equally 
represented,  as  proposed,  in  this  Bill.  If 
the  subject  were  left  to  be  discussed 
in  tbe  House  of  Commons  by  the  Grand 
Committee  on  Trade,  the  valuable  sugges- 
tions made  weuld  be  cousidered  with  tbe 
view  of  forming  Boards  of  Conciliation. 
What  he  suggested  was  that  if  the  Bill 
were  read  a  second  time  the  noble  Earl 
should  delay  iU  further  stages  for 
some  time  in  the  hope  that  meanwhile 
the  block  iu  the  three  Bills  in  the 
House  of  Commons  would  be  removed 
and  the  whole  of  them  sent  to  the  Grand 
Committee.  Unless  that  was  done  the 
Bill  would  not  go  down  to  the  other 
House  with  that  satisfactory  feeling  that 
all  sides  had  been  heard,  which  were  so 
desirable  in  a  measure  of  this  kind. 

The  DtKE  ok  DEVONSHIRE  :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
spoken  on  behalf  of  the  Government  ha.s 
addressed  his  observations  so  exclusively 
to  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  that  I  confess  I 
have  some  difficulty  in  ascertaining  what 
the  position  of  tlio  Government  is  with 
regard  to  it.  I  understand  he  does  not 
intend  to  oppose  the  Second  Reading, 
but  that  he  asks  for  considerable  delay  in 
further  proceeding  with  it  in  order  that, 
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if  possible,  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
meDt  maj  be  considered  at  the  same  time 
with  the  other  Bills  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  may  be  verj  desirable, 
but  I  do  not  understand  how  the  other 
Bills  are  to  be  before  this  House.  They 
are  in  a  suspended  state,  and  I  would  ask 
whether  the  noble  Lord  ean  hold  out  any 
hope  of  the  Bills  l)efore  the  House  of 
Commons  being  read  a  second  time  ?  As 
I  understand  matters,  it  is  absolutely  im- 
possible at  present  to  proceed  with  any 
business  in  the  House  of  Commons  ex- 
cept Government  Bills. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  if  the 
blocks  were  withdrawn  from  the  three 
Bills  in  the  House  of  Commons  they 
might  be  rea<l  a  second  time  and  sent  to 
the  Grand  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to  be  considered  all  together  before 
their  Lordships  proceeded  to  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  this  Bill. 

The  Di  ke  of  DEVONSHIRE  said, 
he  understood  it  was  impossible  that  any 
Bills  in  the  other  House  could  go  before 
a  Grand  Committee  this  year. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  would 
-depend  on  the  blocks  being  withdrawn. 

Lord  KNUTSFORD  suggested  that 
it  would  be  better  to  pass  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  and  let  it  join  its  blocked 
friends  in  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
could  then  go  before  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  am 
afraid  that  would  not  facilitate  the  course 
of  business,  liecause  if  the  Bill  were 
passed  in  your  Lordships'  House  it  would 
only  go  to  join,  like  a  twin,  the  Bill  of 
precisely  the  same  character  introduced 
in  the  other  House  by  Sir  J.  Lubbock. 
The  point  is,  that  if  you  pass  the  Bill  in 
this  House  it  will  only  go  to  join  its 
replica  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
you  will  then  have  two  identical  Bills 
bearing  the  honoured  names  of  Lubbock 
and  Onslow  sent  before  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, together  with  the  Government 
Bill  and  the  Bill  mentioned  by  the  noble 
Lord.  As  regards  pressing  on  the  par- 
ticular Bill  in  question,  I  do  not  think 
you  will  achieve  any  usejful  object  by  pro- 
ceeding further  with  it  now. 

•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  spoke  as  if  he  and 
his  friends  in  the  House  of  Commons 
were  powerless  to  further  the  stages  of 
their  Bill  or  give  opportunities  for  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill.    But  the  Govem- 

Tke  Duke  of  Devonshire 


raent  had  taken  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  could  therefore 
do  what  they  liked  with  their  own  Bill 
or  give  facilities  for  the  consideration 
of  the  other  Bills.  A  better  plan  would 
be  for  all  the  Bills  to  be  introduced  here 
and  remitted  to  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships*  House,  where  the  Government 
would  be  adequately  represented  by  the 
noble  Lord.  With  regard  to  the  objec- 
tion to  having  two  identical  Bills,  of 
course  if  this  Bill  passed  their  Lordshipe' 
House  Sir  J.  Lubbock  would  withdraw 
his  Bill.  However,  he  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  spoken  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and,  if  the  Bill  were  read  a  second 
time,  to  postpone  its  further  stages  indefi- 
nitely. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

BISHOPRIC     OF    BRISTOL     ACT    (I8S4) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  131.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

ViscorNT  CROSS:  My  Lords,  I 
have  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  give  a 
Second  Reading  to  this  Bill.  A  Bill  was 
passed  10  years  ago  for  the  division  of 
the  See  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol.  It 
has  been  desired  to  subsidise  the  old 
See  of  Gloucester,  and  a  considerable 
sum  of  money  has  been  forthcoming  to 
carry  out  that  desirable  object.  It  has, 
however,  not  been  found  easy  to  get  all 
the  monev  wanted,  and  therefore  this 
Bill  has  been  introduced  for  the  pur- 
pose of  allowing  the  £600  a  year, 
which  was  to  be  given  under  the  Act  of 
1884  in  the  division  of  the  See  of 
Gloucester  and  Bristol,  to  be  increased  to 
£700  a  year.  This  Bill  has  the  ap- 
proval of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who 
presides  so  well  over  the  joint  diocese. 
Something,  I  think,  is  to  be  said  quite 
irrespective  of  the  wish  to  complete  this 
Bishopric,  because  it  turns  ont  that  when 
the  old  Palace  of  Bristol  was  destroyed 
in  the  Bristol  Riots  a  large  sum  was 
collected  for  the  purpose  ot  re-building 
it.  I  do  not  know  what  became  of  the 
whole  of  that  sum ;  at  all  events,  some 
part  of  it  was  devoted  to  the  restoration 
of  the  Palace  of  Gloucester.  Therefore, 
the  See  of  Bristol  has  some  claim  ap<Mi 
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tlMt  Bum.  I  do  not  suppose  there  will 
be  Mj  oppositfOD  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  tliif  Bill  or  to  its  passing. 

Moved, "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{The  Jluouni  Cross.) 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
eordiogljr,  and  oommitted  to  a  Committee 
of  tlie  VITbole  House  To-morrow. 

NKWTON  ABBOT  WORKHOtJSE. 
QISHTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscouirr  8IDMOUTH  asked  whe- 
ther any  Report  of  the  proceedings  in 
nfereooe  to  the  conduct  of  ofIicial8  in  the 
Usioo  workhouse  at  Newton  Abbot  had 
ben  received  ;  and,  if  such  Report  had 
been  sent  in,  whether  it  could  be  pre- 
Mated  to  Parliament  ?  He  said,  their 
Lofdships*  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
dw  prooeedings  of  these  workhouse 
MtlMirities  in  Devonshire  against  whom 
gmve  charges  had  been  made.  He  un- 
^ntood  that  an  investigation  had  taken 
plue,  and  that  a  I^eport  would  shortly  be 
Ktt  in  to  the  Government.  He  wished 
IS  know  whether  that  Report  would  be 

id  before  Parliament  ? 


•I/>w>  HAWKESBURY  said,  that  a 

psUk  ioquiry  was  held  by  two   of  the 

Isipectors    of    the    Local    Government 

Baud  io  consequence  of  complaints  in 

muieetion  with  the  management  of  the 

vorkhoose,  and,  as  a  result  of  that  inquiry, 

t^  Local  Government  Board  required  the 

iuMdiate  resignation  of  the  matron.  The 

f»ctM  which  were  disclosed  at  the  inquiry 

M   the    Board   to   direct  that   the   in- 

^WT  should  be   re-opened  with  a   view 

to  holding  a    full  investigation    as   to 

the  sdrainistration    of    the    workhouse 

rMermlty.      A  Report    of    that  further 

ioqairy  had  been  received,  and   was  now 

•ader  the  consideration   of   the   Board. 

The  Reports  made  to  the  Board  by  its 

inspecton  were    confidential   communi- 

ostions,  and,   as   the   President   of   the 

Board  had  stated    in   the  other  House, 

be  WM  Dot  prepared  to  present  the  Rc- 

petts  b  qaestioo  to  Parliament. 

Vi«coLKT  SIDMOCTH  presumed 
that  the  Government  intended  to  take 
■ooic  action  upon  the  Report. 

Loan  HAWKESBURY  thought  that 
^o«U  pfobablj  be  the  case. 


ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  99.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 
Message  from  the  Commons  that  they 
have  added  a  Member  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revisiou 
Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills,  to  consider 
the  Copyhold  (Consolidation)  Bill  [h.l.], 
as  requested  by  their  Lordships. 

COCKENZIE      FISHERY      PROVISIONAL 
ORDER   BILL.— (No.  109.) 
Read   3»  (according   to   Order),    and 
passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO. 

VISIONAL    ORDER    (No.     II)    BILL. 

(No.  118) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL.— (No.  110.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 

PIER     AND     HARBOUR     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.- (No.  76.) 
Amendments  reported    (according    to 
Order),   and    Bill   to    be   read    3»   To- 
morrow. 

BURGH  POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1892, 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  105.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

POLICE     (SLAUGHTER      OK      INJURED 
ANIMALS)        BILL,       nmt       INJURED 
ANIMALS    BILL.-(No.   134.) 
Amendments    reported   (according    to 

Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 

next. 

Hotwe  adjourned  at  twentr-fiTe  minutes 

before  Six  o*cIook,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 
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THAMES    CONSERVANCY    BILL 
ihy    Order.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  ConsideratioD,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Quesfiou  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered.** 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton),  who  bad  the  following  notices  oo  the 
Paper  : — 

**  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the  for- 
mer Committee ;  '* 

and 

''  That  it  be  aa  Intti^ction  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  add  four  additional  members  to 
the  Boatxi  of  Conservators  as  now  proposed  in 
the  Bill — namely,  two  representing  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London  and  two  repre- 
senting the  London  County  Coandl  ;  and,  fur- 
ther, to  make  the  constitution  of  the  Board  of 
Conservators,  as  amended,  remain  in  force  until 
December  31,  1896,  unless  continued  bv  Act  of 
l^rliament  beyond  that  date  or  altered  by  Act 
of  Parliament  before  that  date,** 

rose  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  re-com- 
mitted. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  would  be  very  convenient  for  the 
House  to  be  informed  whether  the  Motion 
for  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill  and  the 
proposed  Instruction  could  be  taken  to- 
gether. 

*Mr.  speaker  said,  the  Motion  for 
the  re-committal  of  the  Bill  can  be  taken 
because  it  is  down  by  Order,  but  it  can 
only  be  taken  without  reference  to  the 
proposed  Instruction,  which  is  not  down 
by  Order  ;  and  if  there  is*an  j  objection  to 
the  Instruction  being  taken,  it  will  have 
to  stand  over.  It  can  only  be  taken  now 
bj  agreement  on  both  Hides. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  he  was  willing 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
and  was  ready  to  move  both  the  re-com- 
mittal of  the  Bill  and  the  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  or  to  postpone  the  matter 
to  the  following  day.  He  was  in  no 
MDse  desirooa  of  opposing  the  Bill. 


Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  aoderataad  thaH 
that  oenrse  is  not  practicable.  W&oan* 
not  take  both  the  re-ocnunittal  .and 
liistruotion. 
""Mr.  speaker  :  What  I  said  was, 
that  as  one  was  down  by  Order  and  the 
other  was  not,  the  Io9traotion  cannot  be 
taken  to-^y  if  it  »  objected  to.  It  k 
scarcely  possible  to  disouas  the  re-eom** 
mittal  without  reference  to  the  Instruction. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  :  Perhaps  it  would  be 
convenient  if  I  stated  what  I  am  pre- 
pared to  do. 

Sir  F.  DIXON  *  HABTLAND 
(Middlesex,  Uxbridge)  said,  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  would  prefer  that  the 
Motion  of  re-committal  should  be  taken 
that  day,  because  if  the  Motion  was  re- 
jected the  proposed  Instmction  would 
fall  through. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  Motion  for 
re-committal  is  in  Order^  but  the  Motion 
for  the  proposed  Instruction  is  not  in 
Order,  and  must  stand  over  unless  there 
is  a  general  consent  that  it  shall  be  taken. 
If  any  technical  objection  is  made,  the 
notice  must  stand  over  in  accordance 
with  the  Standing  Orders. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  go  on  with  one  part  or  to  poet- 
pone  the  whole  queetion  until  a  later  and 
convenient  day. 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  We 
consider  it  much  better  that  the  re-com- 
mittal should  be  taken  to-day.  If  the 
County  Council  are  beaten  on  that  no 
more  will  be  heard  of  the  Instruction. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  :  It  ia  a  rather 
difficult  thing  to  deal  with  the  two 
points  separately,  but  I  will  do  the  beet 
I  can  under  the  circumstances*  But  am 
I  obliged  to  move  the  Motion  in  my 
name,  seeing  it  would  be  obvioualy  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  it  should 
stand  over  till  we  can  take  the  Inatmc* 
tion  ? 

•Ma.  SPEAKER:  The  fir^t  Motion 
being  by  Order  that  must  come  on  to-- 
day, unless  arrangements  can  be  made 
between  the  two  parties. 

Ma.  J.  STUART  said,  there  was 
nothing  left  but  to  move  it  under  the 
circumstances.  He  explained  that  the 
object  the  County  Council  had  in  view 
was  not  to  throw  out  the  Bill,  but  to  so 
amend  the  constitution  of  the  Conser- 
vancy Board  as  to  add  to  the  representa- 
tion of  the  metropolia  upon  it.  Daring 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  duough  Com* 
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mittee  .  ehang^s    had '  been  made  in  a 

contrarj  direction  to  tbat  desired  by  the 

Council    and    those     who     represented 

London.   At  present  London  was  repre- 
sented on  the  Board  by  ten  members — 
seven  Iropn   the  Corporation  and  three 
from    the    County    Council ;     but    the 
present  Bill  reduced  that  representation 
to  eight,  while  12  members  were  given 
to  the  tipper  parts  of   the   river.     On 
previous  occasions  when  the  Conservancy 
Board   was  reconstituted-^in   1864  and 
1866— the  Bills  which  ultimately  became 
Acts  were  preceded  by  an   inquiry  by 
Committee  ;  but  the  Committee  on  this 
Bill  had  been  unable — had  not  been  em- 
powered— to  make  that  extended  inquiry 
which  be  held  to  be  necessary.     Taking 
interest  and  population  into  account,  it 
was  felt  that    a  larger    representation 
ought  to  be  ensured  on  the  Conservancy 
Board  for  the  Metropolis,  and  that  the 
Bill    as    it    now    stood    could    not    be 
accepted     by     those    who    represented 
London  as  a  satisfactory  or  final  solution 
of   the   question.     Tlie   preservation   of 
the  Port  and  Harbour  of  London  was  a 
very  important  matter.     The  question  of 
the  London  water  supply  was  also  in- 
volved, and  the  functions  of  the  Conser- 
vancy Board  had  been  very  widely  ex- 
tended,  while   on  the  showing  of  the 
Board  itself  the  funds  placed  at  its  dis- 
posal were,  in  view,  of  the  work  it  was  to 
do,  very  inadequate.  At  any  rate,  London 
ought  not  to  be  placed  in  a  worse  position 
on  the  Board  than  it  was  now.     In  order 
to  ensure  that  proper  inquiry  might  be 
made  into  the  whole  question  of  the  re- 
presentation on  the  Board,  the  County 
Council  desired  that  a  clause  should  be 
inserted  in  the  Bill  terminating  the  Con- 
servancy Board   at   a   given   date.     He 
repeated  that  he  had  no  desire  to  defeat 
the  Bill ;  on  the  contrary,  he  wished  it  to 
pass,  and  if  without  re-committal  it  was 
possible  to  move  the  Amendments  he  had 
to   propose  when  the  Bill   again   came 
before  the  House,  he  was  quite  willing 
to  do  that  in  order  to  save  tfme.     His 
main  point  was  that  the  Metropolis  ought 
to    be    more  fuUy   represented,  and   to 
aecure  such  fuller  representation  was  his 
sole  object. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  now  considered,"  in  order  to  add 
the  words  "  re-committed  to  the  former 
Committee.''-^(-^r.  J.  Stuart.) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  woMs 
'  now  considered  *  sti^nd  part  of  th& 
Question.''^ 

<        '  ■ 

•Mb.  speaker  ;  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  to  say  he  is  willing  to  allov 
this  stage  to  pass  if  he  ci^n  move  bi« 
Instri^ctions  in  the  form  of  Amendmenta 
on  Report. 

Mb.  J.  STUART :  Yes,  I  am  prepared 
to  do  that  in  order  to  facilitate  the  Busi^ 
ness  of  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  What  is  the  view 
ai  the  opponents  of  the  Instruction  ?  It 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Motion  for 
re-committal  and  the  Instmction  to  be 
fixed  for  the  same  day. 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  We 
prefer  that  this  part  of  the  question 
should  be  debated  to-day,  because  if  thfe 
re-committal  is  defeated  we  shall  hear  no 
more  of  the  Instruction.  I  should  lik^ 
to  know  whether,  if  this  state  of  repre- 
sentation is  restored,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  satisfied  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
said,  he  was  desirous  of  pointing  out  the 
great  difficulty  in  which  the  House  would 
be  placed  if  they  attempted  to  discuss 
the  Motion  for  re-commitment  without  at 
the  same  time  discussing  the  qnestions 
that  arose  upon  it.  He  hoped  that  all 
difficulties  would  be  got  over  by  some 
reasonable  arrangement  on  both  sides 
which  would  enable  a  settlement  to  be 
arrived  at  without  the  necessity  for 
spending  the  time  of  the  House  upon  it. 
That  might  turn  out  to  be  the  case  if 
the  Instruction  were  withdrawn  and  the 
matter  allowed  to  stand  over  until  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pat  down  such 
Amendments  as  he  desired  to  move. 
As  he  understood,  they  were  at  present 
precluded  from  discussing  the  matter  on 
its  merits,  and'  he  might  say  he  thought 
it  might  not  be  necessary  to  discuss  it  at 
all,  so  near  had  the  parties  arrived  at 
an  agreement. 

Mr.  PAULT0"N  (Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland)  said,  he  agreed  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tions involved  separately,  and  that  it 
would  be  a  better  thing  that  they  should 
debate  the  whole  matter  at  one  time. 
He  thought,  in  the  meanthne,  there  was 
a  reasonable  chance  of  a  settlement 
being  eflfected,  which  might  save  the 
House   the  trouble  of    discussing    this 
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matter,  and  which  would  satisfy  all  the 
parties.  He  thought  a  postponement 
was  the  best  course  that  could  be 
adopted. 

Mr.    W.    long    (Liverpool,    West 
Derby)  said,  he  had  no  desire  to  interfere 
with  a  reasonable  arrangement,  but   he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  difference 
between    tiie   Instruction    of    the   hon. 
Member  opposite  and  of  his  hon.  Friend 
behind  him  only  represented  one  feature 
of  the  question  for  consideration.    Tliere 
were  a  number  of  other  matters  which 
would  be  affected  ;  and  if  they  were  going 
to  open  up  a  decision  deliberately  arrived 
at  by  a   Committee    upstairs    after   28 
days    of    laborious     and    most    careful 
consideration,  the  House  must,  in  common 
justice,  admit    to     the    re-consideration 
not  only  the  persons  interested  in  the  In- 
struction of  the  hou.  Member,  but  also 
the  representatives  of  all  the  other  in- 
tarests  concerned.     In  order  to  enable  the 
House  to  have   within   their   view   the 
other  matters  arising  out  of  the  Instruc- 
tion it  would  be   necessary  to  place  an 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper.     For  him- 
self and  friends  he  might  say  that  they 
loyally  accepted  the  conclusions  arrived 
at  by  the  Committee  and  did    not  want 
to  re-open  any  of  them  ;  but  if  an  arrange- 
ment was  proposed  that  this  present  dis- 
cussion     should      terminate     and     the 
matter   raised    by  Amendments   dealing 
with    the    points    at    issue,     he     must 
protest,  iu  the  name  of  the  other  persons 
interested,    of   the    injustice  of    such   a 
course,  for  unless  they  were  allowed  to 
put   upon    the  Paper  Amendments  em- 
Dodying   their  views  it   was  impossible 
that  they  could  be  discussed.     If  such 
Amendments  were  put  down  they  must 
necessarily  prolong  the  discussion.     He 
repeated  that,  so  far  as  the  up-river  con- 
stituencies went,  they   were  disposeil  to 
accept  the  conclusions  of  the  Committee 
as  they  stood. 

•Mr.  B  R  U  N  N  E  R  (Northwich, 
Cheshire)  said,  his  suggestion  was  that, 
both  in  the  interests  of  the  shipowners 
and  the  London  County  Council,  it  would 
be  better  that  the  first  part  of  the  Motion 
dhould  bo  withdrawn.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  an  observation  upon  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Board  when 

Mr.  W.  long  rose  to  a  point  of 
Order.  He  said  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  as  he  understood,  discussing  the 
merits  of  the  Instruction  which  had  been 
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put  down  on  the  Paper.  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  he  took  it,  bad  suggested  that  a  dis- 
cussion of  that  kind  was  out  of  Order. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  It  was  not  my  sug- 
gestion, and  I  should  not  presnme  to 
make  any  suggestion  to  the  House  ;  but 
my  opinion  was  asked,  and  I  said  the 
Motion  was  iq  Order,  although,  perhaps, 
inconvenient.  Technically,  as  I  have 
said,  there  would  be  a  breach  of  Order, 
but  it  is  a  very  slight  one,  which  I  thonghi 
might  be  permitted  in  this  instance.  My 
suggestion  is  that  both  the  Motion  and 
the  Instruction  should  stand  over  to 
another  day,  until  they  can  both  be  put 
down  by  Order  or  treated  as  though  they 
had  been  put  down  by  Order  for  the 
same  day. 

Sir  G.  RUSSELL  (Berks,  Woking- 
ham)  said,  he  should  very  strongly 
oppose  any  alteration  of  the  agp*eement 
arrived  at  by  the  Committee.  Their  re- 
commendations were  not  all  that  he  de- 
sired, but  he  was  willing  to  accept  them. 
If  the  matter  bad  to  be  re-opened  he 
should  wish  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of 
Mr.  Speaker,  so  that  the  subject  when- 
ever it  came  on  should  be  discussed  as 
a  whole. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
that  as  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
perhaps  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
say  that  he  felt  they  were  placed  in  a 
very  considerable  difficulty.  It  was  im- 
possible adequately  to  discuss  or  even  to 
answer  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  said  unless  they  were  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  the  lustmction  to  the 
Committee  as  well  as  with  the  Motion  to 
re-commit  the  Bill.  It  was  obvious  that 
there  were  questions  underlying  the  In- 
struction which  were  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance with  regard  to  the  Bill  as  a 
whole.  He  wished  to  joia  in  the  appeal 
that  they  should  act  on  the  suggestion  of 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  Motion  should  he 
withdrawn  and  put  down  for  another 
day,  when  the  whole  question  could 
be  discussed.  This  matter  raised 
questions  of  such  great  importance, 
not  only  with  respect  to  this  Bill  but 
with  respect  to  the  whole  procedure  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  he  felt  it  was 
better  that  it  should  be  threshed  out  in  t 
complete  discussion. 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  said, 
that  after  the  suggestion  which  Mr. 
Speaker  had  been  good  enough  to  throw 
out,  and   the  feeling  expressed  by  the 
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House,  he  thought  it  wise  to  allow  the 
course  suggested  to  be  adopted  and  the 
Motion  to  be  withdrawn. 

*Mr.  speaker  said,  in  that  ease  the 
Motion  would  be  withdrawn  and  the  dis- 
cussion would  be  attached  to  the  Motion 
for  re-commitment  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  understood 
that  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shoreditch  was  that  he  should  prefer 
to  proceed  by  setting  Amendments 
down  to  the  Motion.  He  should  like  to 
know  whether  it  was  competent  to  pro- 
ceed in  that  way  supposing  that  the 
matter  should  stand  over  from  that  day  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  In  that  case  the 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  to  ask  the 
House  for  leave  to  withdraw,  and  that 
leave  might  not  be  granted.  Of  course, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  desires  it,  I  will 
ask  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the 
question. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  :  May  I  not  with- 
draw the  present  Motion  ?  If  an  arrange- 
ment is  come  to  it  will  be  unnecessary  to 
refer  it  back  to  the  Committee. 

SirF.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  Then 
I  will  agree  to  the  postponement  until 
to-morrow.     [^Cries  of  '*  No  I  "] 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  matter  can  be 
formally  postpone4  until  to-morrow,  and 
a  date  afterwards  fixed  for  the  discussion. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
PRIVILEGE. 


VACATION  OF 'SEAT  ON  SUCCESSION 
TO  A  PEERAGE. 

MOTION   FOR  A   SELECT    COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Mr«  Speaker,  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  question 
of  Privilege  of  considerable  importance. 
It  is  not  in  any  sense  a  Party  matter,  nor 
is  the  Resolution  which  I  intend  to  pro- 
pose one  of  a  controversial  character. 
But  the  matter  does  raise  a  question  of 
grave  Constitutional  importance,  and, 
although  it  is  somewhat  technical,  I 
think  the  House  will  be  glad  to  have 
attention  called  to  it.  The  matter  arises 
out  of  a  Motion  whieh  was  unanimously 
adopted  by  the  House  on  Tuesday  with 
reference  to  the  vacancy  in  the  Attercliffe 
Division  of  Sheffield.     The  Motion  was 


"  That  BCr.  Speaker  do  isaue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new  Writ 
for  the  election  of  a  ^tember  to  serve  in  the 
present  Parliament  in  place  of  the  Hon.  B. 
Coleridge,  who,  since  his  election,  has  accepted 
the  office  of  Steward  of  the  Chiltem  Hun- 
dreds." 

Now,  that  is  a   very   unusual  form   in 
which  to  move  the  Writ  in  such  a  case. 
There  is,  I  think,  absolutely  no  precedent 
for  it.     But  the  Motion  is  usually  one 
entirely  formal,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
the  unusual  character  of  it  on  the  present 
occasion  attracted  any  particular  atten- 
tion.    But  I  want  to  call  attention  to 
what  follows  from  having  carried   this 
Resolution.     It  is  based  on  two  proposi- 
tions.    The  first  of  these  propositions  is 
that  Mr.  B.    Coleridge  was   up   to   hie 
acceptance  of  office  a  Member  of   this 
House ;   otherwise,  of  course,  he  could 
not  have  vacated  his  seat  by  accepting 
office.      The  second  proposition  is  that 
at  the  time  of  accepting  office  the  Hon. 
B.  Coleridge  was  not  a  Peer  of  the  realm. 
That,  of  course,  is  involved  in  the  word- 
ing of  the  Resolution.    He  was  described 
as  the  Hon.  Bernard  Coleridge,  the  eldest 
son  of  a  Peer,  but  not  a  Peer ;  but  this 
also  follows  from   the  former    proposi- 
tion,   because    if    he    was     a    Member 
of    the    House    of    Commons     at    the 
time  he  accepted  office  he    could    not 
be  a    Peer  at    the  same   time.      Con- 
sequently,  the   House   by   passing   this 
Resolution  has  indirectly  decided  that  a 
man  may  be  a  Member  of  Parliament 
and  not  a  Peer,  although  he  is  the  eldest 
son  of  a  Peer  who  is  deceased.  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
extremely  important  consequences  which 
follow  from  this.     Why  is  it,  if  at  all» 
that  the  Hon.  B.  Coleridge  was   not  a 
Peer  at  the  time  he  accepted  the  office  of 
the  Chiltem  Hundreds  ?     It  can  only  be 
because  he   had  not  fulfilled  a  certain 
formality — rthat  is  to  say,   because  the 
Writ  of  Summons  which  calls  him  to  the 
Upper  House  had  not  been  issued.     But 
the  Writ  of  Summons  is  only  issued  on 
the  application  of  the  person  who  suc- 
ceeds to  the  Peerage,  and  consequently 
a  person  who  succeeds  to  any  Peerage 
will  have  it  in  his  power  to  refrain  from 
applying  for  a  Writ  of  Summons,  which 
is  as  long  as  he  pleases,  and  during  the 
whole  of  such  time  he  will  be  eligible  as 
a  Member  of  this  House  and  may  sit  in 
this  House.    Of  course,  the  House  under- 
stands I  am  not  saying  ■  this  is  so,  but  I 
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dp  9aj  tiiiB  foUowB  from  tbe  Besalation 
pMsed  OB  Tuesday.  But  that  ia  not  all. 
Not  qolj  an  elclest  sod,  the  heir  of  a 
Peerage,  who  now  fixU  in  this  Houae, 
.would  have  a  right  to  continue  to  sit  in 
this  House,  but  everj  successor  to  a 
Peeri^ge  would  be  eligible  as  Member  of 
Parilament  so  long  as  he  had  not  applied 
for  his  Wjrit  of  Summons.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Seoretary,  speaking 
at  Rqtherham  hist  night,  referred  to  some 
proposal  which  had  been  made  for  allow- 
ing a  Peer  to  choose  whether  he  would 
,be  a  Peer  or  a  Commoner,  and  I  think  he 
aatd  it  would  be  a  most  intolerable  thing 
that  a  person  should  be  able,  to  exhaust 
t|je  privileges  of  the  House  of  Commoas 
^und.lhen,  when  tired  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  go  up  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  19  precisely  what  we  hare  esta- 
blished by  the  Besolutiou  of  Tuesday 
last.  It  *will  be  perfectly  possible,  if  that 
.Beeolution  is  sustained,  for  a  oum,  say, 
.in  the  position  of  the  Hon.  Bernard 
Coleridge,  to  refrain  just  as  long  as  he 
likes  from  applying  for  the  Writ  of  Sum- 
moos,  and  during  the  whole  of  that 
period  he  wiU  be  eligible  to  sit  as  a 
^lemberof  this  House.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  if  the  Government  are  in  any 
way  responsible  for  the  Resolution  ia 
<|uestioo — which  I  do  not  suppose  they 
are  more  than  formerly — then  this  Go- 
vernment, which  is  committed  to  mend- 
ing or  ending  the  House  of  Peers,  hare 
really  hit  upon  a  means  of  granting  to 
Peers  a  new  and  exceptional  privilege-^- 
a  privilege  for  exhausting  all  the  delights 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  then,  in 
their  old  age,  retiring  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  to  a  haven  of  rest.  But  what 
has  been  suggested  to  me  is  that,  after 
ail,  this  may  be  an  invidious  way  of  end- 
ing tbe  House  of  Peers,  because  every 
auQcessor  to  a  Peerage  who  has  enter- 
prise, energy^  and  ambition.will  probably 
choose  the  House  of  Commons  during 
hiai  period  of  juvenility,  and  will  only 
seek  the  House  of  Lords  when  he  reaches 
the  stage  of  decrepitude.  I  think,  then, 
I  have  shown  that  the  effect  of  the  Reso- 
lution ^f  Tuesday  will  be  to  bring  about 
enormous  Coostitational  changes,  and, 
although  I  mj§M  am  not  prepared  to  re- 
g^d  altogether  without  favonr  some  pro^ 
position  which  woold  allotw  the  eldest 
son  of  a  Peer  greater  choice  than  at  pre* 
jient,  still  tbe  Hi^use  will  probably  agree 
^bat  no  such  cba^e  ought  to  be  admitted 
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incideatally  into  our  Cotaatitation  or 
withooi  foli  o6nsideraitioD.  I  want  now 
to  take  the  other  alternative.  Suppose 
that  the  Besolption  ,is  admitted  to  be 
wrong,  what  have  we  done  in  thai  case? 
lu  that  case,  the  House  of  Commons  is 
in  a  most  embarrassing  positioii*  It  has 
been  Induced  to  make  itself  .ridjculoiis  by 
saying  the  thing  that  is  not.  It  has  been 
induced  to  decUra  a  seat  vaoant  for  airapMon 
which  does  not  exist,  whereas  the  seat  was 
previously  vacant  a  week  ago  for  a  totally 
different  reasoa.  It  is  perfectly  evidant 
things  cannot  be  allowed  to  remain  in 
their  present  position,  and  thereforo  it 
is  I  have  thought  it  desirable  to  call  the 
particular  attentlonx)f  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  the  circumstances.  If  the  House 
will  bear  with  me  I  will  proceed  to  con- 
sider what,  after  all,  is  tbe  main  question. 
Was  not  the  Hon.  Bernard  Coleridge  a  Peer 
on  Tuesday  last  before  he  accepted 
office,  or  was  he  not  ?  I  have  examined 
as  far  as  I  could — with  the  assistance 
which  the  authorities  of  the  House  are 
always  so  ready  to  render — ^the  prece- 
dents upon  this  subject,  and  I  must  say 
they  appear  to  be  continuous  and  con- 
sistent. The  first  one  to  which  I  will 
refer  is  a  dictum  of  Mr.  Speaker  Onslow, 
who  was  Speaker  between  1727  and 
1754.  I  should  say  that  at  that  time  the 
practice  with  regaid  to  the  vacating  of 
seats  by  Members  called  to  the  Dpper 
House  differed  materially  from  our  pre- 
sent rule,  because  in  those  days  it 
appears  to  have  been  the  custom,  im- 
mediately upon  the  death  of  a  Peer,  to 
move  for  a  new  Writ,  the  seat  being  held 
to  be  vacated  thereupon  if  the  heir  of  the 
Peer  were  at  the  time  a  Member  of  tbe 
House  of  Commons.  The  Writ  was 
moved  for-^that  is  to  say,  without  wait- 
ing for  any  proof.  And  this  questioD 
having  been  brought  before  the  Housa 
on  one  occasion,  Mr«  Speaker  Onslow 
said— 

**  When  a  penon  beeones  a  Pesr  bv  dsMent, 
the  instant  the  ancestor  dias,.thie  heir  beoaaisa  a 
Peer,  ami  his  seat  in  the  Honae  of  Coaunons 
becomes  immediately  vacant,  and  there  is  no 
neceasHy  to  wait  for  the  iisae  of  the  Writ  to 
call  mm  hoh*  to  the  Hooae  of  Paen,  for  it  is 
oolj  a  Writ  of  Snmmoas  to  atttfid  hJs  sanrioo 
there,  and  withoat  it,  and  thoush  he  thoaUl 
nerer  take  his  seat  there, he  is  to  aU  intents  aiuT 
^rpooes  whatsoever,  a  Fser  6f  the  realm.** 

That  was  the  state  of  the  law  and  the 

custom  of  the  Constitution  as  laid  down 

• 

by   Mr.    Speaker  Onslow.     Sinee    Mr* 
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Speaker  Onslow's  time,  and,  I  imagine,  a' 
little  prerioQsly  to  the  beginning  of  t^c 
centurjr,  a  dlfif^redt  oottrse  preraiied,  and 
itibeeame    the  habit  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  ask  tbr  pi*oof  that  the  per- 
son who  claimed  the  Peerage  was  en- 
titled to  It,  and  the  best  proof  of  such 
claim  was   held  to  be  the  issue  of  the 
Writ    of    Summons,     of    course    after 
examination  bj  the  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges of  the  House    of    Lords.       In 
1809  a  case  arose  where  General  Bertie 
became  £arl  of  Lindsaj,  and  the  Writ 
having  been   issned  on  the  death  of  the 
Ekirl  of  Lindsay,  subsequently  a  writ  of 
iupersedeas  was  moved  and  carried,  be- 
cause the    Writ    of  Summons  had  not 
been  issned  by  the  Crown  ;  and  the  Honse 
of  Commons,  although  they  had  proof  of 
the  death  of  the  Peer,  bad  no  proof  who 
was  really   his    rightful   successor.     Id 
1811  the  wisdom  of  the  course  which  has 
since  been  pursued  by  the  House  of  Coin- 
mens  was,  I  think,  clearly  justified,  be- 
cause in  that  year  Lord  Dursley  claimed 
the  Peerage  of  the  Earldom  of  Berkeley, 
and  upon  his  claim  a  Writ  was  moved, 
and  a  new  Member  was  elected  in  the 
place  of  Lord  Dursley.     That  new  Mem- 
ber was  Sir  William  6uy»  who  sat  for 
the  Coonty  of  61o*ucestershire.       Subse- 
quently the  Peers  rejected  the  claim  of 
Lord  Dursley,  and  the  Earl  of  Berkeley 
claimed   the  seat  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, so  that  there  were  two  claimants 
for  the    Gloucestershire   seat.     Snbse- 
qoently   Lord  Dursley,  or  Colonel  Ber- 
•  keley,  as   he  was  then  called,' did  sit  in 
the  House  of  Commons  again  until  he 
became  a  Peer  under  another  title.    But, 
the    House   of  Commons  having    been 
clearly  induced  into  error  in  that  case,  I 
believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that  subse- 
quently, without  exception,  it  has  altmys 
required  proof  of  the  rightfulness 'of  the 
claim  by  demanding  that  tbe  Writ  of 
Summons  should    have  been  previously 
Issued.    There  was  a  case  in  1880,  when 
Lord  Lovaine  became  Earl   of '  Devon, 
where  an  attempt  was  made  to  move  the 
Writ  before  the  Writ  of  Summons  had 
been  issued,    and    the    Mover  referred 
to      a      previous     case — that  of    Lord 
Carlisle — ^where      the      then      Speaker 
had  inquired  when  the  Writ  was  moved 
whether  the  Writ  of  Summons  hlul  ako 
been  issued.     But,  attention  having  been 
called  to  the  matter,  the  Speaks  h«kd 
e:xptained  that  tie  htid  only  done  so  as  a 


matter  of  xsnriosity,  because' the  seat  in 
the  Hbuse  of  Conimohs  was  vicated 
whether  the  Writ  had'been  isitued  or 
nDt«  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  that. 
The  point  is  this  :  that,  while  the  Writ 
of  Summons  is  evidence  as  to  who  is 
the  real  successor,  the  seat  is  vacated  by 
the  death  of  the  predecessor,  and  the  seat 
becomes  vacant  immediately  upon  the 
death  of  the  predecessor,  although  the 
Honse  of  Commons  does  not  take  cogni- 
sance of  the  fact.  On  the  occasion  to 
which  I  have  referred'  Mr.  Speaker 
Manners  Sutton  deprecated  the  issue  of 
a  Writ,  and  said  the  House  would  require 
special  and  positive  evidence  that  the 
Member  had  become  a  Peer.  That  posi- 
tive proof,  he  said,  was  to  be  found  in 
the  Writ  of  Summons,  but  if  that  Writ 
was  delayed  other  proof  might  be  re- 
ceived. The  fact  of  the  issue  of  the 
Writ  of  Summons  is  not  the  only  evi- 
dence that  woaldbe  conclusive.  In  1835 
there  was  a  similar  case,  when  Mr.  Speaker 
Abercrombie  decided  that  it  would  be 
highly  inexpedient  to  direct  the  issue  of 
a  Writ,  and  said  the  only  safe  and  certain 
evidence  was  that  the  Member  had  re- 
ceived the  Writ  of  Snmmons.  In  1840 
there  was  a  very  curious  casoi  in  which 
the  Writ  was  moved  and  granted  in  the 
case  of  Lord  Stormont,  who  had  become 
the  Earl  of  Mansfield,  while  the  late 
Earl  was  actually  unburied.  The 
reason  was  that  Lord  Stormont  was  a 
Peer  of  Scotland  as  well  as  of  Eng- 
land, and  in  the  Peerage  of  Scot- 
land there  is  no  Writ  of  Sununons, 
and  the  Honse  proceeded  on  current 
rumour  or  general  knowledge  and  did 
not  ask  for  the  special  proof  of  the  Writ 
of  Summons.  Lastly,  there  was  the 
case  of  1 844,  where  Mr.  Scarlett  became 
Lord  Abinger,  and  where  the  Writ  was 
delayed  for  a  period  of  throe  weeks,  in 
order  that  the  Writ  of  Summons  might 
pieviously  issue.  A  Member  of  the 
fl^Use  of  Commons  complained  of  the 
delay  in  the  'issue  of  tiie  Writ,  and  stated 
that  it  was  a  great  injustice  to  the  con- 
slKtueney.  Thereapon  Mr.  Speaker  Shaw- 
Lelevre  said  it  was  true  that  when  a 
Peer  of  the  realm  died  his  eldest  son 
ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons;  but  he  explained  that  the 
Honse  had  no  means  of  knowing  whether 
the  clahn  to  the  Peerage  was  bona  fide^ 
and'th^  only  safe  course  was  to  wait 
for  the  issue  of  the  Writ  of  Summons 


^ 
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before  moTing  for  a  new  Writ.  1  thiok 
the  Houee  will  see  that  in  all  these 
eases  there  is  one  consistent,  logical,  and 
plain  rule — namely,  that  the  seat  in  the 
Honse  of  Commons  becomes  vacant  npon 
the  death  of  the  predecessor,  but  that  the 
House  of  Commons  is  justified  in  not 
taking  notice  of  the  claim  until  it  has 
been  proved  either  by  the  Writ  of  Sum- 
mons^ which  is  the  more  convenient  and 
general  way,  or,  failing  the  Writ  of 
Summons,  by  some  other  evidence.  The 
delay  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  must  not,  however, 
be  held  as  affecting  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  status  of  the  person  concerned. 
That  person — that  is  to  say,  the  heir  to 
the  Peerage — is  debarred  from  taking  his 
seat  in  this  House,  and  his  seat  has 
become  vacant,  whether  his  claim  to  the 
Peerage  is  admitted  or  not.  I  will  put 
a  case — an  extreme  case.  Suppose  a 
Peer  dies  leaving  two  claimants  to  the 
Peerage,  A  and  B.  Until  it  is  settled 
who  is  the  true  claimant  the  whole  ques- 
tion is  in  abeyance.  If  A  and  B  were 
both  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
then  if  either  of  them  sat  or  voted  in  this 
House  he  would  do  so  at  his  own  risk 
and  peril,  and  if  either  of  them  afterwards 
were  declared  to  be  the  rightful  heir  his 
Peerage  would  date  from  the  death  of 
his  predecessor,  and  if  he  sat  and  voted 
in  the  House  of  Commons  he  would  be 
liable  to  whatever  pains  and  penalties 
might  attach  to  that  action.  Tne  point 
is — add  I  will  apply  it  to  the  case  of  the 
Hon.  Bernard  Coleridge,  according  to 
everything  that  has  proceeded  nom 
previous  Speakers  who  have  dealt  with 
this  matter — at  the  timie  the  Writ  was 
moved  and  the  office  of  the  Chiltem 
Hundreds  was  granted  to  him  the  Hon. 
Bernard  Coleridge  did  not  exist,  but  in 
his  place  there  was  Lord  Coleridge,  the 
second  Baron  Coleridge;  and  Lord 
Coleridge  being  unable  to  sit  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  the  seat  was  ipso  faeto 
vacant,  and  it  is  untrue  to  infer,  as  we 
did  by  our  Motion  the  other  day,  that 
that  seat  became  vacant  in  consequence 
of  the  acceptance  of  office  by  the  Hon. 
Bernard  Coleridge.  I  think  that  is  con- 
sistent with  the  position  which  A  priori 
we  should  have  supposed  to  be  the  case. 
In  the  first  place,  the  grant  of  a  Peerage 
is  to  a  man  and  his  male  heirs,  and  as 
soon  as  the  man  dies  the  heir  takes  np 
the  title.    There  is  no  lapsuij  no  cessa* 

Mr,  J,  Chamberlain 


tion  of  oontinoity.  It  is  just  the  same 
in  the  case  of  an  hereditary  title  as  in  the 
case  of  a  Monarchy  : — ^  The  King  is 
dead  ;  long  live  the  King ! "  The  new 
King  takes  up  the  title  and  obligations 
on  Uie  death  of  the  old  King,  and  in 
the  same  way  the  new  Peer  is  a  Peer 
from  the  moment  of  the  death  of  his 
father  or  pre<lecessor.  I  should  also  add 
— although  it  is  a  small  matter — that 
evidently  the  view  I  take  of  the  position 
is  also  the  view  taken  by  Lord  Coleridge 
himself,  because  on  the  day  when  the 
office  of  the  Chiltem  Hundreds  was 
granted  to  him  under  the  name  of  the 
Hon.  Bernard  Coleridge,  he  was  writing 
a  letter  to  his  oonstitueuts  in  Sheffield, 
in  which  he  expressed  his  deep  regret 
at  being  forced  into  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  he  signed  the  letter,  '^  Your  grateful 
friend  and  servant,  Coleridge."  I  deny 
altogether  that  it  is  possible  to  treat 
Lord  Coleridge  as  if  he  were  a  double- 
barrelled  person.  He  cannot  be  Lord 
Coleridge  and  the  Hon.  Bernard  Coleridge 
at  the  same  time.  If  my  precedents  are 
not  disturbed,!  he  is,  and  was  upon  the 
death  of  his  father.  Lord  Coleridge,  and, 
that  being  the  case,  it  is  clear  that  what 
we  ought  to  have  done  was  to  have  waited 
for  the  issue  of  the  Writ  until  the  Writ 
of  Summons  had  been  applied  for.  I 
assume  that  the  Government  would  have 
had  some  influence  with  Lord  Coleridge 
to  induce  him  to  wait  for  the  issue  of  the 
Writ  of  Sunmions,  and  if  the  Writ  were 
delayed  the  House  would  have  had  full 
authority  to  proceed  upon  other  evidence. 
In  no  case,  I  venture  to  think,  is  there 
any  precedent  under  similar  circumstancea 
for  issuing  the  Writ  before  the  Writ  of 
Summons  had  been  applied  for.  I  have 
seen  some  allusion  in  the  newspapers  to 
a  precedent,  which  it  was  stated  arose  in 
the  cases  of  Lord  Russell  and  Lord 
Swansea,  but  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that  the  case  of  a  Peer  by  creation  is 
totally  different  from  that  of  a  Peer  by 
descent.  A  Peer  by  creation  does 
not  become  a  Peer  until  his  Patent  has 
passed  the  Great  Seal,  and  it  was  com- 
petent to  give  Lord  Russell-  and  Lord 
Swansea  the  Chiltem  Hundreds  and 
vacate  their  seats,  becanse  they  remiuned 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
until  the  time  when  the  Patent  had  been 
passed,  but  that  is  not  the  case  in  regard 
to  Lord  Coleridge.  Well,  what  is  it 
which  the  fGovemment  have  done,  and 
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"what  is  it  the  GoverDment  have  induced 

the  House  of  Commons  to  do  ?     In  the 

^rst  place,  thej  have  giveu  the  Chiltern 

Hundreds  to  a  Peer.     I  believe  complaint 

has  already  been  made  that  the  present 

Cabinet    have    given  too   manj    offices 

to   the  hereditarv   House,   and    here   is 

another  ofSce   styled,    I   believe,   ^^one 

•of  profit  under  the  Crown,"  which  has 

f>een  given  to  a  Member  of  that.  House. 

1   admit   it    is    within    their    right    to 

do  that,  but  then.  Sir,  what  they  have 

done  is  to  give  it  in  the  wrong  name. 

They  have  given  it  to  a  person  who  did 

not  exist,    and   that    is,    I    think,    an 

irregularity    of     which    the    House    is 

entitled  to  take  notice.     But,  Sir,  they 

have  done  worse  than  that.     I  contend 

that  they  have  broken  the  law,  and  I 

roost  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 

the  Statute  which  regulates  the  vacation 

of  seats  when  office  such  as  that  of  the 

Chiltern  Hundreds  has   been  conferred. 

It  is  the  6th  of  Anne,  chap.  41,  section 

25y  and  it  provides  that — 

"  If  any  person,  beinj^  choaen  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  shall  accept  of  any 
<NBce  of  profit  of  the  Grown  daring  such  time  as 
he  shall  continae  a  Member  " — 

these  are  the  words  to  which  I  wish  to 
airect  attention — 


*^  his  election  shall  be  and  is  hereby  declared  to 
be  void,  and  a  new  Writ  shall  issue  for  a  new 
election,  as  if  such  person  so  accepting  were 
naturally  dead." 

Well,  Sir,  the  Hon.  Bernard  Coleridge, 

or   Lord  Coleridge,  did  not  accept  the 

office  during  the  time  he  was  a  Member. 

He  accepted  it  after  he  had  ceased  to  be 

a  Member  by  the  death  of  his  father,  and 

consequently    this     Resolution    if    not 

illegal   is  exceedingly  irregular,  and   I 

Am  not  quite  certain  that  it  would  not  be 
held  null  and  void.  It  is  only  in  the 
case  of  a  Member  during  such  time  as  he 
flhall  continue  to  be  a  Member  that  the 
seat  can  be  declared  to  be  void.  In  my 
opinion,  therefore,  our  declaration  of  a 
seat  as  void,  based  on  the  assumption  of 
office  by  a  man  who  was  not  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  at  the  time  he 
accepted  office,  was  absolutely  without 
legal  effect.  I  must  also  point  out  that 
if  it  were  held  to  be  legal  there  is  a 
proviso  to  this  section  which  will  have  a 
very  curious  result,  because  it  runs  as 
follows  :— ^*  Provided  nevertheless  that 
fluch  person  " — that  is,  the  person  owiog 

VOL.  XXVI.  [fourth  sbrtes.] 


to  whose  selection  for  office  the  saat  has 
been  declared  void — 

"  shall  be  capable  of  being  again  elected  as  if 
his  place  had  not  become  void  as  aforesaid.** 

If,  therefore,  Lord  Coleridge  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons  at  the  time 
he  accepted  office,  and  if  his  acceptance 
of   office    vacates    the    seat,  then   Lord 
Coleridge  at  the  present  time  is  under 
the   Statute  eligible  for  a  seat  in  this 
House.     That  is  the  absurdity  to  which 
we  have  been  reduced  by  the  undue  haste 
and  precipitancy  of  somebody  or  other  in 
applying  for   this  Writ   for  the  Atter- 
cliffe  Division.     I  would  ask,  what  was 
the  ground  for  moving  in  this  matter  so 
hastily  ?  Why  could  not  the  universal  pre- 
cedent have  been  followed  ;    why  could 
we  not  have  waited  either  for  the  issue 
of  the  Writ  of  Summons  or  for  proper 
evidence  ?     As  far  as  I  understand  from 
the  newspapers,  the  people  of  Attercliffe 
are  in  no  particular  hurry.     They  have 
difficulties  and  differences  of  their  own  to 
settle,  and  a  little  time  would  have  been 
of    great    advantage    to    them.     I    am 
totally   at  a  loss  to  understand  what  ill- 
advised  person  can  have  decided  that  it 
was  necessary  to  hurry  this  matter  for- 
ward with  such  indecent  haste.     In  any 
case,  the  House  of  Commons  is  in  con- 
siderable  embarrassment  and   difficulty, 
and,  under  the  circumstances.  I  trust  that 
the  Government  will  make  no  objection 
to  the  proposition  which  I  now  venture 
to  submit — namely — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  New  Writ  for  the  Attercliffe  Division  of 
Sheffield  was  issued  on  Tuesday,  26th  June, 
and  into  the  law  and  practice  of  this  House  re- 
lating to  the  Vacation  of  Seats  of  Members  who 
succ^  to  Peerages." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
New  Writ  for  the  Attercliffe  Division  of 
Sheffield  was  issued  on  Tuesday,  26th  June,  ami 
into  the  law  and  practice  of  this  House  relating 
to  the  Vacation  of  Seats  of  Members  who  suc- 
ceed to  Peerages,"— C-^r.  /.  Chamberlain,) 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  EX« 
CHEQUER  (SirW.HARCOURT,  Derby)  t 
I  do  not  rise  at  all  to  oppose  the  Motion 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made.  I  think  it  is  a  very  proper 
Motion.  I  think  that  the  House  should 
inquire  into  this  matter  and  settle  the 
law  on  the  subject.  But  I  must  state 
my  entire  differeuce  from  the  right  hon. 

T 
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GeDtlemau  in  bis  view  of  what  has 
hitherto  been  regarded  as  the  law  of 
Parliament  on  this  matter.  He  referred 
to  a  conversation — I  think  it  was  between 
Lord  Egremont  and  Mr.  Speaker  Onslow 
■ — which  is  reported  in  an  early  edition 
of  Hatselly  but  he  did  not  refer  to  a 
correction  of  that  report  which  abso- 
lately  negatives  the  conclusion  he  drew. 
The  proposition  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  this  :  that  a  man  who 
is,  in  fact,  a  successor  to  a  Peerage 
ceases  to  l>e  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  from  the  fact  that  he  is  such  a 
successor.  He  referred  to  a  case  in 
which  there  were  two  claimants  to  a 
Peerage,  and  said  that  if  one  of  those 
claimants  had  turned  out  to  be  in  the 
wrong,   and   not   really   entitled  to  the 

title 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  said 
that  the  one  who  was  declared  ulti- 
mately to  be  the  rightful  heir  would 
suffer  pains  and  penalties  for  an  act 
done  at  a  time  when  his  succession  was 
doubtful. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Well,  I  think 
the  case  to  which  I  am  going  to  refer 
absolutely  controverts  that  proposition. 
Mr.  Hatsell  corrected  the  conversation 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred,  and  laid  it  down  that  until  the 
King,  by  Writ  of  Summons,  called  a 
man  up  to  the  House  of  Peers,  that  man 
could  not  lose  his  right  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Under  the  Statute 
3  &  4  Geo.  III.,  cap.  26,  it  is  pro- 
vided ,  that  there  must  be  a  certifi- 
cate given  by  two  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment statinc^  that  a  Writ  of  Summons 
has  been  issued  under  the  Great  Seal  of 
Great  Britain  to  Eummon  the  Peer  to 
Parliament.  Why  not  certify  the  late 
Peer's  death  ?  If  what  the  righthon.  Gen- 
tleman says  is  correct,  and  that  the  death 
ought  to  vacate  the  successor's  seat  at 
once,  why  is  this  provision  made  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament ;  why  does  the  Act 
require  that  before  a  Writ  is  issued  for 
the  election  of  a  new  Member  to  this 
.  House  there  should  be  a  deolaration  that 
.  the  Writ  of  Sumrooiis  has  been  issued  ? 
'  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  right  that 
requisition  is  totally  unnecessary.  There 
are  also  the  words  used  in  the  Order  of 
this  House  for  a  n^arrant — namely — 

"  To  make  out  a  new  Wjit  for  the  election  of 
a  Member  for  so^nd-so  in  the  room  of  so-and- 
so,  who  since  his  election  has  been  called  up  to 
the  House  of  Peers/* 

Sir  fF.  Hareourt 


Now,  why  was  that  rule  astabliahed  ? ' 
Because  you  had  no  proof  that  any  par- 
ticular individual  was  the  heir.  You 
must  have  proof.  He  has  got  to  prove 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  of  Lords 
the  death  of  the  Peer  he  claims  to  suc- 
ceed ;  he  must  prove  the  marriage  of 
that  Peer,  and  he  must  prove  that  he  is 
the  eldest  son  and  the  legitimate  son  of 
the  deceased  Peer.  Until  this  is  proved 
the  House  of  Commons  has  no  right  to 
surmise  that  the  man  who  is  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  has  ceased  to 
be  a  Member.  In  my  opinion,  there  is 
no  ground  whatever  to  assume  that,  until 
such  proof  is  given,  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  has  lost  his  seat. 
The  House  of  Commons  assumed  in  the 
case  of  Colonel  Berkeley  that  he  had  be- 
come a  Peer.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  the  House  may  place  itself  in  an 
absurd  position  in  this  case  by  assuming 
that  Mr.  Coleridge  is  not  yet  a  Peer. 
Well,  in  Colonel  Berkeley's  case,  the 
House  of  Commons  chose  to  make  the 
assumption  that  a  particular  person  was 
the  eldest  son  of  Lord  Dursley,  and  had 
succeeded  him.  Colonel  Berkeley  was  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
until  the  House  of  Commons  has  some 
proof  that  an  individual  Member  returned 
by  a  constituency  and  sitting  in  this 
House  is  a  legitimate  heir  to  a  Peerage, 
it  has  no  right  to  declare  the  seat  vacant 
on  the  ground  that  he  has  succeeded  to 
a  Peerage.  That  is  the  principle  which 
has  been  acted  upon  in  all  these  cases. 
I  need  not  refer  to  all  the  cases. 

"  When  it  is  advisable," 
is  said  in  the  last  edition  of  Sir  Erskine 
May*8  book, 

*'  to  issue  a  Writ  without  delay  in  the  case  of  a 
Member  created  a  Peer,  it  is  doubtful  whether 
the  feat  be  legally  vacated  until  the  Member 
accepts  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  or  until  the 
Patentis  made  out" 

Of  course,  that  is  not  on  all-fours  with 
this  case,  but  the  rule  is  the  same. 
Tou  have  no  right  to  conclude  that  an 
individual  has  become  a  Peer  by  sue- 
cession  until  you  can  prove  it.  Of  course, 
the  best  proof  you  can  have  is  that 
furnished  by  the  Hou^e  of  Lords. 
After  the  death  of  Lord  Coleridge 
there  was  no  man  who  could  sit  in  the 
Home  of  Lords  in  his  place  until  an  in- 
vestigation bad  taken  place,  for  the  Hoose 
of  Lords  would  not  allow  anyone  to  sit 
there.     It  is  perfectly  true  that  there  are 
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Cwo  cMes   which  I   think   throw  some 
iifrhi  upon  the  sohject.     In  the  case  of 
Mr.  Scarlett  succeeding  Lord  Abinger, 
Mr.  Tofnell,  who  moved  the  Writ,  said 
there  might  he  extreme  cases  in  which  a 
pereon,  from   anwillingness  to  take  his 
•eat  In  the  Uouse  of  Peers,  might  cause 
the   taspension  of   the  Writ  for  an  in- 
definite time  if  the  practice  of  waiting 
for  the  Writ  of  SummoDS  were  allowed* 
Ye«,  but  for  what  period  of  time  ?     It 
might  be  for  many  years.     Take  a  case 
like  that  of  the  Berkeley  Peerage  or  tbe 
^reat  Douglas  case.     There   may   be  a 
who  claims  to  bo  a  Peer,  and  if  you 
it  Qutil   the  decision  of  tbe  question 
whether  he  is  a  Peer  or  not  you  will 
disfranchise  his  coustitueucy  during  the 
whole  time  tbe  matter  is  in  suspense.     1 
Teoture  to  say  that  what  wo  have  to  do 
U   to  regard  the   interests   of   tbe  con- 
ttitueucy  in  this  matter.    Tbe  first  object 
of  the  House  of  Commons  is  that  every 
coni«titueney  shall  as  soon  as  possible  be 
reprei»ente4l    in   tbis   House,   and  every- 
thing that  delays  that  representation  is 
a  wrong  to  tbe  constituency.     If  a  man 
either  voluntarily  or  involuntarily  refrains 
from  proving,  or  in  consequence  of  con- 
Aictiog  claims  is  unable   to  prove,    bis 
right,  such  a  course  would  di*4franchiso 
hie  coostitnency  for  an  indetiuite  period. 
Id  that  ease  Mr.  Tufncll  said  that  the 
House  acknowledged  him  as  u  Peer  l)y 
descent,  and  that  on  tbe  death  of   his 
father  the  notoriety   of  tbe   event   was 
raffioient  ground  for  considering  that  the 
Writ  should  be  issued.     Tbe  House  of 
Commons   cannot  take   notoriety    as    a 
•olBcient  ground  for  acting  in  refusing  a 
Writ    in   the  caso   of  a   man   wbo  buH 
legitimately  vacated  a  seat  in  tbis  House. 
The  Speaker,  in  the  case  I  am  quoting, 
nid — 

"  It  i*  tnic  that  when  a  Peer  uf  the  realm 
d(««  htn  «l(1e«t  son  oefM*e«  to  be  n  Member  of 
the  iIoQ*e  of  (*oeiiiion^,  but  the  House  has  no 
meaiiA  of  knovring  whether  a  claim  made  by 
onr  of  iu  MemlKirs  to  a  Peerappe  l»e  hona  fide 
or  not,  and  therefore  the  only  safe  courw  to 
»lofX  is  to  wnit  for  a  Writ  of  SummonK.  The 
Uonae  will  retard  loot  rather  a  receut  ca.se  in 
wburb  A  Member  of  tins  Uoune  chiimcil  to  be  a 
Peer  and  it  after^'ards  turned  out  that  he  wa> 
not  lo/* 

Then  be  said  that  the  House  of  Commons 
oaghl  to  require  some  better  evidence 
of  the  auocesflion  of  tbe  son  on  tbe 
death  id  the  father  than  common  report. 
Thta  there  was  a  cajse  dated  in  1830  in 


which  important  statements  were  made, 
though  I  do  not  say  by  any  means  that  they 
settl^  the  law.     Thb  was  a  case  of  a 
new  Writ,  moved,  I  see,  by  a  relation  of 
mine,  for  North  Nottingbamshire,  Lord 
Scarborough's  seat.  The  Speaker,  having 
heard  tbe  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  Motion  which  was  submitted  to 
tbe   House,  felt  himself  called  upon  to 
declare  that,  in  bis  opinion,  it  was  highly 
inexpedient  for  tbe  House  to  direct  tbat 
tbe  Writ  should  be  issued.      The  only 
safe   and    certain    evidence   which    the 
House  could  act  upon  was  tbat  the  Mem- 
ber bad  rocciveil   bis  Writ  of  Summons 
and  bad  been  called  up  to  tbe  House  of 
Peers.  Tbe  Cbancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer, 
who  nt  tbat  time  was  Mr.  Goulburn,  said 
tbat  there  was  another  important  point  of 
view  in  which  tbe  Goveriimentougbttobe 
consulted.    Suppose  in  the  case  of  a  con- 
tested Peerage  tbe  House  of  Commons 
bad  issued  a  new  Writ,  on  tbe  allegation 
of  one  of  its  Members  that  be  had  suc- 
ceeded to  tbe  title,  would  not  tbat  be  very 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  his  oppo- 
nent ?     If  tbe  applicant  did  not,  after  all,, 
establbh  his  claim,  he  would  l>e  deprived 
of  his  seat  in  tbe  Honse  of  Commons ; 
and   then   Mr.  Goulburn   said   that    he 
apprebended    that,    until   tbe    Writ  of 
Summons  should  be   issued,  a   Member 
should  be  entitled  to  the  privileges  of  a 
Member  of  tbe  House  of  Conmions.     My 
right  hon.  Friend  must  have  overlooked 
tbis  case. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  pardon.  I  quoted 
the  whole  of  it.  I  did  not  quote  the 
words  of  Mr.  Goulburn,  but  I  did  say 
that,  if  tbe  contention  were  sustained, 
tbe  result  would  be  tbat  every  man  who 
succeeded  to  a  Peerage  would  have  it  in 
bis  power  to  sit  on  in  this  House  just  so 
long  as  he  liked,  and  need  not  apply  for 
a  Writ  of  Summons. 

Sir  W.  HAUCOURT  :  I  only  wish 
to  point  out  to  tbe  House  what  is  the 
present  state  of  tbe  law  as  declared  by 
great  authorities.  True,  there  is  another 
man  whose  authority  is  worthy  of  great 
consideration  in  a  matter  such  as  tbis— I 
mean  Dr.  Lusbington.  Dr.  Lnsbington 
concurred  in  the  objections  tbat  had  been 
taken  to  tbe  Motion  to  issue  a  new  Writ 
on  tbe  allegation  tbat  a  Member  had 
become  a  Peer  before  he  bad  been  so 
declared  by  the  Lords,  bec4iUHe  be  sub* 
mitted  that  tbat  would  be  to  prejudice 
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the  judgment  of  that  Assemblj .     There- 
fore, we  should  be   undertaking,  *if  we 
issued  the    Writ    before    the   Writ    of 
Summons  had  been  given  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  to  determine  that  a  man  was  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Peers,  and  we 
might,  therefore,  on  our  own  authority 
declare  a  man  to  be  a  Peer  whom  the 
House  of  Lords  later  might  declare  not  to 
be  a  Peer.    All  must  admit  that  a  con- 
flict of  jurisdiction  of  that  kind  would  be 
most  inexpedient,  if  not,  indeed,  wholly 
unconstitutional.     Then  we  are  at  once 
brought  face  to  face  with  this  point.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  either  we 
must  wait  for  the  Writ  of  Summons  or 
for  some  other  proof  to  be  given  to  this 
House.     How  is   this   House  going   to 
obtain  proof  ?     Are  we  going  to  have  a 
Committee     of    Privilege    to     examine 
whether  a  man  has  become  a  Peer  or  no  ? 
We  have  never  adopted  that  course  before, 
and   it  would    be    a    most   inexpedient 
precedent  to  set  up.     I  quite  agree  that 
if  a  man  chose  not  to  sue — if  I  may  use 
the  expression — under  aWrit  of  Summons, 
he  might  go  on  disfranchising  his  con- 
stituency for  an  indefinite   time.     That 
would   be  a  great  inconvenience  and  a 
g^eat  wrong  also  to  his  constituency.  We 
might,  no  doubt,  defeat  such  an  attempt 
by  instituting  an  Inquiry  of  our  own .  The 
only  other  alternative  would  be  for  us  to 
wait  for  the  issue  of  the  Writ  of  Summons. 
As    I    said,  there  are,  no  doubt,    con- 
ceivable   cases    where     it    might    take 
a    very     long     time,     however    much 
the      claimant      desired      to      forward 
matters,    for    him   to    prove  his    case. 
What,  then,  has  been  the  course  that  this 
House  has  thought  fit  to  take  ?   I  do  not 
say  that  it  is  a  coarse  very  much  to  be 
recommended,  but  it  is  the  one  that  the 
House    has  always   taken   whenever  a 
doubt  of  this  kind  has  arisen.    Whenever 
there  has  been  a  doubtful  case  with  re- 
gard to  a  man's  right  to  sit  in  this  House, 
the   way  of  settling  the  question   has 
always  been  to  bestow  the  Chiltem  Hun- 
dreds, about  which  there  is   no  doubt, 
and  thereby  to  preserve  the  rights  of  re- 
presentation in  this  House  to  his  con- 
stituency.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
says  that  we  were  violating  the  Statute 
because  we  gave  the  Chiltem  Hundreds 
to  a  Peer  who  had  ceased  to  be  a  Member 
of  the  House.      That  is   begging  the 
whole  question.       It    has    never    been 
proved  yet  that  he  is  a 

Sir  W.  Hmrcauri 


notice  to  that  effect  has  this  House  or 
the  Government  received  ?     What  notice 
had  they  upon  which  it  was  possible  to 
act?     Certainly  none  that  we  can  act 
upon,  and,  therefore,  if  there  be  a  doabt 
in  the  case,  yon  ought  assuredly  to  give  the 
constituency  a  right  to  return  its  Member 
by  a  method  which,  although  indirect,  is 
at  any  rate  certain  in  its  operation.  Take 
the  case  of  Mr.  Bagwell,  who   in    1801 
took  Holy  Orders.      It  being  doubtful 
whether  his  doing  so  rendered  his  seat 
vacant  under  the  then  existing  law,  he 
was  offered  and   accepted   the   Chiltem 
Hundreds.     Why  was  that  ?      In  order 
that  there  might  not  be  the  delay  and 
trouble  of  arguing  in  this  House  whether 
his  taking  Holy  Orders  vacated  his  seat. 
It  was  a   short   and  ready   method   by 
which  delay  was  removed.     So  again  in 
1835  Lord  Morpeth  accepted  the  office 
of  Chief  Secretary  for   Ireland,   and  as 
there  was  some  delay  in  making  out  his 
appointment   he  accepted   the   Chiltem 
Hundreds  in  order  to  save  time.     Then 
he  offered  himself  for  re-election  as  Chief 
Secretary,  and  was  re-elected.     What  is 
the  suggestion  made  to  us  ?     We  cannot 
move  the  Writ  simply  on  the  death  of  a 
particular  Peer  without  having    official 
knowledge  that  a  particular  Member  of 
this  House  is  the  legitimate  heir  to  that 
Peerage.       In    the    present  •  case    we 
have  no  such  knowledge  with  regard  to 
the  son  of  the  late  Lord  Coleridge.     We 
must,  therefore,  acquire  that  knowledge 
somehow.      We   may  acquire  it  through 
the  instmmentality  of  the  House  of  Peers 
or  through  ourselves.     But    those  in- 
quiries may  take  time.     It  is  even  pos- 
sible to  conceive  cases  in  which  it  would 
take  a   long  time  to  pursue  these  in- 
quiries, and  it  is  therefore  far  better  for 
us  to  cut  the  knot  and  remove  the  delay 
by  the  grant  of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds. 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  course  con- 
sistent with  all  the  law  and  practice  of 
Parliament   hitherto.      The   right    hon. 
Gentleman      says.      What      hurry      is 
there  ?     In  my  opinion,  you  ought  not  to 
delay  a  single  day  longer  than  is  neces- 
sary in  giving  a  constituency  its  right  of 
representation.     Why  are  you  to  hang 
them  up,  to  wait  for  the  decision  of  the 
case  ?     The  period  may  be  short  or  it  maj 
be  long ;  and  if  you  have  a  method  put  into 
your  hands  by  which  the  constituenej 

can  retum  its  Member,  that  is  the  best 

Peer.     What  I  course  to  take.      The  right  hon.  Grentle* 
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man  evidentlj  has  a  great  fear  that  there 
maj  be  heirs  to  Peerages  who  may  be 
not  so  anxious   to  go  to  the  House  of 
X^rds  as  he  appears  to  desire  them  to  be. 
For  my  part,  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
lose  them  if  they  could  be  properly  re- 
tained here.     But  if  they  do  not  apply 
for  their  Writ  of  Summons  and  the  House 
of  Commons  objects  to  any  procedure  of 
that  kind,  we  may  set  up  a  Committee  of 
Privileges  here  to  investigate  the  ques- 
tion whether  they    have    or   have   not 
become  entitled  to  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  although  they  do  not  choose  to 
take  it  up,  and  so  determine  the  question 
for  ourselves  whether  that  title,  although 
not  acted  upon,  vacates  the  seat  in  this 
House.     All  these  things  are  open   to 
question,  and  I  do  not  know  that  they 
have  ever  been  decided,  although  I  have 
stated  what  I  believe  to  be  the  Parlia- 
mentary law  and  practice.     I  quite  agree 
that  it  is  right  and  reasonable  that  any 
doubts  that  may  exist  should  be  ascer- 
tained and  cleared  up  by  a  Committee. 
But  I  do  lay  down  that  it  is  the  business 
of  this  House  at  as  early  a  moment  as 
possible  in  a  doubtful  case  to  vacate  the 
seat    in   order  to  restore   the  rights  of 
representation  to   the   constituency,  and 
not  to  have  a  man  who  does  not  attend  or 
vote  in  this  House  because  he  may  or  may 
not  be  subject  to  penalties.     But  when 
this  Committee  is  appointed  I  hope  that 
it  will  embrace  not  only  this  question,  but 
a  question  that  has  been  frequently  dis- 
cussed  here   though   never  settled,  and 
that  is  what  ought  to  be  the  proper  form 
for  a  Member  of  this  House  to  resign  his 
seat.  Everybody  has  felt  that  the  subject 
should  be  dealt  with,  but  no  Government 
has  ever  taken  this  question  up.     The 
present  system  is  clearly  not  a  satisfactory 
one.     It  is   what  Sir  Drummond  Wolff 
called  it — an  anomalous  system;  and  I 
think  that  it  would  be  a  matter  of  great 
importance  that   the  Committee  should 
inquire    into    the    question    and    make 
recommendations   to  this  House   which 
would   regulate    the  whole    method   of 
vacating  a  seat.     Therefore,  I  do   not 
oppose    the   Motion   of    the   right  hon. 
Grentleman,  but  would  propose  that  before 
the  Committee  is  moved  for  the  matter 
should  be  postponed  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  how  the  inquiry  can  have  a 
wider  and  more  useful  construction,  so  as 
to   put  the  question  of  vacating  seats  in 


the  House  of  Commons  on  a  sound  and 
well-understood  basis* 

Mh.  A.J.BALFOUR  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has   done  well,   I   think,  in 
conceding  the  Committee  for  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  moved,  and  I  am 
not  at  all  sure  that  the  extension  to  the 
Reference  he  had  proposed  would  be  in 
any  respect  inadvisable.     I   feel  almost 
inclined  to  suggest  that,  if  he  is  going  to 
make  the  purview   of  Reference  wider 
than  is  necessary  to  deal  with  the  specific 
case  brought  before  our  notice  to-night,, 
it  ought  to  be  so  extended  as  to  include 
some  inquiry  into  the  most  ridiculous  and 
absurd    survival   of  ancient   times   and 
different  circumstances  by  which  a  man 
on  taking  Office  under  the  Crown  has  to 
resign  his  seat  in  this  House.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  content  merely  to 
grant  a  Committee.     He  thought  fit  also 
to  argue  the  case,  and  I  must  say  that  he 
appears  to  me  not  to  have  listened  to  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend — a  speech 
of  masterly  lucidity,  which  put  the  case 
of    the  (House  of    Commons  and    upon 
which  the  House  of  Commons  is  asked 
to  pronounce.     There  was  not  one  word 
in  the   right   hon.   Gentleman*s  speech, 
from    beginning  to   end,  which  showed 
that  he  had  grasped  the  point  aimed  at 
by  ray  right  hon.  Friend.     Not  a  word 
fell  from  him  to  indicate  that  what  my 
right  hon.  Friend  had  brought  before  the 
House  was  not  whether  or  not  the  Atter- 
cliffe    Division    should    be  immediately 
given  the  privilege  of  asking  for  a  new 
Member,  and  not  whether  or  what  kind 
of  evidence  was  required  before  we  could 
take  cognizance  of  the  fact  that  one  of 
our  number  had  become  a  Peer.     The 
single   question  to  which  he  called  our 
attention     was     this — Is    a    man    who 
succeeds  to  a  Peerage  a  Peer  from  the 
time  his  predecessor  dies,  and  is  he  or  is 
he  not  during  that  time  competent  to  sit 
in  this  House  ?     I  boldly  say  that  nine- 
tenths    of    the   right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
speech  were  not  addressed  to  that  point 
at  all.     He  quoted  what  he  called  a  cor- 
rection of  Speaker  Onslow's  dictum^  but 
the  first  correction  which  he  quoted  was  in 
the  first  place  not  a  correction,  and  in  the 
second  place  it  was  not  relevant.     The 
right    hon.    Gentleman    also   quoted    a 
Statute  of  George  III.,  which  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  these  points.     He 
also  gave  opinions  with  regard  to  what 
ought  to  happen  to  an  heir  to  a  Peerage 
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who  was  not  a  lineal  beir,  and  be  told  us 
what  ought  to  be  done  by  tbe  Speaker  if 
the  House  was  not  sitthig,  if  a  vacancy 
occurred,  and  so  forth,  and  soon  ;  but  the 
real  question  whether  a  man  can  sit  or 
vote  in  this  House  and  represent  a  consti* 
tuency  at  the  same  time  that  he  is  en- 
titled to  claim  a  seat  in  the  Honse  of 
Lords-^that  question  was  never  touched 
on  by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  until  he 
came  to  the  end  of  bis  speech.  Nor  did 
he  quote  an  authority  on  the  question 
except  the  solitary  one  of  Mr.  Goulbum, 
who  has  against  him  Speaker  Onslow 
and  Speaker  Lefevre,  two  of  the  most 
illustrious  of  your  predecessors  in  the 
Chair,  Sir,  and  against  him  also,  1  be- 
lieve, the  whole  law  and  practice  of 
Parliament.  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  anything  about  one 
example  and  practice  of  Parliament  which 
is,  I  think,  conclusive  in  tbe  matter. 
Is  there  a  single  ease  in  which  an  heir  to 
a  Peerage,  after  the  succession  but  before 
the  Writ  is  issued,  has  voted  and  spoken 
in  this  Honse  ?  Can  a  case  be  proiluced, 
and  if  not,  why  not  ?  Everyone  knows 
that  if  a  man  is  competent  to  vote  in  this 
Honse  the  Whips  would  be  anxious  that 
he  should  vote  and  sometimes  speak,  and 
the  utmost  pressure  M-onld  be  put  upon 
him  to  exercise  his  right,  at  all  eveuts  in 
one  of  these  capacities.  But  tbe  fact 
that  no  man,  knowing  himself  to  be 
legally  entitle<t  to  claim  a  Peerage,  has 
ventured  to  exercise  his  right  in  this 
House  is  conclusive  proof  in  my  judgment 
that  by  the  custom  and  tradition  of  Par- 
liament he  cannot,  and  that  ipso  facto 
he  becomes  ineligible  to  take  part  in  our 
Debates  or  represent  a  constituency  of 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  argued  as  if  our  contention  was 
inimical  to  the  interests  of  the  consti- 
tuencies, and  he  has  laid  it  down  that  if 
we  hail  our  way  in  this  matter  tbe  unfor- 
tunate constituencies  would  be  deprived 
for  an  unduly  lengthened  period  of  re- 
presentation. It  is  exactly  the  other 
way.  The  consequence  of  the  right 
hon.  Geutleman^s  action  is  this — ^that  it 
will  deprive  constituencies  of  the  right 
to  return  Members  to  this  House.  His 
theory  was  that  if  a  man  cliooses  to  delay 
applying  for  the  necessary  Writ  of  Sum- 
mons to  the  Honse  of  Lords,  so  long 
will  a  constituency  lie  deprived  of 
any  right  to  elect  a  new  Member  ;  and, 
if  my  interpretation  of  the  law  and  cns- 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


tom  of  Parltameat  be  correct,  during  all 
that  period  the  Member  who  is.  nominally 
occupying  the  seat  will  be  incompetent 
to  perform  any  functions  of  a  Member  of 
this  House.  I  cannot  houestly  say  that 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman*8  speech 
has  added  to  our  knowledge  of  the  law 
on  this  question  or  has  cleared  up  the 
mind  of  any  hon.  Gentleman.  One  thing, 
however,  he*  has  done.  He  has  spread 
joy  and  satisfaction  in  tbe  breasts  of 
various  heirs  to  Peerages  who  would 
prefer  to  remaiu  Members  of  this  House 
than  to  take  a  seat  else^vhere.  Every 
Member  of  this  House  sympathises,  1 
believe,  with  such  a  feeling.  I  think  that 
most  hon.  Geutlemen  really  enamoured 
of  the  House  of  Commons  regard  no  mis- 
fortune greater  than  that  of  being  forcibly 
divorced  from  its  prooeedingn.  But  why 
are  we  to  create  an  entirely  new  and 
privileged  class  of  the  community  ?  A 
man  must  be  either  a  Peer  and  incompe- 
tent to  sit  in  this  House,  or  a  Commoner 
and  competent  to  sit  in  this  House.  If 
the  dictum  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  be  correct,  if  Speaker 
Onslow  and  Speaker  Lefevre  rind  the 
whole  catena  of  traditions  they  represent 
ai*o  wrong,  we  shall  call  into  existence 
for  the  first  time  in  our  history  a  lK>dy  of 
gentlemen  who  may  sit  in  this  House  as 
long  as  they  please,  and  when  they  do 
not  please  to  sit  any  longer  they  may  go 
of  right  to  the  other  House.  That  is  an 
intolerable  state  of  things.  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  endow  those  gentlemen 
with  these  exceptional  and  abnormal 
privileges,  and  I  do  not  doubt  that  wbeD 
the  Committee  which  is  to  be  appointed 
examines  the  law  and  the  precedents  on 
this  subject  they  will  see  that  my  right 
hou.  Friend  is  correct  when  he  says  that 
a  man  ceases  to  be  eligible  for  any  work 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament  directly  he 
has  succeetled  to  a  Peerage — not  from  the 
time  when  the  Writ  \#  issued,  but  from 
the  time  when  his  predecessor  dies.  If 
that  be  so,  then  it  becomes  as  clear  as 
daylight  that  tbe  criticisms  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  on  the  Motion  of  Tuesday 
are  absolutely  well-founded  and  amply 
justified.  For  some  electoral  purpose 
with  which  I  do  not  wish  to  quarrel  or  to 
inquire  iirto,the  Government  for  tbe  first 
time  have  starteil  a  precedent  which 
carries  us  far  beyoml  the  electioneering 
expediency  of  the  Attercliffe  Division, 
and  which  may  be  the  beginning  of  a 
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MfwchotioiiAl  change  of  far-reaebing 
import.  I,  for  my  part,  desire  to  raise 
«Teii  ai  this  earlj  stage  of  the  diseusjsion 
IBT  strong  protest  against  it.  I  will  not 
dwell  further  on  this  matter.  1  have 
vindicated  the  point  of  view  from  which 
m J  right  hon.  1*  riend  and  I  are  agreed  on 
looking  at  this  matter,  and  I  quite  admit 
shmi  it  is  impossible  for  thiB  House 
thoroughly  to  thresh  out  all  the  statutory 
proceedings  and  customs  bearing  on  the 
point. 

*SiR  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
As  the  Government  have  accepted 
the  Motion,  the  discussion  has  become 
alnoet  an  academic  one.  Words,  how- 
«rer,  have  been  spoken  by  the  Leader 
of  the  House  which  are  of  great  import- 
Aoee,  and  if  allowed  to  pass  uncontra- 
dicted   might    at   some  future  time   be 

quoted  just  as  the  words  of  Mr.  Goulburn 

bftve  boeu.     I  hope  the  Cbancellorof  the 

Kxcbequer  will  not  feel  annoyed  if  1  say 

that  I  do  not  think   he  has  given  quite 

««flkient  consideration  to  this  question. 

When  the  right  hon.  (Tcntleman  states 

thai  until  the  heir  of  a  Peer  applies  for 

his  Writ  of  Summons  he  has  the  right 

lo  sit  and  to   vote  in    the    House    of 

Coonnous  he   must   have  spoken   with- 
out consideration  and  investigation.     A 

Peer  has  granted  to  him  a  Peerage,  and 

by   virtue    of    the   grant  the  status  of 

the     heir     is     controlled.     He     obtains 

thareby  certain  privileges,  among  which 

the  right  to  be  a  Lord  of  Parliament  is 

oalj  one :  but  be  is  a  Peer  whether  he 

obteins    his    Writ  of    Summons   or  not. 

Aooordiug  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, however,  until   the   Peer   suc- 

eeediog  to  a  Peerage  obtains  n  Writ  of 

ihanmons,  to  be  set  in  motion  by  the  new 

Peer,  he  acquires  the  right  by  not  apply- 
ing for  the  Writ  of  Summons  to  come  to 

che  House  of  Commons  and  vote  nntil  it 

•aits  his  convenience  to  applv  for  it. 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  My  proposition 

waa  this:  Until  the  House  of  Commons 

liad  some  proper  evideure  that  a  man  is  a 

Peer  it  has  no  right  to  treat  him  as  having 

ceaseil  to  be  a  Member  of  the  House,  and 

during  the  period  when  it  has  no  evidence 

whatever  that  that  man  is  a  Peer  it  has 

no  right  to  take  a  eonrse  which  would 

nake   him   incapable  of   sitting  in   the 

House  of  Commons. 

8iB   H.  JAMES:  I  do  not  wish  to 

diaeuae  this  matter,  but  I  must  enter  my 
pfutaat  against  that  proposition.  A  Peer  is 


disqualified  from  sittinjrin  thin  House 

[Cries  o/**If  he   is   a   Peer!"]     The 
Chancellor   of    the    Exchequer   says   it 
depends  on  whether  he  has  accepted  the 
Writ  of  Summons  ;  but  I  am  sure  that  on 
reflection  he  will  see  that  that  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  matter.     If  a  Peer  came 
to  the  House   and  voted   he  would    be 
acting  wrongly,  and  if  a  Statute  had  been 
created  enacting  penalties — which  is  not 
the  case — such  a  man  would  l)e  liable  to 
a  penalty,  which   is  exactly  contrary  to 
the  proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should    recollect    that  the    summons  to 
the  House   of  Lords  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question,  except  iw  a  matter  of 
convenience  and  proof.     Stiottish  Peers 
are  not  Lords  of  Parliament,  and  they 
never  receive  a  Writ  of  Summons,  but 
they   are   prohibited    from    sitting    and 
voting  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Their 
disqualiflcation  cannot  depend  upon  the 
Writ  of  Summons,  nor  do  we  ask  for  in- 
quiry to  1)0  mmie  in  that  case.     What, 
then,  l>ecomes  of  the  proposition  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ?     Will  he 
apply  his  theory  to  the  heir  of  a  Scotch 
Peer  ?     As  he  never  receives  a  Writ  of 
Summons,   he   might,  acconling   to    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  theory,  suspend 
the  representation  of  a  constituency  in- 
definitely,  or  vote  as  a  Commoner.     It 
was,  in  consequence  of  the  practical  difR- 
culty  of  proof  in  some  cases,  a  very  grave 
and'   serious     question    what    was    the 
real  position  of  the  eldest  son  of  a  Peer, 
hut   he   was  certain   that  whatever  his 
position  was  it  would  be  found  that  the 
statement  made  by  hb  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
not  be   found    to  represent  the    law  of 
Parliament  upon  thi«  subject. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  said,  that  before  the 
Motion  was  put  he  desired  to  put  a 
question  affecting  the  electors  of  Atter- 
cliffe,  who  were  not  representetl — whether 
the  Writ  which  had  been  erroneously 
issued — [^Ministerial  cries  o/^^  No,  no  I  *'] 
—or  applied  for  by  the  (Government  on 
Tuesday  last,  would  be  withdrawn,  pend- 
ing the  inquiry  by  the  proposed  Select 
Committee.  He  was  anxious  that  this 
should  be  done  in  the  interests  of  the 
Labour  Party  in  Sheffield,  in  order  that ' 
the  Labour  candidate  at  Attercliffe  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  making  the 
acquaintance  of  the  electors. 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :    No,  Sir ;  1 1 
can  assure  the  boD.  Member  tbat  a  Writ 
rigbtfuUy  issued  will  uot  be  witbdrawu. 

•Viscount     WOLMER    (Edinburgh, 
W.)    said,  there  were  one  or  two  con- 
siderations   bearing  on    the   subject    to 
which  his  right  lion.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury  had  uot  given  adequate  weight. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  dealt 
with  the  point  put  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  as  to  how  the  House  of 
Commons  was   to  know  that  a  certain 
Member  of  the  House  was  the  successor 
to  a   Peerage.     It    was    not    sufficient 
simply  to  say  that  the  moment  a  Peer 
died    his  successor,  if    in  that    House, 
ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  it.     How  was 
the  House  immediately  to  know  that  he 
was  or  became  a  Peer  ?     This    was  a 
question  of  principle  independent  of  that 
as  to  whom  the  Member  succeeded  in  the 
Peerage.     It  was  not  a  question  of  the 
son  succeeding  a  father,  but  of  a  Member 
of  the  House  becoming  a  Peer.  The  same 
principle  applied   whether    a  man  suc- 
ceeded his  father  or  dOth  cousin.  The  point 
was — How  was  the  House  to  be  cognizant 
of  the  fact  that  a  Member,  for  instance, 
was  the  lineal  descendant  of  a  cousin  30 
times  removed  ?      His  right  hon.  Friend 
the     Member     for     Bury     had    asked, 
what  would  .the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer do  in  the  case  of  the  next  eldest 
son  of  a  Scotch  Peer  who  was  a  Member 
of   that   House   when  his    father  died? 
What  did  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer   propose    to    do    at     the    present 
moment ;    because,  unless  report  belied 
him,  there  was  at  this  moment  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  supporting  the 
Government,  the  rightful  claimant,  if  he 
chose  to  be  so,  to  a  very  ancient  Scottish 
Peerage.      ICries  of  "  Name  I  "]      He 
hoped  the   hon.  Member   would   excuse 
him.     If   he   was  incorrect,   he  had  no 
doubt  ho  should  be  contradicted,  but  he 
had   always   understood   that    the   hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  St.  Rollox 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  J.  Carmichael) 
might,   if  he    chose,  be   at  the  present 
moment  one  of  the  Peers  of  Great  Britain. 
If  tbat  was  so,  what  became  of  the  prin« 
ciple  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury  ?     Even  if  it  was  not  so,  it  was 
quite  obvious  an  analogous  case  might  at 
any  time  arise.    In  the  case  of  the  gentle- 
man who  the  other  day  succeeded  to  the 
Barony  of  Barnard,  bad  he  been  a  Member 
of   this   House,  what  cognisance  would 


this  House  have  had  that  he  had  become 
Baron  Barnard,  tracing  his  descent  back 
160  years,  owing  to  the  death  of  the  Duke 
of  CleveUnd  ?  He  put  that  point  because 
it  was  not  sosunpleasit  might  be  thought. 
But  there  was  another  point  connected 
with  Irish  Peers.  Irish  Peers  were 
Members  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  one 
of  two  capacities,  either  actual  sitting 
Members  of  that  House  by  the  election 
of  their  fellow  Irish  Peers,  or  by  delega- 
tion as  the  electors  of  those  who  sat. 
If  they  sat  there  by  election  or 
delegation,  in  neither  of  those  cases 
could  they  sit  in  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
but  if  they  did  not  sit  in  the  House  of 
Lords  by  delegation  or  election— •.«•> 
if  they  were  neither  elected  nor  took  part 
in  the  election  as  electors,  then  Ibey 
could  sit  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  also  tended  to  controvert  the  state- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  it  was 
the  fact  of  being  a  Peer  and  not  a  Peer 
of  Parliament  tbat  affected  the  question. 
He  was  very  glad  that  the  Committee 
was  to  be  appointed. 

•Mb.   CURZON    (Lancashire,  South- 
port)   said,   that  perhaps   he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  from  the 
point  of  view  of  a  class  of  Members  who 
had  been  more  than  once  alluded  to  in 
the  Debate,  and  who  Were  not  unlikely  at 
some  future  time  to  find  themselves  in 
the    position    at     present    or    recently 
occupied  by   Mr.   Coleridge — [Cw*  of^ 
w  Oh ! "] — or  Lord  Coleridge.  In  common 
with    some  of    his   hon.   Friends   in  a 
similar  position  he  had  bestowed   con- 
siderable attention  on  this  matter,  with  a 
view  to  ascertain  whether  there  was  in 
existence  or  capable  of  being  called  into 
existence  any   machinery   by  means  of 
which,  even  after  tlie  deaths  of  the  Peers 
whom  they  would  succeed,  they  might 
continue  to  show  their  affection  for  the 
House  of  Commons  by  remaining  in  ita 
ranks.     In  this  investigation  they  found 
themselves    confronted    by    many    per- 
plexities and  contradictions  of  precedent 
and   of  authority.      On  the  one  hand^ 
they   had   found   the   authorities  whicli 
had    been    quoted    by    the  right    faon« 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition — the  authority  of  Mr.  Speaker 
Onslow  and  others,  who  had  taken  the^ 
line  that  the  gift  of  Peerage  implied  an 
ennobling  of  blood — that  was  to  say,  that 
the  moment  a  Peer  died  his  succesaoc 
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beeame  a  Peer.  On  the  other  hand,  they 
had  the  fact,  upon  which  perhaps  hardly 
anlBcieot  stress  had  been  laid,  that  antU 
now  there  was  not  a  single  case  on 
n»ord  in  which  a  Writ  for  a  vacancy 
created  by  the  death  of  a  Peer  had  ever 
been  moved  in  this  House — except  upon 
erideoce  given  —  or  except  upon  the 
aasorance  being  made  to  the  House  that 
the  Writ  of  Summons  had  been  issued 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  and  had  been 
rooeived  hf  the  heir  to  the  Peerage. 
That  rule  had  only  been  infringed,  he 
b«lievedy  on  two  occasions,  when  the 
House  of  Commons,  finding  that  they 
bad  made  a  mistake,  receded  from  the 
poaition  they  took  up,  and  practically 
re-established  what  was  a  valuable  and 
an  unbroken  precedent.  What  else  had 
they  on  the  same  side  ?  They  had  what 
be  could  not  help  regarding  as  the  most 
adairahle  conduct  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  Government  had  taken  a  step 
wbieb,  it  was  contended,  was 
illegal,  not  in  giving  the  Cbiltem 
Handreds  to  Mr.  or  Lord  Coleridge — 
that  was  nothing,  for  he  imagined  that 
tb^  had  a  perfect  right  to  give  it,  and 
he  bad  a  perfect  right  to  accept  it,  but 
ia  declaring  his  seat  in  tbe  Houae  of 
Osmmoos  vacant  because  of  his  accept- 
tooe  to  the  Chiltern  Hundreds,  and  they 
had  described  bim  on  the  Order  Book  of 
tbe  House  of  Commons  as  the  '^Hon. 
Bwnard  Coleridge.*'  If  he  was  '*  the 
Hon.  Bernard  Coleridge ''  clearly,  in  the 
opioioo  of  the  Government,  he  was  a 
Commoner  and  not  a  Peer.  If  he  was  a 
Commoner,  clearly  he  was  a  Member  of 
tbe  House  of  Commons. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  But  we  do 
aoc  know. 

•Mr.  CURZON  admitted  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  professed 
bis  ignorance,  but  still,  so  far  as  he  went, 
be  indicated  his  opinion  that  Lord  Cole- 
ridge practically  remained  at  present  Mr. 
Bernard  Coleridge. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Application 
wan  nsade  in  the  name  of  Bernard  Cole- 
ridge. Bernard  Coleridge,  Member  of 
ibe  House  of  Commons,  applied  for  tbe 
Cbiltem  Hundreds.  I  had  no  reason  to 
balieve — 1  have  no  sufficient  knowledge 
wsm — that  Bernard  Coleridge,  then  a 
Member  of  tbe  House  of  Commons,  is  a 


•Mr.  CURZON  said,  he  was  very 
grateful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
bis  interpretation,  because  he  made  quite 
clear  his  (Mr.  Curzon^s)  point — namely^ 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge,  after  the  death 
of  his  father,  remained,  and  was  described 
on  the  books  of  the  House  as,  '*  Bernard 
Coleridge.'* 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  do  not 
know  that  Lord  Coleridge  was  his 
i&thfif 

•Mr!  CURZON  said,  he  might  further 
support  what  he  was  saying  by  tbe  words 
actually  used  by  tbe  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  his  earlier  speech,  in  which 
he  indicated  that  in  his  opinion  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  might  be 
treated  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Conunons  after  he  had  succeeded  his 
father. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No,  I  did  not 
siay  that.  I  offered  no  opinion  on  that 
subject. 

•Mr  CURZON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  until  evi- 
dence was  offered,  this  House  had  no 
right  to  vacate  the  seat  on  the  ground 
that  one  of  its  Members  was  a  Peer. 
That  was  a  point  that  they  were  anxious 
to  see  settled.  He  would  welcome  as 
much  as  anybody  in  the  House  the  Com- 
mittee which  it  was  proposed  to  appoint, 
and  in  the  meantime  he  thanked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  very  much 
for  the  valuable  consolation  he  had 
afforded  them. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  After  the 
statement  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  he  would  accept  tbe 
Committee,  but  would  desire  to  extend 
the  Reference,  it  appears  to  me  that 
probably  tbe  most  convenient  form  of 
procedure  would  be  that  I  should  now 
withdraw  this  Resolution,  and  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  should  bring  up 
another  Resolution  with  au  extended 
Reference  at  a  later  day.  But  if  that  is 
to  be  the  case,  I  must  ask  the  right  hon. 
(Teutloman  for  a  further  understanding, 
which  I  think  he  will  l>e  willing  to  come 
to.  The  matter  now  raised  concerns 
particularly  the  constituency  of  Atter- 
cliffe.  It  arises  directly  out  of  the 
Motion  for  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  that 
constituency,  and  in  my  opinion,  taking 
it  for  what  it  is  worth,  it  may  be  that 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  will  tend 
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to  shovir  tbat  the  iasue  of  the  Writ  vms 
irregular,  and  that  may  have  an  effect  6b 
the  validity  of  the  election,  which  may, 
and  probably  would,  come  before  the 
Courts  of  Law.  I  am  only  stating  what 
is  possible.  What  I  ask  in  these  cir- 
cumstanees  is,  if  the  Reference  is  to  be 
extended  to  deal  with  much  more  than 
the  present  case,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  willing  to  undertake 
that  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  should  report  first  upon 
this  question  arising  out  of  the  Atteroliffe 
case. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  was  understood 
to  say  :  I  think  I  must  leave  that  t6  the 
Committee.  I  cauuot  entertain  for  a 
moment  the  idea  that  the  issue  of  the 
Writ  is  illegal.  According  to  the  right 
hon.  iGentleman  himself,  the  seat  was 
vacated  before  the  Chiltern  Hundreds 
were  granted  and  the  moment  the  late 
Lord  Coleridge  died.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  objection  was  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  ground  of  the  vacation,  and 
therefore  I  take  it  the  Writ  was  properly 
issued.  Under  these  circumstances,  no 
such  questiou  as  that  indicated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  arises. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  do  me  the  justice 
to  say  that  I  am  not  insisting  that  any 
question  will  arise.  I  only  ask  that  this 
point — the  immediate  point  which  I  have 
raised — and  the  point  which  alone  has 
justified  the  Motion  for  Privilege — should 
be  reported  upon  first.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declines  to  do  that  I  must 
take  a  Division  on  my  original  proposal. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  hope  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  will  not  do  that. 
I  should  be  extremely  glad  to  confer 
with  him  as  to  the  form  of  the  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  and  I  will  consider 
what  should  be  done  with  regard  to  an 
Interim  Re{)ort. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  accept 
that  statement,  and  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
QUESTIONS. 


THE  NEW  LOCAL  AUTHORITIES. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  :  I   beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  when  the 

Mr,  J,  Chamberlain 


Rules  for  the  guidance  of  Local  Authori* 
ties,  which  are  required  by  ^'The  Local 
Government  Act,  1894,''  will  be  ready 
and  presented  to  the  House  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  Re- 
gulations as  to  elections  are  now  being 
prepared  and  will  be  issued  in  full  time 
for  their  consideration  by  County  Coun- 
cils, and  those  on  whom  duties  will  de- 
volve in  connection  with  the  elections  ; 
but  I  cannot  at  present  state  more  pre- 
cisely on  what  date  they  will  be  issued. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  OPIUM. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  when  the 
remainder  of  the  Evidence  given  before 
the  Royal  Commission  may  be  expected 
to  be  laid  before  the  House  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  Volumes  II.  and  III.  of 
the  Evidence  taken  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Opium  were  laid  on  the  Table 
on  the  2oth  of  May  and  the  7th  of  June, 
respectively,  and  were  distributed  yester- 
day. A  further  volume  will  complete 
the  Evidence,  and  will,  I  understand,  be 
ready  for  presentation  about  the  midJle 
of  July. 

THE  COLONIES  AND  THE  DEFENCE  OF 

THE  EMPIRE. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
if  he  can  inform  the  House  how  many 
armed  vessels  and  cruisers,  and  how 
many  Regular  troops.  Militia,  Volunteers, 
and  Armed  Police  the  self-governing 
Colonies  have  in  readiness  on  mobilisa- 
tion for  the  local  defence  of  the  Empire ; 
what  has  been  the  capital  expenditure 
in  the  purchase  of  such  vessels,  in  the 
erection  and  armament  of  fortifications 
and  the  preparation  of  submarine  mines, 
in  the  arming  of  troops,  and  the  erection 
of  military  schools  ;  and  what  is  the 
annual  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  such 
defences,  and  of  the  pay,  equipment,  edu- 
cation, and  training  of  officers  and  men  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  POH  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar): 
It  would  be  highly  inexpedient  to  supply 
the  information  sought. 
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CoLoatt  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Am  I  lo  HtideratAod  that  the  infonnatioo  is 
not  in  the  possewioQ  of  the  Colonial 
Office  ? 

Mb.  S.  BDXTON  :  We  have  the  in- 
formaiiott,  biit  we  think  it  inexpedient  to 
make  it  public. 

CoLoxEL  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
On  what  grounds  is  it  inexpedient  to 
gire  with  regard  to  the  colonies  informa- 
tion which  has  been  given  with  regard 
to  the  Mother  Country  and  Foreign 
Powers  ? 

Me.  8.  BUXTON  :  It  is  inexpedient 
from  a  national  defence  point  of  view  to 
mvethe  information  in  the  form  in  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  asks  for  it. 

Ci^LOSKL  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
U  it  a  fact  that  the  self-governing 
colonies  contribute  upwards  of  £3,000,000 
•tcHtng  a  year  towards  the  defensive 
fortes  of  the  Empire  ? 

[Xo  answer  was  given.] 

CoLoxKL  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
I  ntwt   pre5«B    for    an    answer   to   that 

Mr.  8.  BUXTON  :  Notice. 

Mn.  GOJ^CHEN  (St.  George's,  Haii- 
oin  Square)  :  Cannot  the  hon.  Gentle- 
ttin  inffwer  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 
tno  as  to  the  i-apital  expenditure  on  the 
pvtbasc  of  the  vessels  ?  There  can  be 
tMx^bjection  to  auHwering  that. 

Mt.  S.  BUXTON  :  There  is  no  ob- 
jectioQ  to  giving  that  information,  but  I 
■Oft  have  time  to  get  it. 

J<TOKKRS  IK  THK  ROYAL  XAVV. 

UR.KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  Nsk  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiraltj 
vhether,  in  consequence  of  the  scarcity 
of  fttokers  in  the  Royal  Navy,  the  Steam 
R(^«rv«  authorities  in  some  of  the  lutval 
port*  have  appointed  petty  officen*  for 
fceraiiiug  duties  ;  and  whether  the  Ad- 
nirihy  have  decided,  as  an  inducement 
to  retuiiits,  to  concede  the  2d.  per  day 
rfr-cogagement  money  to  all  stokers  and 
pfttgrossive  pay  to  petty  officers,  so  long 
ssked  for  by  these  men  and  as  now 
fiven  to  those  of  the  executive  branch  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Sir  U.  Kav-Shuttlem'orth, 
Latwwhire,  Clitheroe)  :  It  is  not  the 
case  that  petty  officers  hsve  been  ap- 
pointed at  the  naval  ports  for  the  pur- 
pse  of  recruiting  stokers  for  the  Royal 
Kavy.    Neither  ij*  it  the  case  that  the 


Admiralty  have  decided  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  terms  held  out  to  men 
who  are  invited  to  join  the  Service  in 
this  capacity.  Recruiting  for  stokers  is 
going  on  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the 
Admiralty  without  any  extra  induce- 
ments to  enter  the  Navy  being  held  out. 

ADMIRALTY   CONTRACTS  AND  TRADES 
UNION  WAGES. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Adtniraity 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  engineering 
firms  of  Messrs.  Maudslay  and  Son, 
Messrs.  Humphrey  and  Teuuant,  and 
Messrs.  John  Penn  and  Sons,  at  present 
engaged  on  Government  work,  are  not 
paying  the  Trade  Union  rate  of  wages 
recogniseil  in  the  district  to  their  pattern ' 
makers  ;  whether  he  has  called  the  atten- 
tion of  at  least  one  of  these  firms  to 
the  fact  ;  and  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  continuance  of  these 
firms  on  the  list  of  Government  contrac- 
tors is  in  harmony  with  the  Resolution 
of  the  House  of  Commous  of  the  18th  of 
Febrnarv,  1891  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHU TTLEVVORTH  : 
Complaints  have  been  received  by  the 
Admiralty  from  the  Unitetl  Pattern 
Makers'  Association  that  two  of  these 
three  firms  of  Admiraltv  contractors  do 
not  comply  with  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons  of  the  18th  of 
Febrnarv,  1H9I.  That  Resolution,  how- 
ever, said  nothing  about  "the  Trade 
Union  rate,"  but  laid  it  down  ns  the  duty 
of  the  Grovernment 

*M(>  make  crery  effort  to  Koonre  the  |»aynient 
of  »uch  wsfi^  an  are  Rencmllv  ncx'cptecl  as 
cun^nt  ia  each  tnule  for  competent  workmen." 

The  two  firms  in  question  assert  that 
they  do  pay  the  current  rate  for  compe- 
tent pattern  makers  ;  and  the  counter- 
statements  thus  made  to  the  Admiralty 
are  now  under  consideration. 

THK    SOUTH     WALKS    COMJKRV. 
EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  woods  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
luce)  :  I  l)cg  to  ask  the  St^iretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  shaft  where  the  un- 
fortunate explosion  occurred  in  South 
Wales,  on  Saturday  last,  is  only  10  feet 
in  diameter ;  whether  such  an  area  is  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Coal  Mines  Regnlation  Act,  or  suflicient 
for  adequate  ventilation  in  a  mine  580 
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jards  deep  and  emplojiog  1,600  men 
and  boys  ;  and  whether  the  Home  OflBce 
will  send  some  competent  person  down 
to  watch  the  inquiry  on  behalf  of  the 
Crown  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Inspector  of  Mines  that  in  the 
Albion  Colliery  the  downcast  and  upcast 
shafts  are  each  of  19ft.  diameter  ;  that  the 
mine  is  adequately  ventilated  by  225,000 
cubic  feet  of  air  per  minute  ;  that  there  is 
not  a  larger  pair  of  shafts  in  the  South 
Wales  district.  I  propose  to  employ 
counsel  to  watch  the  proceedings  on  be- 
half of  the  Government  at  the  coroner's 
inquest. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD-MORG an  asked 
why  the  Report,  which  reached  the  hands 
of  Members  on  the  12th  February  last, 
did  not  reach  the  Home  Office  until 
May? 

Mb.  ASQUITH:  Perhaps  my  hon. 
Friend  will  show  me  the  Report,  and  I 
will  make  inquiries  about  it. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  :  It 
is  on  the  Pink  Paper. 

HOURS  OF  IJVBOUR  ON  THE  GREAT 

EASTERN  RAILWAY. 
Mb.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  platelayer  named  William  C.  Bar- 
trop  was  on  duty  on  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  on  the  29th  of  April  from  6  a.m. 
till  6.30  p.m. ;  that  he  was  asked  to  return 
to  duty  at  9  p.m.  the  same  night ;  that 
next  morning  on  going  to  work  at  6 
o'clock,  he  was  informed  by  the  foreman 
that  he  would  not  be  allowed  to  start  until 
he  had  seen  the  Inspector,  who  informed 
him  that  be  would  not  keep  men  who  would 
not  do  extra  night  duty  ;  and  that  Bartrop 
was  thereupon  dismissed  for  refusing  to 
work  overtime  ;  whether  this  constitutes 
a  breach  of  the  Railway  Servants  (Hours 
of  Labour)  Acti;  and  what  steps  the  Board 
of  Trade  intend  taking  to  prevent  a  recur- 
rence ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
The  Great  Eastern  Railway  Company 
inform  me  that  they  have  made  full 
inquiry  into  the  case  referred  to, 
and  that  it  appears  —  (1)  that  the 
failure  of  Bartrop  to  put  in  an  appear- 
ance  on    the    night    in   question     was 

Mr,  If'oods 


not  a  solitary  instance  of  the  kind  ;  (2) 
that  his  general  time-keeping  for  some 
weeks  previously  had  been  irr^nlar  ;  (3) 
that  although  he  had  casually  complained 
to  the  district  engineer  of  having  been 
discharged,  and  had  been  invited  to 
attend  an  inquiry  into  the  complaint,  he 
failed  to  attend  ;  (4)  that  he  had  not 
complained  to  the  chief  engineer  of  the 
Company,  in  whose  depaitment  he  was, 
although  that  gentleman  is  always  ready 
to  hear  and  inv^tigate  any  grievance  the 
men  under  him  may  consider  they  have. 
The  Company  will  be  asked  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  for  a  Schedule  of 
the  hours  of  work  of  persons  employed 
under  similar  circumstances  in  the  par- 
ticular district.  It  would  be  premature 
to  state  till  this  Schedule  has  been 
receiverl  what  further  steps  the  Board 
of  Trade  will  take  in  the  matter.  As- 
suming the  facts  to  be  as  stated  in  the 
question,  the  hours  of  work  required 
appear  to  me  to  be  inordinately 
long. 

ALLEGED  BRAZILIAN  OUTRAGE  ON  A 
BRITISH  SUBJECT. 
Admiral     FIELD     (Sussex,    East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  will  inquire  into 

an  alleged  outrage  committed  upon  a 
British  subject,  named  John  Camell,  at 
Curityba,  in  Parana  State,  by  the 
Brazilian  Military  Authorities,  who  are 
reported  to  have  seized  him,  and  bound 
him  hand  and  foot,  and  carried  him  off 
from  his  wife  and  family  for  service  in 
the  Army  in  spite  of  his  protest  that  he 
was  an  English  subject ;  whether,  on  the 
wife  writing  to  complain  to  the  Consul 
at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  her  letter  was  opened 
and  not  allowed  to  leave  Curityba  ;  and 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  obtain  the  release 
of  John  Carnell,  and  compensation  for 
such  ill-treatment  ? 

•The    UNDER     SECRETARY    of 

STATE   FOR  FOREIGN    AFFAIRS 

(Sir  E.    Grey,  Northumberland,   Ber- 

ivick)  :  No  information  with  regard  to 
this  case  has  been  received,  but  Her 
Majesty^s  Minister  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  has 
been  instructed  by  telegraph  to  inquire 
into  the  matter  and  to  report  as  to  the 
facts. 
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IRISH  HIGH  SHERIFFS. 
Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  difficulty 
of  procuring  gentlemen  in  Ireland  to 
accept  the  office  of  High  Sheriff;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  relieve  those  who 
are  liable  to  selection  for  this  office  from 
the  obligations  and  expenses  connected 
with  it,  and  transferring  the  duties 
hitherto  performed  by  the  High  Sheriff 
to  some  Government  Department  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne)  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  matters  mentioned  in 
the  question.  I  think  it  would  be  pre- 
mature to  propose  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject until  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
by  the  House  of  Lords  to  consider  the 
question  have  furnished  their  Report. 

Mb.  CARSON  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undertake  not  to  institute 
prosecutions  against  gentlemen  who  re- 
fuse the  office  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  So  long  as  the 
law  is  what  it  is  it  must  be  enforced.  I 
should  have  thought  that  would  have 
been  the  view  of  a  member  of  the  Party 
of  law  and  order. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inquire  whether 
the  expenses  of  the  office  cannot  be 
reduced  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  thought  a 
good  deal  about  this  matter,  and  will 
consider  whether  anything  can  be  done 
in  that  direction. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  Metropolitan  Railway  Com- 
pany state  (in  their  Report  of  the  1 1th 
current  to  the  Board  of  Trade)  that  they 
have  experimented  from  time  to  time 
with  fans  and  other  mechanical  appli- 
ances,  but  without  success,  he  will  state 
where  and  in  what  manner  such  fans  and 
mechanical  appliances  were  applied  for 
the  purpose  of  removing  the  foul  and 
poisonous  atmosphere  of  the  tunnel  sec- 
tions ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
i;hat  tiie  experiments  to  improve  the  ren- 


tilation  of  the  tunnels  have  failed,  any 
further  scheme  is  in  contemplation  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Board  of  Trade 
asked  the  Metropolitan  Railway  Com- 
pany for  this  information,  and  I  shall  be 
happy  to  let  my  hon.  Friend  see  the 
reply  which  I  have  just  received.  My 
hon.  Friend  has  already  been  informed 
that  it  is  a  matter  over  which  the  Board 
have  no  jurisdiction. 

IRISH  SCHOOL  TEACHERS  AND  THE 
EDUCATION  ACT,  1892. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  ; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it 
has  been  brought  to  his  notice  that  as  a 
result  of  the  Education  Act  of  1892  the 
teachers  of  the  best  schools  in  Ireland 
have  suffered  a  serious  diminution  in 
their  incomes,  the  capitation  grant  being 
much  less  than  the  school  fees  pre- 
viously paid  ;  and,  if  this  is  the  case, 
will  he  consider  whether  in  the  amending 
Act  now  before  the  House  a  remedy  for 
this  grievance  can  be  introduced  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  No  such  case  as 
is  referred  to  in  the  question  has  been 
brought  to  my  notice  or  that  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education.  The 
school  fees  for  1893  represent  a  reduc- 
tion of  about  £88,000  as*  compared  with 
1 89 1 ,  the  year  before  the  new  Act.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  gain  resulting  to  the 
teachers  from  the  Act,  in  class  salaries 
and  in  capitation — ^both  of  which  forms 
of  increase  were  in  compensation  for  the 
reduction  or  abolition  of  the  school  pence 
— was  £210,000  (annual  school  grant 
provided  by  the  Act),  or  a  net  increase 
for  1893  of  £122,000. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  As  the  Com- 
missioners  of  Education  say  that  they 
have  not  had  the  matter  before  them, 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  good 
enough  to  inquire  into  the  statements 
contained  in  a  letter  which  I  have  in  my 
hands,  from  which  it  appears  the  Com- 
missioners acknowledged  the  receipt  of 
an  inquiry  on  this  very  subject  from  one 
of  the  principal  teachers  in  Belfast,  and 
said  they  could  not  apply  a  remedy  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  will  make 
further  inquiries. 

Mr.  CARSON :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  state  when  the  Education 
Act  Amendment  Bill  will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  cannot  say  at 
present. 
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DINGLE  PIER. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  LieuteoaDt  of  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  recent  Report 
of  the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  the  pier  at  Dingle, 
in  County  Kerry,  should  be  extended 
into  deeper  water,  so  that  the  boats 
engaged  in  the  mackerel  fishing  could 
land  their  fish  at  Dingle,  and  thus  obtain 
the  advantage  of  railway  transport ;  and 
if  he  will  have  inquiry  made  as  to  whe- 
ther there  is  any  way  of  giving  effect  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Fishery 
Inspectors  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  statement 
referred  to  in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  expresses  the  opinion  not  of  the 
Inspector  of  Fisheries,  but  of  the  local 
officer  of  Coastguards.  I  may  state, 
however,  that  the  question  of  the  exten- 
sion of  the  pier  at  Dingle  will  shortly  be 
considered  by  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  in  connection  with  a  proposal  to 
construct  a  pier  at  Ballymore  a  few 
miles  distant. 

BALTiYMENA  UNION. 
Mr.  E.  M'HUGH  (Armagh,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  has  seen 
a  report  in  J'he  Ballymena  Weekly 
Telegraph  of  the  26tb  of  May,  1894, 
containing  a  report  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  BaUymena  Board  of  Guardians,  in 
which  it  ifl  stated  that  Mr.  R.  N.  Wilson, 
of  the  Belfast  Union,  took  stock  in  the 
Ballymena  Workhouse  stores  at  the 
request  of  the  BaUymena  Guardians,  and 
to  arrange  matters  so  that  the  new 
master  might  take  up  what  was  called  a 
clean  leaf;  whether  he  has  seen  the  Report 
which  Mr.  Wilson  presented,  dated  11th 
May,  1894,  on  the  state  of  the  work- 
house ;  is  be  aware  that,  after  hearing 
the  Report  read,  Mr.  Houston,  one  of 
the  Guardians,  moved  that  the  deficieDcies 
be  written  off,  in  order  to  give  the  new 
master  a  clean  sheet ;  that  on  the  follow- 
ing Board  day  Mr.  Black,  J.P.,  one  of 
the  Guardians,  ba&ded  in  a  .notioe  of 
motion  for  that  day  fortnight  for  a  sworn 
inquiry  ;  and  that,  finding  his  uotioe  of 
motion  was  not  in  order,  Mr.  Blaok 
handed  in  a  notiee  ol  motion  ^  have  the 
resolution  resoindedy  aud  ttiat  ilhe  chair- 
man refused  to  receive  it ;  ancL  will  he 


state  what  action  the  Local  Government 
Board  proposes  to  take  in  reference  to 
this  matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
generally  as  stated  in  the  question.  The 
matter  has  already  formed  the  subject  of 
an  inquiry  on  oath  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  who  called  upon  the  Guar- 
dians to  reprimand  several  of  the  officers 
concerned.  It  was  necessary  for  the 
newly-appointed  master  of  the  work- 
house to  be  placed  in  a  proper  position 
on  taking  office,  and  as  the  auditor^s  at- 
tention had  been  called  to  the  deficiencies, 
no  object  would,  I  understand,  have  been 
served  by  the  consideration  of  Mr.  Black's 
motion.  The  question  of  the  liability  of 
the  late  master  and  his  sureties  for  the 
deficiencies  will  be  dealt  with  by  the 
auditor  at  his  next  audit  of  the  accounts 
of  the  Union. 

EVICTION  IN  COUNTY  ARMAGH. 

Mr.  E.  M'HUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  an 
eviction  has  been  carried  out  in  Ballin- 
temple,  County  Armagh,  by  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commission  a  few  weeks 
ago  ;  and  that  there  has  been  no  case  of 
agrarian  crime,  boycotting,  or  intimida- 
tion in  this  district ;  why,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, a  posse  of  police  leave  Newrj 
daily,  at  considerable  expense,  on  a  hired 
car,  to  guard  two  emergency  men  on  the 
same  evicted  farm  ;  and  whether  any 
extra  cost  will  be  levied  on  the  district 
in  consequence  of  this  extra  force  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  two  constables  only  are  engaged  on 
this  duty.  There  has  been  no  case  oT 
agrarian  crime,  boycotting,  or  intimida- 
tion in  the  district,  but  at  the  same  time 
the  Local  Authorities  are  of  opinion  that 
it  is  necessary  to  afford  protection  to  these 
caretakers.  The  arrangement  will  entail 
no  expense  whatever  to  the  district. 

LICENSED  RSbTAURANT  FAOIUTIKS 
AT   NIGHT,    IN   DUBUN. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  E;) : 
In  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Green  DiviAion  of  Dublin,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be 
18  aware  that  no  liceneed  reetauraat 
accommodation  for  thoae  wishing  to 
procure  supper  after  the  theatres  cio8e> 
ao^  lor  those  engaged  on  the  Press  at 
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ugbt,  exiato  in  Dublin,  although  such 
lioeoMd  ntttaurmot  fftcilUies  t^th  for 
thaatro-goen  and  for  members  of  the 
Press  exist  in  several  placet)  in  London; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  absence  of 
such  facilities  in  Dublin  occasions  much 
uioonveDience  to  theatre-goers  and  mem- 
bers of  the  Press,  and  is  much  com- 
plained of ;  and  whether,  if  application 
be  made  to  the  proper  authorities  in  Dub- 
lin by  properly  qualified  persons  for  per- 
missioo  to  provide  in  properly  chosen 
localities  facilities  for  obtaining  supper 
iml  other  refreshments  after  the  usual 
doAing  hours  for  licensed  premises,  he 
will  instruct  the  Police  Authorities  not 
to  oppose  the  grantiug  of  a  limited  num- 
ber of  such  licences  uuder  proper-restric- 
tions as  to  premises,  hours,  locality, 
4c.? 

Ma.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received  a 
Bepurt  from  the  Commissioners  of  Dublin 
Police  on  this  question,  but  it  is  not 
efficiently  detailed  to  enable  me  to  give 
»  reply  to-ilay.  Further  iuformatiou  has 
Wo  I'aliod  for,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
»*n  will  repeat  the  question  I  shall  theu 
te  in  a  position  to  reply. 

CoLoxEL  NOLAN  :  Till  when  ? 

Mh,  J.  MORLEY  :  On  Monday. 

Mh.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  ibail,  when  the  question  is  again  put, 
Mk  whether  these  exemptions  are  not 
ngulatad  by  Statute,  and  whether  the 
rif^ht  hoD.  Gentleman  has  power  to  go 
kdiiod  the  Statutes  ? 

EVUTION    OF  TKNANT  PURCHASER, 
COUNTV  KERRY. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N!):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
svare  that,  about  the  4th  of  March  lost, 
Mr.  Thomas  All  man,  Rahoneen,  Ardfert, 
Coanly  Kerry,  who  purchased  his  holding 
in  \HHH  ander  the  Ashbourne  Act,  was 
•<TTed  with  a  writ,  without  any  warning 
Or  rvyqnoHt  for  payment,  at  the  instance 
of  the  Land  Commission  for  £60,  £40 
of  which  was  the  amount  of  the  instal- 
Bient  aocniing  last  November ;  whether 
be  is  aware  that,  after  the  service  of  the 
writ,  Mr«  AUnan  remitted  £40,  the  re- 
ceipt of  which  was  not  acknowledged  ; 
that  aboot  the  18th  of  April  Mr.  AUmau 
wrou  inquiring  if  his  cheque  had  been 
reeaived,  and  andertakiog  to  pay  the 
balanee  doe  about  the  middle  of  May,  to 
which  the  Commission  replied,  acknow* 


ledging  receipt  of  the  £40  and  stating 
that  a  receipt  in  full  would  be  issued 
when  the  balance  was  paid  ;  whether  he 
is  also  aware  that,  without  further  notice 
and  before  the  time  at  which  Mr.  Allman 
had  promised  to  pay  the  balance,  the 
Land  Commission  marked  judgment  for 
£60,  including  the  £40  paid  in  March^ 
seized  Mr.  Alhnan's  cattle,  and  put  him 
to  costs  amounting  to  £7  3s,  6d. ;  whe- 
ther this  is  the  usual  way  of  dealing 
with  tenant -purchasers ;  and  whether 
similar  rigour  is  directed  to  the  collection 
of  tithe  rent-charges  and  other  debts  due 
by  landlords  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  annuity  pay- 
able  in  respect  of  this  holding   is   £80. 
The  Land  Commisf^ioners  inform  me  that 
in   August,   1892,  it  was    necessary  to 
institute  legal  proceedings  for  the  reco- 
very of  the  instalment  due  the  1st  May, 
1892.     The  amount  was   then   paid  and 
the   defendant    was   forgiven   all    costs. 
Mr.  Allman  paid  £20  on  account  of  the 
£40,  the  instalment  due  on  the  1st  May, 
1898,   and   was  given  time  to  pay  the 
balance.     Not  having  paid  such  balance, 
and  a  further  instalment  of  £40  having 
iHiCorae  due  on  the  Ist  November,  1893, 
he   was  sued  for  £60,  and  on  the  8th 
March,  1894,  a  letter  was  written  by  the 
solicitor    of    the    Commission    to    Mr. 
Allman   stating    that    if    ho    paid    £40 
forthwith  and  the  balance  on  the  loth  of 
April,  with  £1  on  account  of  costs,  pro- 
ceedings would  be  stayed,  but  that  other- 
wise  they   would    be    continued.     The 
sum  of  £40  was  thereupon  paid  and  was 
immediately  acknowledge*!.    Mr.  Allman 
did  not  specify  in  his  correspondence  any 
day  on  which   he  would  pay  the  balance 
of  £20  so  due,  nor  did  he  ask  for  any 
longer  time  than  the  1 5th  of  April  last. 
Accordingly   on    the   21st    of    April — 
namely,  one  week  after  the  time  given 
for  payment — ^judgment  was  marked  for 
£20  (not  for  £60  as  stated  in  the  ques- 
tion), and  that  amount  with  the  statutory 
costs  of  the  proceedings,  amounting  to 
£4    168.,  was    recovered    through    the 
Sheriff.      (2.)  The  Commissioners  con- 
sider it  their  duty  to  require  the  prompt 
payment  of  instalments  from  those  who 
have  pnrchase<l  their  holdings  under  the 
Purchase   Acts  by  means  of  State  ad- 
vances and,  as  in  the  present  case,  when 
necessary  to  enforce  such  payment  by 
legal  proceedings.     (3.)  The  payment  of 
tithe  rent-charge  is  also,  I  am  informed. 
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enforced  by  legal  proceedings  whenever 
necessary. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  cases  had 
occurred  in  which  long  arrears  had  been 
wiped  off,  and  whether  it  would  not  be 
more  reasonable,  if  payments  on  account 
were  accepted,  not  to  proceed  to  final 
judgment  without  further  notice  to  the 
tenant  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  have  no 
power  over  the  Land  Commission  in 
respect  of  these  matters. 

THE  STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS. 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  it  has 
been  decided  to  reduce  the  military  con- 
tribution payable  by  the  Straits  Settle- 
ments, in  consequence  of  the  great  and 
continuous  loss  of  revenue  sustained  by 
these  colonies  in  recent  years  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  very  much  re- 
gret that  I  cannot  yet  state  the  conclusion 
to  which  the  Government  have  come  in 
regard  to  the  Straits  military  contribution. 
I  trust  that  the  decision  can  soon  be 
announced. 

IRISH  OFFICIALS  AND  PRIVATE  WORK. 

Mr.  W.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) : 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Green  Division  of  Dublin,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  William  Turner,  Petty 
Sessions  clerk  and  relieving  officer. 
Clones,  County  Monaghan,  has  recently 
been  appointed  land  agent  to  Mr.  John 
Madden,  Hilton  Park,  Clones,  who  has 
also  property  near  Mohill,  County 
Leitrim ;  and  that  much  inconvenience 
has  been  occasioned  to  those  having 
business  with  Mr.  Turner  as  Petty 
Sessions  clerk,  and  those  requiring  his 
services  as  relieving  officer,  through  his 
frequent  absences  from  his  distnct  on  the 
business  of  his  agency ;  whether  on  or 
about  the  17  th  of  May  last  a  complaint 
was  addressed  by  a  man  named  Clukin  to 
the  Registrar  of  Petty  Sessions,  Dublin 
Castle,  bringing  under  his  notice  the  fact 
that  he  (Clukin)  had  suffered  much  in- 
<M>nvenience  through  the  absence  on  the 
14th  and  15th  of  May  ultimo  of  Mr. 
Turner  in  Mohill,  collecting  rents  on  the 
Leitrim  portion  of  Mr.  Madden^s  estates ; 
And,  if  so,  what  notice,  if  any,  was  taken 
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of  the  said  complaint ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  the  said  14th  of  May 
ultimo,  several  poor  persons  requiring  I 
relief  or  admission  to  the  workhouse 
were  unable  to  obtain  either,  owing  to 
Mr.  Turner's  absence,  as  above  stated  ; 
and  whether  it  is  in  conformity  with  the 
Regulations  that  a  Petty  Sessions  clerk 
should  also  occupy  the  position  of  agent 
to  an  estate  in  the  district,  in  which 
capacity  it  might  be  frequently  his  duty 
to  take  legal  proceedings  before  the 
tribunal  of  which  he  is  the  permanent 
official  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  am  informed 
that  Mr.  Turner,  who  holds  the  offices  of 
Petty  Sessions  clerk  and  relieving  officer, 
was  appointed  in  December  last  to  the 
land  agency  of  the  property  referred  to. 
Only  a  portion  of  this  property  is  situated 
in  the  Petty  Sessional  District,  and  the 
clerk  states  he  has  never  brought  a  case 
into  the  Court  from  the  property  since  his 
appointment  to  the  agency.  With  regard 
to  the  discharge  by  Mr.  Turner  of  the 
duties  of  relieving  officer,  I  am  informed 
that  on  the  14th  of  May,  one  of  the  dates 
mentioned  in  the  question,  four  persons 
were  admitted  to  the  workhouse  on  his 
orders,  and  that  no  complaints  have  been 
made  to  the  Guardians  against  this 
officer,  who,  it  is  stated,  discharges  his 
duties  under  the  Poor  Law  in  a  satisfac- 
tory manner.  The  letter  referred  to  in 
the  second  paragraph  preferred  a  com- 
plaint against  Mr.  Turner  in  his  capacity 
of  Commissioner  of  Affidavits,  and  I  am 
causing  further  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
this  matter. 

metropolitan  countermen  and 
Telegraphists. 

Mr.  butcher  (York) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postipaster  General  whether  he 
will  shortly  be  in  a  position  to  send  a 
reply  to  the  Memorial  of  the  countermen 
and  telegraphists  of  the  Metropolitan  dis- 
trict of  the  28th  of  February,  1893,  with 
reference  to  the  question  of  holidays  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  Morlet,  Nottingham,  £.) : 
This  is  one  of  the  two  matters  to  which  I 
referred  in  mv  raply  to  the  hon«  Member 
on  the  9th  of  April  last.  One  of  these 
matters  has  been  decided,  and  the  de- 
cision communicated  to  the  persons  con- 
cerned. The  other  :I  hope  to  be  able  to 
decide  shortly. 
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ROVAL  COLLEOB  OF  HCIKNCB, 
DUBLIN. 

Mb.  field  :    On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member   for    the   College    Division    of 
Dobh'n,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  £duca- 
Uoa  if  he  can  state  what  was  the  result 
of  the  inquiry   held  bj  Captain  Abney 
iDCo  certain  charges    against    Professor 
Ljon,  Professor  of  Engineering  in  the 
College,  set  fortbin  a  Memorial  addressed 
iMt  Februarj  to  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
nrtment  bj  the  students  of  the  Royal 
College  of    Science,  Dublin,  and  what 
tetion  has  been  taken,  or  is  intended  to 
be  taken,  by  the  Department  in  reference 
thereto ;  whether  due  notice  was  given 
to  the  students  making  the  complaints  of 
the  intention  to  hold  the  inquiry  ;  whe- 
ther the  complaints  referred  to  were  of 
tbe  nature  of  charges  of  incompetence  on 
tb«  part  of  the  Professor  in  certain  de- 
ptrtments  of  his  work,  and  of  negligence 
io  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  lecturer ; 
whether,  at  the  inquiry,  official  evidence 
vu  produced  as  to  tho  dates  on  which  it 
«is    alleged    the    Professor    failed     to 
kctnre  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  owing 
to  the  alleged  incapacity  and  negligence 
of  faid  Professor,  several  students  of  the 
College  have  left,  and  others  have  aban- 
4oiied  the  engineering  courses ;  whether 
be  can  state  at  whose  instance  Professor 
Ljou  was  appointed,  and  what  were  the 
^ificauoos  on  the  strength  of  which  he 
VM    considered    fit   for    the    position ; 
whciher  he  is  aware  that  certain  of  the 
College  accounts  have  been  allowed  to 
gtt  into  an  unsatisfactory  condition  ;  and 
whether  be  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Papers  relating  to  the  in* 
^mry  and  the  Report  thereon,  and  also  a 
Sctam  to  date  of  the  affairs  of  the  Col* 
W^  similar  to  those  published  in  1873 
sod  1878  ? 

Turn  VICE  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr,  Acland,  York,  W.R^ 
Botberfaam)  :  The  answer  to  the  second, 
third,  and  fourth  paragraphs  of  the  qnes- 
tMMi,  and  also  to  the  iMt  part  of  the  fifth 
paiagraph,  is  in  the  affiramtive.  As  re- 
tards the  first  part  of  the  fifth  paragraph, 
I  have  DO  inforpiatlon.  Professor  Lyon 
was  appointed  by  my  predecessor  in 
Office  on  his  testimonials,  which  were 
very  good.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any 
College  accounts  having  been  allowed  to 
get  into  an  unsatisfactory  condition.     1 
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do  not  think  it  woold  be  in  the  public  in- 
terest to  lay  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
inquiry  and  the  Report  thereon  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  As  regards  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  question,  I  have  only  to 
say  that  much  that  has  taken  place  on 
the  part  both  of  the  Professor  and  of  some 
of  the  students  is  far  from  satisfactory.  I 
may  perhaps  express  the  hope  that  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  press  me  further 
at  the  present  time.  I  can  a^^sure  him 
that  this  matter,  involving  some  delicate 
questions  of  discipline,  is  at  present,  and 
has  been  for  some  time,  engaging  my  most 
serious  attention. 

SOLDIERS  AT   CATHOLIC   CEREMONIES 

IN  INDIA. 
Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  reports  in  the  Madras  papers 
of  the  8th  of  Febrnary,  in  which  it  is 
stated  that,  on  the  occasion  of  the  Golden 
Jubilee  of  Archbishop  Colgau,  High  Mass 
was  celebrated  at  the  Roman  Catholic 
Cathedral  ;  that  a  guard  of  honour,  con* 
sisting  of  12  men  of  the  Cheshire  Regi- 
ment, formed  up  at  the  Communion  Rails, 
under  the  command  of  Lieutenant  Young; 
that,  at  theiElevation,  the  guard  of  honour 
presented  arms,  while  the  band  of  the 
27th  Regiment  played  the  General  Salute; 
and  whether  the  appointment  of  such 
guard  of  honour  and  presentation  of  arms 
by  military  at  such  services  was  regular ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  such  practices  have 
been  prohibited  for  the  future  by  the 
Commander-in-Chief  in  India  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  matter 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member*s  question 
was  brought  to  my  notice  in  March  last, 
and  I  accordingly  called  for  a  Report 
from  tho  Government  of  Madras  on  the 
circumstances  complained  of.  That  Report 
has  not  yet  reached  me,  but  I  have  ascer- 
tained by  telegraph  that  the  facts  are  as 
stated,  except  as  to  the  officer  command- 
ing the  Guanl  of  Honour,  who  was  not  a 
lieutenant  but  a  non-commissioned  officer. 
The  Guard  was  composed  entirely  of 
Roman  Catholics.  I  am  advised  that 
the  proceedings  were  irregular,  but  until 
I  receive  the  Despatch  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madras  I  am  unable  to  give  any 
further  reply. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Whot 
decision  has  the  Commander-in-Chief 
in  India  come  to  on  the  subject  ? 
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*Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  cannot  say 
until  I  have  received  the  Despatch. 

THE  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACTS 
IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  W.  MCLAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  statement  in  The  Indian 
Spectator  ior  the  27th  of  May,  that  news 
is  telegraphed  from  Simla  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  agrees  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  thinking  that  something 
like  a  revival  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Acts  is  necessary  ;  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  either  he  or  the  Government  of  India 
entertain  the  intentions  here  ascribed 
to  them  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
.Indian  Government  is  now  engaged  in 
passing  a  Bill  to  make  such  a  system  im- 
possible in  future  ;  and  *how  soon  he  ex- 
pects that  Bill  to  become  law  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  seen 
the  statement  in  The  Indian  Spectator 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers,  and  for 
which  there  is  no  foundation.  I  iuformed 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Halifax  some  weeks  ago,  in  reply  to  a 
question  in  this  House,  that  Lord  Kim- 
berley,  in  a  Despatch  dated  the  Ist  of 
March  last,  had  informed  the  G  ovemment 
of  India  that  in  his  opinion  the  only 
effective  method  of  preventing  a  recur- 
rence of  any  practices  inconsistent  with 
their  orders  and  with  the  Resolutions 
passed  by  the  House  of  Commons  on 
the  5th  of  June,  1888,  was  to  proceed  by 
means  of  legislation  ;  that  he  had  re- 
quested them  accordingly  to  undertake 
the  necessary  legislation  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  indicated  the  form  in  which 
he  wished  this  to  be  effected,  and  that 
further,  to  avoid  the  possibility  of  any 
future  misconception  of  orders,  he  had 
requested  the  Government  of  India  to 
issue  a  Resolution  explaining  the  policy 
of  that  legislation,  and  prohibiting  all 
practices,  as  distinguished  from  Rules 
or  Regulations,  inconsistent  with  that 
policy. 

ROOT  CROPS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  field  :  On  behalf  of  the  hoQ- 
Member  for  the  College  Green  Division 
of  Dublin,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  inquire  into  the  fact  that 
throughout  extensive  districts  in  Ireland 
the    crops    especially    mangel-wurzels, 


have  missed  to  a  great  extent  this  year 
owing,  as  alleged,  to  dead  seed  having^ 
been  supplied  to  the  farmers ;  whether 
any  inquiry  can  be  instituted  as  to  the 
sources  from  whence  the  retail  dealers 
obtain  their  supplies  ;  whether  it  is  the 
custom  to  mix  old  with  new  seed  either 
in  the  wholesale  or  retail  houses ;  aud 
whether  arrangements  could  be  made, 
before  seeding  time  arrives,  to  test  seeds 
by  getting  samples  from  various  quarters 
and  ascertaining  by  experiment  whether 
they  would  germinate  or  not  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  This  questioD 
was  only  placed  on  the  Paper  this  morn- 
ing for  the  first  time,  and  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  therefore,  to  be  good 
enough  to  defer  it  for  some  days,  in 
order  to  admit  of  inquiry  being  made. 

IRISH    STONE   FOR   IRISH   BUILDINOS. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office,  will  he  explain  why  dress- 
ings of  Mount  Charles,  County  Donegal, 
freestone  are  not  used  in  the  works  now 
going  on  at  the  Cnrragh  Camp  ;  has  it 
given  satisfaction  in  previous  works  at 
the  camp  ;  for  instance,  in  the  new 
hospital ;  is  he  aware  that  Mount  Charles 
freestone  was  specially  selected,  to  the 
rejection  of  all  others,  for  dressing  the 
new  Dublin  National  Museum  ;  on  what 
grounds  are  all  the  dressings  at  present 
taken  from  County  Wicklow  ;  and  will 
Mount  Charles  freestone  be  scheduled 
for  the  works  that  are  yet  to  be  tendered 
for? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  In  the  work  in  which  it  has 
been  used  the  Mount  Charles  freestone 
is  believed  to  have  given  satisfaction, 
and  in  the  event  of  further  freestone 
dressings  being  required  at  the  Curragh 
it  would  probably  be  specified  in  the  con- 
tract that  they  should  be  of  Mount  Charles 
stone,  or  of  stone  equally  good  in  quality, 
of  texture,  and  colour.  In  the  buildings 
now  being  erected  at  the  Curragh  granite 
has  been  considered  preferable  to  free- 
stone. It  is  specified  as  Carlow  granite, 
or  granite  of  equal  quality. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  As  the  Govern- 
ment contemplate  carrying  out  extensive 
works  at  Loch  Swilly  and  elsewhere,  will 
the  hon.  gentleman  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  arranging  for  the  use  of  this 
stone  2 
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Mb.  wood  all  :  That  matter  has 
abroad  J  been  considered.  We  hope  that 
A  suitable  stone  will  be  found  in  the  im- 
mediate neighbourhood  of  the  works, 

ATHBBIKGTON  NATIONAL  SCHOOL, 
NORTH  DKVON. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Ro- 
olicster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
cation whether  a  demand  has  been  made 
bj  the  Department  upon  Atherington 
National  School,  North  Devon,  that  a 
new  doorwaj  should  be  made  leading  to 
the  girls^  offices ;  whether  the  offices  of 
the  boys  and  girls  already  have  separate 
entrances  which  lead  to  the  open  air, 
although  the  children  have  to  use  the 
same  door  from  the  open  air  into  the 
school ;  whether  the  doorway  proposed 
by  the  Department  will  not  only  be  an 
additional  expense,  but,  leading  as  it 
would  do  almost  directly  from  the  class- 
room into  the  offices,  will  be  both  incon- 
venient and  insanitary  ;  and  whether  the 
demand  will  be  reconsidered  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  There  is  no  separate 
approach,  though  no  doubt  there  are 
separate  entrances  for  the  two  sexes  to 
the  offices  of  this  school.  The  managers 
were  informed  last  October  that  this 
defect  should  be  remedied.  The  managers 
did  not  see  how  this  was  to  be  done,  and 
on  receiving  a  plan  of  the  school  a 
suggestion  was  made  by  the  De- 
partment that  a  new  door  might  be  the 
best  way  of  meeting  the  difficulty.  The 
managers,  in  a  letter  which  is  now  under 
consideration,  point  out  objections  to  this 
plan,  but  do  not  submit  any  alternative. 
There  has  been  no  demand  for  a  new 
doorway.  It  was  only  a  suggestion ; 
but  the  defect  must  be  remedied,  as  the 
present  state  of  things  is  inconsistent 
with  what  is  decent  and  desirable. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  there  are  two  separate 
approaches,  and  that,  technically  speaking, 
the  two  streams  of  children  only  merge 
into  one  when  they  enter  the  school  ? 

Mb^  ACLAND :  I  understand  that 
there  is  no  separate  approach,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  noble  Lord  or  anybody  else 
would  desu'e  such  a  state  of  things  to 
continue. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE:  I  have 
seen  the  plan,  and  I  think  it  is  as  I  say. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to 


force  this  new  doorway  on  the  school  ? 
I  think  it  is  obviously  nnnecessary. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  said  our  desire  was 
to  secure  absolutely  separate  approaches 
for  boys  and  girls. 

NONCONFORMITY  IN  WALES. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  in  how  many  parishes  in 
Wales  there  is  no  resident  Noncon- 
formist minister  ? 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  (Flint,  &c.) 
asked  whether  it  was  not  the  case  that 
in  Welsh  parishes  which  contained  no 
resident  Nonconformist  minister  the 
spiritual  welfare  of  the  people  was  more 
efficiently  attended  to  by  unpaid  Non- 
conformist deacons  than  by  the  paid 
Established  clergy  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  is  a  question 
as  to  which  I  should  hesitate  to  pro- 
nounce a  judgment.  As  to  the  question 
of  the  noble  Lord,  I  have  no  materials 
in  my  possession  nor  means  of  getting 
any  information  which  would  enable  me 
to  answer  this  question. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  Would 
it  be  an  exaggeration  to  say  that  in  half 
the  parishes  in  Wales  there  is  no  resi- 
dent Nonconfosmist  minister  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  believe  it  would 
be  a  great  exaggeration. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  Is  it  the 
fact  that  the  Government  have  made  no 
inquiry  whatever  as  to  the  spiritual  pro- 
vision in  Wales,  when  they  are  at  the 
same  time  proposing  to  cripple  existing 
organisations  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 
THE  WELSH  CATHEDRALS. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether,  under  Clause  7  of 
the  Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill, 
the  Commissioners  would  have  power 
to  alter  the  structural  arrangements  and 
ornamentation  of  the  Welsh  cathedrals  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  No,  Sir.  The 
powers  of  the  Commissioners  are  limited 
to  maintenance  and  repair. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  :  What  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  repair  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  is  a  question 
which  the  hon.  Member  is  as  capable  of 
answering  as  I  am. 

U  2 
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Mr.      GRIFFITH  -  BOSCAWEN  : 

Could  the  Commissioners  move  tfae 
Communion  Table  to  the  west  end  of 
a  cathedral  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

•Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  May  I  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  as  to  the  control  of  Cathedral 
Churches  in  that  country  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  I  That 
question  cannot  be  interpolated  at  this 
juncture. 


WEST  LONDON  DISTRICT  SCHOOLS. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  West  London  District 
School  at  Ashford,  Middlesex,  contains 
800  children,  and  is  now  so  full  that 
further  accommodation  is  required  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Unions  of 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  and  Pad- 
dington  desire  to  withdraw  their  children 
from  this  barrack  school,  and  have  applied 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  to  dis- 
solve the  Union  and  allow  them  to  pro- 
vide for  their  own  children ;  whether 
this  application  has  been  refused,  and  on 
what  grounds ;  whether  the  managers 
have  a  right  to  visit  the  school  on  more 
than  one  fixed  day  in  the  week  ;  and 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
has  yet  determined  that  this  enormous 
school  shall  be  further  enlarged  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  will  postpone  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Board  until  the  public  inquiry 
into  the  management  of  the  Brentwood 
School  has  taken  place  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am 
aware  that  the  West  London  District 
School  at  Ashford  has  at  the  present 
time  nearly  the  full  number  of  children 
which  it  will  accommodate.  The  Guar- 
dians of  the  St.  George's  Union  and  of 
the  parish  of  Paddington  have  proposed 
that  alterations  of  the  School  District 
should  be  made,  involving  the  separation 
of  some  of  the  Unions  now  comprised  in 
it.  The  Board  have  not  assented  to 
this  proposal,  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  increasing  the  charge  on  the 
Union  which  has  least  rateable  value  in 
proportion  to  its  pauperism,  and  thus  of 
benefiting  the  more  wealthy  Unions  com- 
prised in  the  district.  The  continuance 
of  the  existing  School  District  does  not 
involve   the   extension    of   the   present 


school  buildings,  as  additioiial  accommo- 
dation may  be  provided  by  the  managers 
by  the  erection  of  a  separate  school.  The 
managers  have  proposed 'to  extend  the 
present  main  school  building,  but  the 
Board  have  declined  to  assent.  They 
have  strongly  urged  the  managers  to 
erect  a  second  and  separate  school,  either 
at  Ashford  or  on  an  entirely  new  site. 
The  Visiting  Committee  of  the  Managers 
can  visit  the  school  on  any  day  and  at 
any  hour  that  they  may  think  prop^,  and 
individual  managers  can  be  authorised  to 
visit  the  school  at  any  time. 

THE  PLAGUE  IN  BONO  KONG. 

Mr.  M  ACDONA  (South  wark,  Rother- 
hithe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
is  aware  that  in  consequence  of  the  great 
plague  now  devastating  Hong  Kong 
serious  risk  of  infection  is  likely  to  arise 
here  and  elsewhere  through  the  medium 
of  the  distribution  of  letters  delivered 
from  Hong  Kong  unless  these  letters  are 
disinfected  ;  and  whether  he  will  make 
such  arrangements  with  the  Post  Office 
Authorities  as  will  effectually  lessen  the 
risk  of  infection  being  imported  into  our 
midst  through  the  Post  Office  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am  not 
in  possession  of  any  evidence  to  show 
that  there  is,  as  suggested,  any  serious 
risk  of  infection  in  this  country  from  the 
delivery  of  letters  from  Hong  Kong.  I 
shall,  however,  be  happy  to  arrange  for 
the  Medical  Officer  of  the  Board  con* 
ferring  with  the  authorities  of  the  Post 
Office  on  the  subject,  if  they  desire  it. 


DERELICTS  AND  OBSTRUCTIONS  IK 

RIVERS. 

Mr.  MACDONA  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  House  of  Lords  last 
week  gave  an  important  judgment  in  the 
case  of  the  "  Tyne  Improvement  Com- 
missioners r.  the  Arrowe  Shipping  Com- 
pany," the  question  at  issue  being  whe- 
ther appellants,  as  owners  of  the  Criptaly 
which  sank  near  the  mouth  of  the  River 
Tyne  and  caused  an  obstruction,  were 
liable  for  the  payment  of  the  cost  of  re- 
moving the  obstruction  incurred  by  the 
Commissioners.  Their  Lordships  decided 
that  as  the  Company  had  given  notice  to 
the  underwriters  of  the  abandonment  of 
the  vessel  they  were  not  the  owners,  and 
were  therefore  not  liable ;  and  whether^ 
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in  TMw  of  the  importance  of  the  earliest 
poMible  notice  being  given  to  the  under- 
irriiera,  who  bj  thiii  decision  are  liable 
for  the  costs  of  removal^  he  will  see  his 
way  to  remove  the  block  which  he  has 
placed  apoQ  the  Derelict  Vessels  (Re- 
ports) BilLf  the  object  of  which  is  to 
request  masters  of  ships  to  report  to  the 
nearest  Lloyd*s  agent  at  the  next  place 
of  landing  what  derelicts  thejr  may  have 
aeen  ? 

Mk.  BRYCE  :  The  judgment  in  the 
case  referred  to  was  given  last  week, 
and  as  jet  is  reported  only  in  the  news- 
papers. It  appears  to  have  decided  that 
tbe  shipowner  was  not  in  the  circum- 
efcaneee  liable  for  the  cost  of  removing 
(iie  ranken  wreck  ;  but  I  notice  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  is  reported  to  have  said 


**  It  U  anoecQMsry  to  determine  whether  the 
oadarwiiten  sre  to  be  treatel  as  the  owners 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Statute/' 

If  they  are  not,  they  are,  of  course,  not 
liable.  As  the  hon.  Member^s  Bill  pro- 
vides for  the  reporting  of  floating  derelict 
▼••mIb  observed  on  the  high  seab — bat 
UiM  particular  vessel  was  not  floating, 
hot  a  sunken  wreck,  lay  sunk  near  to 
che  month  of  the  River  Tyne,  and  was, 
in  fact,  removed  by  the  Tyne  Harbour 
CommissioDers-^I  do  not  think  that  the 
Huticnlar  case  of  this  vessel  is  one  which 
hk  Bill  would  have  affected,  and  I  do 
nei  see  that  the  principles  of  the  decision 
id  the  House  of  Liords  would  apply  to 
dereiiot  vessels  floating  on  the  high  sea. 

AGCIDBKT8  IN  BOTTEN  BOW. 

Sib  T.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether,  in 
view  of  the  numerous  serious  accidents 
oocnrriog  in  Rotten  Row,  he  will  have 
•■  ambtilattoe  placed  either  at  Knights- 
bridge  Barracks  or  at  the  Park  Lodge 
opposite  to  Exhibition  Road  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  (who  replied) 
•aid  :  The  First  Commissioner  will  make 
arrangements  for  placing  an  ambulance  at 
the  Lodge  near  the  Alexandra  Gate. 

THB  IB18U  CATTLE  TBADE. 

Mr.  FIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Preaidentof  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
be  IS  aware  of  the  inconvenience  experi- 
enced by  Irish  cattle  traders  in  being 
unable  to  book  live  stock  at  through  rates 
to  York  from  the  ports  of  Cork  and 
Watarford  and  the  interior  of  Ireland, 


traders  being  now  only  at  liberty  to  book 
through  to  Leeds  or  Nor  man  ton,  according 
to  the  route  they  take  ;  whether  he  will 
take  the  necessary  steps  to  compel  the 
North  Eastern  Company  to  carry  into 
effect  the  law  regarding  through  booking ; 
and  whether  he  intends  in  the  proposed 
Railway  Bill  to  amend  the  conditions 
under  which  owners  of  live  stock  are  com- 
pelled to  sign  consignment  notes  by  which 
the  Railway  Companies  practically  con- 
tract themselves  out  of  all  liability  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  this  matter,  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  been  in  communication  with 
the  North  Eastern  Railway  Company  on 
the  subject.  On  the  lOtli  of  May  that 
Company  expressed  its  willingness  to 
agree  to  through  rates  between  Cork  and 
Waterford  dnd  York  on  certain  terms,  and 
they  have  since  expressed  their  willing- 
ness to  consider  applications  for  through 
rates  from  other  places.  The  Board 
cannot  compel  the  North  Eastern  Railway 
Company  to  grant  through  rates.  The 
ultimate  decision  is  with  the  Railway 
Commission.  I  am  not  aware  that 
owners  of  live  stock  are  compelled  to 
sign  consignment  notes  by  which  Rail- 
way Companies  practically  contract 
themselves  out  of  all  liability. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  Have 
the  Board  of  Trade  any  power  to  instruct 
counsel  to  appear  before  the  Railway 
Commissioners  in  such  a  case  as  this, 
should  it  be  a  contravention  of  the 
law? 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  must  ask  for  notice 
of  that  question . 

Mr.  FIELD:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  do  anything  to  put  an  end  to 
the  practice  by  which  the  Company  only 
allow  cattle  to  be  booked  to  certain 
stations  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  not  inquired 
into  that  matter,  but  if  the  hon.  Meml>er 
will  put  down  a  question  showing  a 
grievance  in  specific  cases  I  will  in- 
vestigate it. 

THE  CONVEYANCE  OF  HABVE8TEB8 
FBOM  IBELAND. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  absence 
of  through  travelling  facilities  Wween 
Ireland  and  EngUnd  on  certain  lines 
which  contract  to  carry  migiatory  har- 
vesters ;    whether  he  is   aware    that   a 
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lapse  ID  direct  travelling  and  the  want  of 
any  accommodation  has  caused  much  in* 
convenience  and  hardship  to  those  poor 
travelers  in  Dublin  lately,  who  booked 
by  the  London  and  North  Western  Rail- 
way ;  and  whether  his  Department  will 
take  cognisance  of  this  periodical  occur- 
rence, and  advise  carrying  Companies  to 
make  due  preparation  for  a  continuous 
journey  ? 

Mk.BRYCE  :  No,  Sir;  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  regards  any  such  complaint. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  will  furnish  me  with 
any  particulars  I  shall  be  happy  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  thereto. 

JAPANESE  MAIL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  BAIRD  (Glasgow,  Central)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Greneral  whe- 
ther it  is  the  case  that  letters  arrive  in 
the  United  Kingdom  from  Shanghai  from 
four  to  seven  days  in  advance  of  those 
sent  from  Japan  ;  whether  this  is  because 
letters  can  be  sent  from  Shanghai  via 
Vancouver  and  New  York,  while  those 
from  Japan  must  come  via  Vancouver 
and  Montreal ;  and  if  he  will  endeavour 
to  obtain  facilities  for  correspondents  in 
Japan  to  have  their  letters  sent  by  the 
route  via  New  York  if  specially  super- 
scribed ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  It  is  the  fact  that 
letters  from  Shanghai  superscribed  for 
transmission  via  Vancouver  and  New 
York  are  sometimes  received  several  days 
earlier  than  similarly  superscribed  letters 
from  Japan.  Representations  were  made 
some  time  ago  to  the  Japanese  Post 
Office  on  that  subject,  but  that  Adminis- 
tration was  not  willing  to  undertake  to 
separate  the  superscribed  letters  from  the 
correspondence  sent  by  the  ordinary 
route  via  Vancouver  and  Montreal. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
STRANORLAR  UNION. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Report  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
Inspector  upon  the  labourers'  cottages  at 
Anghygalt,  in  the  Conroy  Division  of  the 
Stranorlar  Union,  has  yet  reached  the 
Department ;  and  what  steps  the  Gro- 
vemment  propose  to  take  in  regard  to  it  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORL£Y  :  The  Report  in 
question  has  been  received,  but  the 
Board  have  found  it  necessary  to  com- 

Mr.  Field 


municate  with  the  Inspector  on  seme 
points  which  arose  on  consideration  of  the 
Report,  and  at  present  his  reply  is 
awaited.  The  Board  will  inform  the 
Guardians  and  the  solicitor  acting  for  the 
labourers  of  the  result  of  the  inquiry  im* 
mediately  a  decision  shall  have  been 
arrived  at. 

THE  CONGO  TREATY. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  Great  Britain  now  pos- 
sesses the  right  of  free  transit  for  goods^ 
and  of  erecting  a  telegraph  wire,  through 
the  district  which  was  leased  to  Great 
Britain  under  Article  3  of  the  Congo 
Treaty,  now  abrogated  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  Great  Britain  pos- 
sesses the  right  of  free  transit  undet  the 
Act  of  Berlin.  The  right  of  construct- 
ing a  telegraph  line  is  secured  by  the  5th 
Article  of  the  Agreement  of  May  12. 

BARRACK  CONSTRDCTION. 

Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  barracks  are  now  in  course  of 
construction,  or  about  to  be  constructed^ 
for  the  use  of  cavalrv  ;  and  whether  the 
Military  Authorities  have  taken  into  con- 
sideration the  expediency  of  building 
barracks  where  more  than  one  regiment 
could  be  quartered  together,  so  as  to 
afford  them  opportunities  for  more  fre- 
quent practice  in  brigade  movements  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  Two  barracks  for  cavaliry 
regiments  of  the  higher  strength  are  at 
present  under  construction  at  the  Curragh^ 
and  the  remodelling  of  Leeds  cavalry 
barracks  is  on  the  point  of  completion. 
The  object  referred  to  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  question  is  kept  in  view 
in  the  erection  of  the  barracks  at  the 
Curragh  of  which  I  have  spoken. 

THE  BLACK  WATCH. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  KENNY  (Dublin^ 
St.  Stephen*s  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  is  aware 
that  in  the  year  1852  the  Ut  Battalion 
Black  Watch  returned  home  from  the 
Bermudas  after  long  foreign  service; 
that  since  1852  it  has  served  with  dis«> 
tinction  in  every  campaign  in  which  the 
British   Army   has   been   engaged,   and 
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during  all  that  period  has  enjoyed  Id  all 
only  10  years  of  home  service ;  whether 
the  battalion  is  now  qoarterei  in  the 
Manritios ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
give  this  distingoished  regiment  at  no 
distant  date  a  term  of  home  service  ? 

Ms.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  Ist  Battalion  Black  Watch  returned 
borne  in  June,  1852,  after  11  years  and 
five  months*  foreign  service.     In  the  42 
years  since  then  it  has  been  abroad  29 
years  and  five  months,  and  at  home  12 
vears  and    seven   months.      The   bead- 
qaarters  and  four  companies  of  the  bat- 
talion are  now  at  Mauritius,  where  they 
have  been  one  year  and  three  mouths. 
The  rest  of  the  battalion  is  at  the  Cape. 
Under    present    arrangements    the   bat- 
talion will    not   return   home  for  about 
Mven    years,   but    it   will    move    from 
Manritius     probably    next    year.     The 
moves  of  regiments  depend  upon  a  roster, 
■ad  one  cannot  be  favoured  except  at  the 
expense  of  another. 

COHPULHORV  MILITARY  SERVICE  IN 
THE    TRAK8VAAL. 

Ma.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Under  Secre- 
tsnr  of  State  for  the  Colonies  under 
vbat  Treat ioM  made  between  the  South 
African  Republic  and  Foreign  Powers, 
^tber  than  Great  Britain,  immunity  from 
coaipolsory  military  service  is  accorded  ; 
vbich  are  the  Foreign  Powers  having 
•veil  Treaties  ;  and  what  are  the  dates  of 
••ch  Treaties  ? 

Hr.  S.  BUXTON  Belgium  under 
Trtaty  rattfieil  19th  August,  1882, 
•oJ  Portugal  under  Treaty  ratified 
Ttii  Octolter,  1882,  have  obtained  for 
^^mx  subjects  specific  exemption  from 
aiiitary  service  in  the  South  African 
BepQblic.  Germany,  France,  Italy,  and 
^witaerlauJ  enjoy  the  same  exemption 
«Bder  Most  Favoured  Nation  Clauses  in 
Treaties  ratified  on  24th  June,  1886, 
27th  July,  1887,  29th  September,  1887, 
sod  lOih  September,  1888,  respectively. 
There  is,  I  believe,  a  Treaty  with  the 
Netherlands,  of  which  I  have  not  l>eeu 
shie  to  obtain  a  copy. 

Ma.  DARLING  (Deptford)  :  May  I 
s^k  the  hon.  (foutleman  whether  the 
ctfcct  of  thcHe  Treaties  is  that  the 
coaotries  named  enjoy  more  favourable 
terms  with  regard  Co  military  service 
tbsn  have  l»een  secured  for  British 
mbjecu  aoder  the  Convention  of  I H84  ? 


Mb.  S,  BUXTON  :  That  is  so. 


[Commander  Bstuell  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  and  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles 
(Lyuu  Regis)  also  put  questions  on  the 
same  subject,  but  the  inquiries  and 
answers  were  equally  inaudible  in  the 
Gallery.] 

KIRKDALE  PRISON,  LIVERPOOL. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home  De* 
partmeut  whether  tho  Kirkdale  Prison, 
in  Liverpool,  has  for  some  time  past  been 
for  sale  ;  whether  the  Corporation  of 
Liverpool  have  offered  £15,000  for  it ; 
whether  a  private  party  has  offered  over 
£17,000  for  it;  and  why  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  accepted  either  offer  ? 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool,  Kirkdale)  :  At  the  same  time  I  may 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
in  parting  with  the  site  of  the  disused 
Kirkdale  Gaol,  the  Grovemment  will 
take  steps  to  secure  that  any  future 
utilisation  of  the  site  will  not  be  detri- 
mental to  tbe  sanitary  condition  or  the 
residential  advantages  of  the  neighbour- 
hood ;  whether  he  will  consider  if  these 
objects  will  best  be  secured  by  the  con- 
trol of  tho  site  passing  to  the  hands  of 
tbe  constituted  Local  Authorities  ;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  consider 
the  feasibility  of  igranting  a  portion  of 
the  site  for  the  erection  of  a  free 
Public  Library,  with  suitable  open  air 
space  surrounding  the  building  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITU  :  The  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  first  three  paragraphs. 
The  only  answer  I  can  at  present  give 
to  the  remainder  of  this  question  and  to 
Question  51  is  that  I  am  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Treasury  on  the  subject. 

COMMAKDKKRLNO  IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 
Sitt  K.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  it  is  correct,  as 
stated  in  the  telegrams  from  South 
Africa,  that  British  subjects  in  the 
Transvaal  have  within  the  last  few  days 
been  forcibly  commandeered  and  sent  in 
prison  waggons  to  fight  in  the  Boer 
Army  ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  Her 
Majesty *s  (Tovernroent  propose  to  take  t 

Tbe  following  questions  also  appeared 
on  tho  Pa|ier  in  reference  to  the  same 
subject : — 
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Sir    E.   ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 

To  ask  the  Uuder  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if  he  can  inform  the 
House  as  to  the  reply  given  by  the 
Transvaal  Government  to  the  protest 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
against  the  commandeering  of  British 
subjects  for  military  service  in  the 
Transvaal  ? 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  : 
To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if,  under  the  Con- 
vention of  1884  with  the  South  African 
Republic,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
still  retained  the  Suzerain  Power  in  the 
Transvaal ;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
whilst  negotiations  are  pending  between 
the  Government  and  the  Boers,  British 
subjects  resident  in  the  Transvaal  are 
being  forcibly  impressed  into  the  military 
forces  of  the  Boer  Republic,  and  sent  as 
prisoners  to  the  front ;  and  whether  such 
action  will  be  permitted  in  regard  to  the 
personal  liberty  of  the  subjects  of  the 
Suzerain  Power  in  the  Transvaal  ? 

Sir  G.  BADEN.P0W?:LL  : 
To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  with  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  Convention  of 
August,  1881,  concedes  to  the  Trans- 
vaal State  complete  self-government, 
subject  to  the  suzerainty  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  that  in  the  Convention  of 
February,  1884,  which  replaces  that  of 
1881  with  the  South  African  Republic, 
no  mention  is  made  of  any  claim  to 
suzerainty,  whether,  in  agreeing  to  the 
Convention  of  1884,  it  was  the  intention 
and  purpose  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment effectively  to  waive  all  claim  to 
suzerainty  over  the  territories  in  ques- 
tion ;  and,  if  so,  for  what  main  reason 
was  this  course  adopted  ?  Also  to  ask 
the  Uuder  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  Government  of  the 
South  African  Republic  has  now  granted 
to  aliens  exemption  from  military  service 
upon  payment  of  a  special  tax  ;  what  is 
the  amount  and  character  of  this  tax  ; 
and  is  the  privilege  extended  to  burghers 
of  the  Republic  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  As  regards  these 
questions,  I  am  afraid  I  am  under  the 
necessity  of  asking  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
again  kindly  to  post|>one  them  till 
Monday,  by  wlHch  day  I  hope  to  be  in 
a  position  to  answer  them. 


SWINE  FKVER  IN  DENBIGHSHIRE, 
Mr.  H.  ROBERTS  (Denbighshire, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  great  incon- 
venience caused  by  the  operation  of  a 
recently  issued  Swine  Fever  Order  in 
Denbighshire  ;  whether  he  has  received 
a  communication  from  the  Chairman  of 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Committee  of 
the  Denbighshire  County  Council  point- 
ing out  that  the  fairs  for  the  sale  of  swiue 
have  been  suspended  in  the  county  for 
several  months,  involving  serious  injury 
to  those  engaged  in  the  trade,  and  for- 
warding an  urgent  resolution  from  the 
Town  Council  of  Denbigh  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  dis- 
trict has  been  free  of  the  fever  for  practi- 
cally the  whole  period  of  the  Order  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  this  fact  and  of  the 
undoubted  hardship  suffered  through  the 
suspension  of  the  sale  of  swine  in  such 
a  district,  he  can  see  his  way  to  withdraw- 
ing the  restrictions  now  in  force  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  .AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gabd- 
NER,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  It  is  the 
case  that  my  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  inconvenience  attending  the  opera- 
tions against  swine  fever  in  Denbigh- 
shire, in  common  with  the  rest  of  the 
country,  and  that  I  have  received  the 
communication  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers.  I  am  sorry,  however,  to  be 
unable  to  confirm  the  statement  that  the 
county  is  free  from  disease.  Three  out- 
breaks have  been  reported  during  the 
present  month,  and  we  have  reason  to 
fear  that  the  requirements  of  the  law  as 
to  the  notification  of  disease  are  not  so 
fully  complied  with  as  we  could  wish. 
In  these  circumstances,  I  regret  that  I 
am  unable  to  afford  the  county  any  re- 
lief at  the  present  time  ;  but  if  the  Local 
Authority  will  carry  out  with 
vigour  and  complete  efficiency  their 
share  of  the  difficult  task  which 
has  been  imposed  upon  us  by  Par- 
liament, I  do  not  doubt  that  the  disease 
may  soon  be  extirpated  from  their  dis- 
trict, in  which  case  we  might  be  able  to 
make  arrangements  which  would  enable 
the  restrictions  on  their  markets  to  be 
withdrawn  without  fear  of  the  reintro- 
duction  of  disease. 
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CORN  RETURNS. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  whether  he  has  yet 
considered  the  second  recommendation  of 
the  Select  Committee  upon  Corn  Sales, 
given  io  their  Report,  printed  May,  1893, 
that  in  every  case  where  conversion  of 
weighed  measure  takes  place,  the  weights 
laid  down  in  Section  8  of  "  The  Corn 
Returns  Act,  1882,"  should  always  be 
published  in  the  Returns  of  Corn  Sold, 
in  The  London  Gazette^  and  a  state- 
ment made  to  the  effect  that  the  prices 
quoted  in  the  Gazette  are  the  prices  for 
the  quarter  of  eight  bushels  of  such  sta- 
tutory weights  ;  and  whether  he  is  now 
prepared  to  carry  out  such  recommenda- 
tion ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  have  not  lost 
flight  of  the  recommendation  to  which  the 
bon.  Member  refers  ;  but  I  find  that  con- 
siderable practical  difficulty  would  attend 
any  attempt  to  indicate  in  the  Gazette 
Retorns  the  particular  cases  in  which  the 
conversion  directed  by  Section  8  of  '*  The 
Corn  Returns  Act,  1882,"  has  taken 
place.  If  the  purpose  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  be  served  by  the  insertion  of 
a  note  at  the  foot  of  the  Returns  setting 
oat  the  requirements  of  that  section,  I  do 
not  think  that  any  objection  would  pre- 
sent itself,  and  I  should  be  happy  to  con- 
fer with  him  on  the  subject. 

THE  SOUTH   WALES    COLLIERY 
EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN (Mer- 
thyr  Tydfil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether,  following  the  Report  for  last 
year  of  Mr.  Henry  Hall,  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Mines  for  the  Liverpool 
District,  to  the  Home  Secretary,  in 
which  he  remarked  that,  of  the  whole  of 
the  dusts  tested,  that  from  the  Albion 
Colliery,  Glamorgan  (tl^e  colliery  in 
which  the  terrible  explosion  took  place 
last  Saturday),  excelled  all  others  in 
violence  and  sensitiveness  to  explosion, 
any  special,  and  if  so  what,  instructions 
were  given  by  the  Home  Office  to  the 
Inspectors  for  the  district  with  a  view  of 
minimising  the  danger  to  life  in  that  par- 
ticular colliery  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  Report  alluded 
to  is  the  Report  for  1893  of  Mr.  Hall, 
the  Inspector  for  the  Liverpool  District, 


which  was  only  received  at  the  Home 
Office  on  May  23,  1894.  As  the 
hon.  Member  is  aware,  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion has  been  for  some  time  sitting  upon 
the  subject  of  coal  dust,  and  Mr.  Hall 
and  other  Inspectors  have  been  assisting 
them.  Last  year  a  new  set  of  special 
Rules  were  promulgated  for  South  Wales, 
in  which  the  Albion  Colliery  lies,  but  the 
colliery  proprietors  rejected  them,  and 
proceeded  to  an  arbitration,  which  is 
now  pending.  It  is  only  fair  to  say  that 
none  of  these  Rules  directly  dealt  with 
coal  dust,  though  some  of  them  dealt 
with  lamps  and  blasting.  The  impor- 
tance of  coal  dust  as  a  means  of  spread- 
ing explosion  is  now  becoming  under- 
stood, but  opinions  differ  as  to  the  mode 
of  preventing  it,  and  till  the  Report  of 
the  Coal  Dust  Commission  is  issued  it 
is  not  possible  to  say  what  measures 
ought  to  be  taken,  nor  how  far  they  will 
require  a  fresh  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN  : 
Why  was  the  Report  delayed  so  long  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  There  was  no  un- 
usual delay. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN  :  Has 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  many  hun- 
dreds of  men  have  already  lost  their  lives 
in  this  coal  vein,  which  the  Inspector 
emphasises  as  one  of  the  most  dangerous 
seams  in  the  United  Kingdom?  Why 
were  not  precautions  taken,  and  instruc- 
tions sent  out  immediately  the  Report 
was  received  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Report  came,  not  from  the 
Inspector  of  the  district,  but  from  the 
Inspector  of  the  Liverpool  District,  and 
obviously  it  was  impossible  to  take  any 
action  without  first  consulting  the  In- 
spector of  the  district. 

EXPLOSIONS  AT  WALTHAM  FACTORY. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  Committee  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  explosion  of  the  7th  of 
May  at  the  Waltham  Cordite  Factory 
has  yet  reported  ;  and  when  the  Report 
and     Evidence     will    be    presented    to 

Parliament  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  am  informed  that  the  Committee  hope 
to  finish  their  work  during  next  week. 
No  time  will  be  lost  in  presenting  the 
Report  and  Evidence  to  Parliament. 


^ 
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TEA  AND  INSANITY. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
special  Report  on  the  alleged  increasing 
prevalence  of  insanity  in  Ireland-,  by 
which  it  appears  that  in  the  last  40  years 
the  Innatics  have  increased  by  200  per 
cent.,  and  that  amongst  the  causes  given 
in  the  Report  for  this  increase  is  the 
immoderate  consumption  of  tea  and  the 
excessive  use  of  that  article  of  diet ;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  consider 
the  expediency  of  checking  such  intem- 
perance by  increased  taxation  or  legisla- 
tive regulation  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  With  the  per- 
mission  of  the  House,  I  will  reply  to  this 
question.  The  conclusion  at  which  the 
Inspectors  of  Lunatics  arrived  in  their 
Report  referred  to  was  that  the  con- 
sumption of  decocted  or  over-infused  tea 
may,  when  taken  in  excess,  produce  such 
evil  results  as  dyspepsia,  restlessness,  or 
sleeplessness,  and  so  may  possibly — at 
least  in  certain  subjects — favour  the  de- 
velopment of  insanity.  The  remedy  for 
this  state  of  things,  which  affect«  the 
dietetic  habits  of  the  people,  is  entirely  a 
matter  of  the  preparation  of  the  tea,  and 
we  have  hardly  yet  come  to  such  a  point 
that  we  are  prepared  to  settle  by  Act  of 
Parliament  bow  long  tea  shall  be  infused 
or  how  many  spoonsful  shall  be  put  into 
the  teapot. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  in 
the  Report  on  the  destitution  amongst 
the  unemployed  in  Scotland  attention  is 
also  called  to  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No,  Sir ;  my  at- 
tention is  entirely  confined  to  the  affairs 
of  Ireland. 

PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 
ACCELERATION)  BILL. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  having  regard  to  the 
importance  of  promptly  passing  the  Paro- 
chial Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill  into  law,  and  to  the  impossi- 
bility of  passing  the  Bill  after  12  o'clock 
at  night,  he  will  put  down  the  Bill  as 
first  Order  on  as  earlv  a  day  as  possible  .^ 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 


I  am  anxious  to  get  the  Bill  through  as 
soon  as  I  can  ;  but  at  present  I  cannot 
state  the  best  method  of  accomplishing 
that  object. 

INLAND  BBVENUK  AFFIDAVIT. 

Sib  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether,  before  the  Report  stage  of 
the  Finance  Bill,  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  draft  of  the  revised  Inland  Revenue 
Affidavit,  referred  to  in  Clause  19,  Sub* 
section  (4),  of  the  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  am  unable 
to  lay  the  draft  of  the  revised  Inland 
Revenue  Affidavit  upon  the  Table  before 
the  Report  stage  of  the  Finance  Bill,  as 
it  will  most  probably  require  to  be 
amended  in  order  to  incorporate  chaoges 
made  on  Report. 

NAVAL  DEFENCE  FINANCE. 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer  whether  a  sum  of  £289,000  bor* 
rowed  under  '*  The  Naval  Defence  Act, 
1889,**  will  be  applied  towards  the  or- 
dinary Expenditure  of  the  Exchequer  for 
the  current  year  1894-5  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.BARTLEY  :  Then  it  is  correct  that 
the  whole  of  this  year*s  Expenditure  will 
not  be  paid  out  of  the  Income  of  the  year  ? 
Is  not  that  in  cont raven tiofa  of  the  car- 
dinal  principle  of  sound  finance  as  laid 
down  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer himself?  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  Expenditure  of  neither  this  year 
nor  last  year  will  be  paid  out  of  current 
Income  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  The  hon. 
Member  had  better  reserve  that  point 
until  we  come  to  the  clause  dealing  with 
this  matter.  I  shall  then  be  able  to 
answer  him. 

THE    ASSAf.BINATION    OF    PRESIDENT 

CARNOT. 

Sir  G.  RUSSELL  (Berks,  Woking- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether,  in  view  of  the 
terrible  murder  of  the  President  of  the 
French  Republic  and  other  recent  Crimea 
perpetrated  by  certain  miscreants  termed 
Anarchists,  Her  Majesty *s  Government, 
in  concert  with  the  other  European  Go* 
veruments,  would  endeavour,  either 
through  the  extension  of  the  Extradition 
Acts  or  otherwise,  to  devise  means  for 
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the    preveotioQ  or  dimination   of   such 
crimes  iu  future  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUET:  My  hon. 
Friend  will  feel  that  this  is  much  too 
large  a  subject  for  me  to  attempt  to  deal 
with  in  answer  to  a  question. 

THE  POLICE  AND  LABOUR  MEETINGS 
IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  as  to  the  reasons  for  the 
action  of  the  police  in  breaking  up  a 
meeting  at  Pollokshaws,  and  under  whose 
instructions  the  Police  Inspector  acted  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  am  informed  by  the  Police 
Commissioaers  of  Pollokshaws  that  no 
action  was  taken  in  regard  to  the  meet- 
ing in  question  until  the  proceedings  had 
lasted  an  hour,  when  the  Inspector  of 
Police,  acting  within  his  discretion,  gave 
orders  to  disperse  the  meeting,  as  the 
crowd  had  increased  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  form  an  obstruction  both  on  the  street 
and  the  pavement.  Pollokshaws  is  not  a 
square  or  an  open  space  at  all  suitable 
for  naeetings  of  so  large  a  character.  It 
is  only  about  32  feet  wide  between  the 
pavements,  and  is  the  principal  street  or 
thoroughfare  along  which  the  tramway 
runs,  and  there  is  always  a  great  amount 
of  traffic.  No  notice  of  the  labour  meet- 
ing was  given  to  the  Burgh  Authorities, 
or  they  would  have  suggested  to  the 
organisers  that  the  vacant  space  at  the 
Shawbridge,  or  one  of  the  public  parks,  as 
being  better  adapted  for  their  purpose. 
Since  the  meeting  was  iield,  the  Inspector 
of  Police  has  requested  the  captain  of  the 
Salvation  Army  to  remove  his  meetings 
to  a  more  convenient  spot,  to  which  he 
^8  agreed,  and  no  such  meetings  are  now 
held  at  the  Cross.  I  may  add  that  the 
Police  Commissioners,  who  are  the 
guardians  of  the  peace  and  order  of  the 
borgh^  have,  at  a  public  meeting,  unani- 
mously approved  of  the  action  of  the 
Inspector  of  Police  throughout  the 
matter. 

THE    CLOSURE    OF    THB    SPIRIT  DUTY 

CLAUSE. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  correctly  reported  in  to- 
day's papers  as  having  stoted  that  there 
was  an  arrangement  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  by  which  a  Division 


on  the  clause  dealing  with  the  Spirit 
Duty  was  to  be  taken  yesterday  after- 
noon ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  made  no 
such  statement.  I  said  that  it  was  under- 
stood that  a  Division  was  to  be  taken.  I 
said  nothing  about  an  arrangement  at  all. 
That  is  my  understanding,  and  it  is  con- 
firmed by  what  took  place  yesterday. 
The  idea  seems  to  be  that  the  House  was 
taken  by  surprise.  I  certainly  should  be 
extremely  sorry  if  it  were  thought  that  I 
had  been  a  party  to  anything  like  a  sur- 
prise on  the  House.  What  happened 
yesterday  was  this  :  When  Clause  27 
was  called  there  were  a  number  of 
Amendments,  but  not  one  of  them  was 
moved.  The  Motion  was  then  put  that 
Clause  27  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  Upon 
that  the  Member  for  Galway  made  a 
speech  against  the  clause.  The  Member 
for  York  made  some  observations  which 
were  ruled  not  to  be  pertinent  to  the 
clause.  Thereupon  the  Member  for 
North  Dublin  County  rose  and  said  he 
would  move  the  rejection  of  the  clause* 
but  he  made  no  observations  upon  it. 
The  Chairman  pointed  out  that  an 
Amendment  of  that  kind  was  unnecessary, 
as  the  question  would  be  put  that  the 
clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Dublin  made  no  ob- 
servations on  the  clause,  and  nobody  else 
rose  to  discuss  it.  Thereupon  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wimbledon  then  moved  to  report 
Progress,  and  when  he  rose  I  stated — I 
think  the  words  are  correctly  reported  in 
The  Standard  and  other  newspapers— 
that  I  could  not  accept  that  Motion,  as  it 
was  generally  understood  that  the 
Division  would  be  taken.  If  anyone  had 
ris^n  and  said  there  was  no  such  under- 
standing and  that  there  was  a  desire  for 
further  discussion  I  should  at  once  have 
agreed  to  the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 
It  was  perfectly  open  to  anyone  to 
debate  the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 
Nobody  said  a  single  word.  Nobody 
took  any  objection.  I  had  no  reasoo 
to  believe  that  anyone  desired 
to  continue  the  Debate.  The 
Division  was  taken.  I  then  moved 
the  Closure,  and  it  is  a  remarkable  thing 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  found 
it  difficult  to  find  anyone  to  tell  with  him 
against  it.  ["  No,  no  I  "]  I  am  in  the 
recollection  of  everyone  who  was  present. 
["  No,  no  I  "]  There  was  no  resistance. 
There  was  not  a  word  said  by  anybody 


459     T.R.H.  The  Duke  and        {COMMONS}  Duchess  of  Vorh.  460 

repreBentiDgthe  Front  Bench  or  anybody    charge.     I    would  ask  him  whether  he 


eke.     I    may    also  say  that   when,  on 
Monday  night,  I  suggested  that  the  Votes 
on  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  should  be 
taken  on  Tuesday,  the  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  said  he 
thought  the  Beer  Vote  only  ought  to  be 
taken  on  Tuesday.     1    was  then  asked 
whether  I  was  going  to  take  Supply  on 
Wednesilay,  and  I  said  '*  No,"  because  I 
thought  it  was   necessary  and  desirable 
that  we  should  get  on  as  fast  as  we  could 
with  the  Finance  Bill.    I  do  not  say  that 
the    exact   words   were   used    that  the 
Division  would  be  taken  on  Wednesday  ; 
but  certainly  the  general  understanding 
was  that  a  Division  would  be  taken  on 
the  Wednesday.    I  cannot  charge  myself 
with  having  shown  any  desire  on  this  Bill 
to  stifle  discussion.    I  have  had  relations 
with  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  of  a 
most  friendly  character  with  reference  to 
the  Bill,  and  I  am  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    will    not     suspect    me    of 
endeavouring     to   mislead    him    or   the 
House   in   a  matter  of    the   conduct  of 
Public  Business. 

•Mr.  BONSOR^  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
said,  that  as  the  matter  was  personal  to 
him,  he  asked  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  to  say  two  or  three  words. 
The  circumstances  of  the  c^se  were  these  : 
He  rose  at  5.29  and  moved  that  Progress 
be  reported.  In  making  that  Motion  he 
stated  that  to  his  knowledge  several 
gentlemen — whose  names,  if  necessary, 
he  could  have  given-desired  to  speak. 
He  certainly  was  the  last  man  to  break 
an  arrangement  if  there  bad  been  one,  and 
he  was  the  last  Member  to  move  to  report 
Progress  if  he  anticipated  that  it  would 
not  be  accepted. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course, 
I  accept  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  spite  of  the  statement  on 
Tuesday  night,  in  spite  of  what  my  hon. 
Friend  has  just  said,  in  spite  of  facts 
within  the  knowledge  of  every  single  man 
except  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
was  ignorant  that  anyone  wanted  to 
discuss  the  Spirit  Duties,  though  the 
newspapers  for  weeks  past  had  made  it 
notorious  that  it  was  on  that  subject  that 
we  expected  to  have  one  of  our  great 
battles.  I  am  sorry  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  so  occupied  with  his 
other  important  avocations  that  he  was 
not  aware  of  this  elementary  fact  in  con- 
nection with  the   Bill  of  which  he  has 

Sir  W.  HareouH 


can  remedy  the  unfortunate  occurrence 
and  allay  the  natural  irritation  that  has 
arisen  from  it,  and  the  consequences  that 
will  flow  from  that  natural  irritation,  by 
giving  us  a  promise  that  he  will  give  us 
a  proper  opportunity  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion by  moving  to  re-commit  the  Bill  in 
respect  to  this  clause,  so  that  the 
opportunity  which  we  have  lost  may  be 
regained  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Of  course,  I 
shall  be  willing  to  give  hon.  Members 
another  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
matter  if  they  consider  that  the  oppor- 
tunity has  been  taken  from  them. 
Whether  the  way  of  doing  this  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  best 
way  I  cannot  say  off-hand,  and  I  reserve 
my  opinion  on  the  point.  There  may  be 
some  more  convenient  method. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  T  do  not 
press  for  a  hurried  statement  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  we  are  to  be  allowed  to 
discuss  the  question,  but  I  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  it  must  be  discussed  in 
Committee  and  not  on  Report. 

MO  TIO  N . 


T.B.H.  THE  DUKE  AND  DUCHESS  OF 

YORK. 

MOTION    FOR   AN    ADDRESS. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  rose  to  move— 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty  on 
the  birth  of  a  son  to  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Dake  and  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Dacheas  of 
York." 

He  said :  In  rising  to  make  the  Motion 
of  which  I  have  given  notice  it  is  not,  I 
know,  necessary  that  I  should  use  manj 
words  to  commend  that  Motion  to  the 
acceptance  of  the  House.  This  Honae 
would  ill  reflect  the  sentiments  of  the 
people  it  represents  if  it  did  not  express 
its  sjmpatiiy  in  connection  with  an 
event  which  has  brought  joy  to  the 
heart  of  the  Sovereign  and  of  the  nation. 
The  actual  rule  of  Queen  Victoria  has 
been  prolonged  beyond  that  of  any  of 
her  predecessors,  and  as  years  have 
rolled  by  the  Throne  has  been  more 
strongly  rooted  in  the  confidence  of  the 
nation,  and  the  person  of  the  Sovereign 
has  beeome  more  and  more  endeared  to 
the  heart  of  her  people.  The  Queen  has 
reigned  through  a  protracted    time,  in 
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which  she  has  seen  a  looger  period  of 
peace  aud  a  greater  growth  of  the 
prosperity  of  her  people  than  it  has 
fallen  to  the  lot  of  any  of  her  ancestors 
to  see.  But,  as  we  all  know,  human 
nature  is  born  to  sorrow,  which  is  in- 
creased by  the  burden  of  a  great  Empire. 
The  House  of  Commons  and  the  nation 
have  evinced  their  sympathy  on  former 
occasions  with  the  grief  of  the  Queen, 
and  they  desire  to  associate  themselves 
to-day,  on  the  anniversary  of  her  Coro- 
nation, with  her  joy.  We  know  it  brings 
joy  to  Her  Majesty's  heart  to  feel  that 
the  succession  to  the  great  Empire  over 
which  she  has  ruled  for  more  than  half  a 
century  is  secured  in  her  descendants  to 
the  third  generation — a  prospect,  I  be- 
lieve, which  was  not  given  to  any  of 
those  who  have  gone  before  her.  We 
share  in  that  joy,  and  take  this  occasion 
to  offer  our  heartfelt  congratulations  to 
the  Queen.  I  beg.  Sir,  to  move  the 
Resolution  standing  in  my  name. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  desire,  in 
my  own  name  and  in  that  of  my  friends,  to 
associate  myself  with  the  congratulation 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  just  offered  on  behalf  of  this  House  and 
on  behalf  of  the  country  to  the  Sovereign 
on  the  recent  auspicious  event.  We  take  it 
as  our  right  as  well  as  our  privilege,  as 
our  privilege  as  well  as  our  right,   to 
associate   ourselves   with   any   event  in 
which  the  happiness  or  unhappiness  of 
our  Royal   Family   is  concerned.     The 
succession  of  our  Sovereigns  is  the  thread 
by  which  the  history  of  this  country  is 
connected  together,  the  thread  on  which 
it  hangs,  and  we  may  express  our  hopes 
that  the  infant  just  born  may  when  most 
of  us,  at  all  events,  have  left  this  scene 
and  when  the  dust  of  our  controversies 
has  been  laid  by   the  kindly   hands  of 
time,  and  when  problems  which  now  so 
deeply  occupy  us  shall  merely  excite  the 
languid  interest  of  the  historian — we  may 
hope    that    he,    a    Sovereign   of   these 
realms,  will  maintain  the  great  constitu- 
tional traditions    of  his  ancestors,   and 
will  fulfil  as  they  have  done  the  great 
office  entrusted  to  him  and  worthily  re- 
present the  unity  and  dignity  of  a  free 
and    self-governing    people.      I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  to  congiatulate  Her  Majesty 
on  the  birth  of  a  son  to  His  Royal  Highness  the 


Duke  and  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Duchess  of 
York."— (iS^ir  W.  Harcourt.) 

•Mr.    KEIR-HARDIE    (West   Ham, 
S.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  on  my  own  behalf  and 
those  whom  I  represent,  I  am  unable  to 
join    in  this  public  address.     I  owe  no 
allegiance  to  any  hereditary  ruler — [in- 
terruptiofi] — ^and   I   will    expect    those 
who    do    to    allow    me     the    ordinary 
courtesies   of  debate.     The   Resolution, 
Sir,  proposes  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty 
on    the    birth   of  a   son    to   the  Duke 
and    Duchess    of  York.      It  seeks    to 
elevate  to  an  importance  which  it  does 
not  deserve  an  event  of  everyday  occur- 
rence.     I  have  been  delighted  to  learn 
that  the  child  is  a  fairly  healthy  one,  and 
had  I  had  the  opportunity  of  meeting  its 
parents    I    should    have    been    pleased 
indeed  to  join  in  the  ordinary  congratula- 
tions of  the  occasion,  but  when  we  are 
asked  as  the  House  of  Commons  repre- 
senting the  nation  to  join  in  these  con- 
gratulations then  in  the  interests  of  the 
dignity  oc  the  House  I  take  leave  to  pro- 
test.  There  is  one  aspect  of  this  question 
which  concerns  the  House  of  Commons. 
A  Minister  of  the  Government  is  required 
to  be  present  on  this  interesting  occasion. 
I  submit.  Sir,  that  such  a  proceeding  is  not 
calculated  to  enhance  the  dignity  of  this 
House  in  the  eyes  of  the  nation.    [^Inter- 
ruption^ and  a  Voice  :  "  Rot  I  "]    Hon, 
Gentlemen  may  say  "  rot."  If  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  mixed  as  freely  as  I  do  with 
the  common  people  they  would  know  their 
opinions  on  this  question.      From  that 
point  of  view  it  seems  to  me  that  a  pro- 
test of  some  kind  ought  to  be  made  by 
this  House.     It  is  a  matter  of  small  con- 
cern to  me  whether  the  future  ruler  of 
the   nation   be  the   genuine  article  or  a 
spurious  imitation.     Now,  Sir,  this  pro- 
posal has  been  made  because  a  child  has 
been  born  into  the  Royal  Family.     We 
have   a    right    to   ask    what  particular 
blessing  the  Royal  Family  has  conferred 
upon  the  nation  that  we  should  be  asked 
to  take  part  in  this  proceeding  to-day. 
We   have  just  heard   it  said  that   Her 
Majesty     had    ruled    for    over    half    a 
century.     I   would  correct  that,  Sir,  by 
saying  that  Her  Majesty   has  reigned, 
but   has   not    ruled.       I    remember    in 
reading  the   proceedings    in  connection 
with  the  Jubilee  that  the  one  point  made 
was  that   during  the   50  years   of  Her 
Majesty^s  reign  the  Queen  had  not  inter- 
fered in  the  affairs  of  the  nation.      That 
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may  be  reigning,  but  it  certainly  is  not 
ruling.  Then  there  is  the  Prince  of 
Wales.  What  special  adrantage  has  His 
Boyal  Highness  conferred  upon  the 
nation  ? 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  I  rise,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  tliat  the  hon.  Member  l>e  no 
longer  heard. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  that 

the   hon.  and   gallant  Member  will  not 

press   his    Motion.     I   do  not    think   it 

would  tend  to  produce  the  result  which 
*  he  desires,  and  which,  I  think,  we  all 
desire — namely,  the  prevention  of  dis- 
order. 

•Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE:  I  was   about 

to  observe  that  I  do  not  know  anything 

tn  the  career  or  the  life  of  the  Prince  of 

Wales  which  commends  him  especially  to 

me.     The  "  fierce  white  light  '*  which  we 

are     told    *'  beats    upon    the    Throne  ** 

sometimes  reveals  things  in  his   career 

•it    would   be    better    to    keep  covered. 

Sometimes  we  get  glimpses  of  the  Prince 
at  the  gaming  tables,  sometimes  on  the 
racecourse.  His  Royal  Highness  is 
Duke  of  Cornwall,  and  as  such  he  draws 
£60,000  u  year  from  the  Duchy  property 
*in  London,  which  is  made  up  of  some  of  the 
vilest  slums [^Cries  of^^  Question  !  "J 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  now  speaking  to  the  Resolu- 
tion before  the  House. 

•Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  will  bow  to 
your  ruling.  Sir,  and  pr6ceed  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Resolution.  We  are  asked  to 
rejoice  because  thb  child  has  been  bom, 
and  that  one  day  he  will  be  called  to  rule 
over  this  great  Empire.  Up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  we  have  no  means  of  knowing 
what  his  qualification  or  fitness  for  that 
task  may  be.  It  certainly  strikes  me 
— I  do  not  know  how  it  strikes  others — 
as  rather  strange  that  those  who  have  so 
much  to  say  about  the  hereditary  element 
in  another  place  should  be  so  willing  to 
endorse  it  in  this  particular  instance. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  it  is  a  good  argu- 
ment to  say  that  the  hereditary  element 
is  bad  in  one  case,  it  is  an  equally  good 
argument  to  say  that  it  is  bad  in  the 
other.     From  his  childhood  onward  this 

Mr.  Keir'Hardie 


boy  will  be  sarronnded  by  sycophants 
and  -flatterers  by  the  score — [Cne#  of 
•*0h,  oh!"]-Hind  will  be  taught  to 
believe  himself  as  of  a  superior  creation. 
[Cries  of  «0h,  oh  I'*]  A  line  will  be 
drawn  between  him  and  the  people  whom 
he  is  to  be  called  upon  some  day  to  relgo 
over.  In  due  course,  following  the  pre- 
cedent which  hat  already  been  set,  he 
will  be  sent  on  a  tour  round  the  world, 
and  probably  rumours  of  a  morganatic 
alliance  will  follow — [Loud  cries  of 
"  Oh,  oh  I"  and  «  Order  I*'  and  *♦  Ques- 
tion !  '*]— and  the  end  of  it  all  will  be 


that  the  country  will  be  called  upon  to 
pay  the  bill.  [Crtc*  o/"  Divide  Pj  Ab 
a  matter  of  principle,  I  protest  against 
this  Motion  being  passed,  and  if  there  is 
another  Member  of  the  House  who  shares 
the  principles  I  hold  I  will  carry  my  protest 
the  length  of  a  Division.  The  Government 
will  not  find  an  opportunity  for  a  Vote  of 
Condolence  with  the  relatives  of  those 
who  are  lying  stiff  and  stark  in  a  Welsh 
valley,  and,  if  that  cannot  be  done,  the 
Motion  before  the  House  ought  never  to 
have  been  proposed  either.  If  it  be  for 
rank  and  title  only  that  time  and  occasion 
can  be  found  in  this  House,  then  the 
sooner  that  truth  is  known  outside  the 
better  for  the  House  itself.  I  will 
challenge  a  Division  on  the  Motion,  and 
if  the  Forms  of  the  House  will  permit,  I 
will  go  to  a  Division  in  the  hope  thai 
some  Members  at  least  will  enter  their 
protest  against  the  mummery  implied  in 
a  Resolution  of  this  kind. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  question  u 
that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty 
on  the  birth  of  a  son  to  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  and  Her  Royal 
Highness  the  Duchess  of  York. 

[The  putting  of  the  Question  was  fol- 
lowed by  loud  cries  of  "  Aye  "  from  all 
parts  of  the  House,  Mr.  Keir-Hardie 
alone  replying  in  the  negative.  Mr. 
Speaker  declared  that  '*  I  think  the  Ayes 
have  it,^*  but  Mr.  Keir-Hardie  ohallenged 
the  statement.  The  House  was  cleared 
for  a  Division.  On  Mr.  Speaker  again 
putting  the  Question  Mr.  Keir-Hardie 
repeated  his  negative,  but  did  not  again 
challenge  Mr.  Speaker*s  words  ^  The 
Ayes  have  it.'*] 

The  Address  was  accordingly  agreed 
to. 
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FINANOK   BILL.—(No.  190.) 

COMMITTEE.    [^Progress^  27th  June,'] 

[twenty-first  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  28. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  that,  re- 
ferring to  the  fact  that  the  27th  clause 
of  the  Bill,  relating  to  the  additional 
duty  on  spirits,  had  been  unexpectedly 
closured  last  evening,  said  the  present 
Clause  (28)  was  not  objectionable,  and  he 
did  not  propose  to  offer  any  opposition  to 
it.  He,  however,  desired  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  explain 
in  what  way  he  proposed  to  give  facili- 
ties for  further  discussing  the  Spirit  Duty 
Clause,  which  was  rushed  through  Com- 
mittee, contrary  to  an  express  under- 
standing, without  any  reasonable  time 
having  been  allowed  for  considering  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  should 
like  further  time  to  consider  the  matter. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think 
there  was  any  great  difference  whether 
the  further  discussion  was  taken  in  Com- 
mittee or  on  Report  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  be  thought 
there  was  a  very  considerable  difference. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  imposition  of 
a  new  tax  had  ever  been  discussed  upon 
Report  without  having  been  first  settled 
in  Committee.  Thatwas  a  constitutional 
reason  against  considering  the  details  of 
the  clause  on  Report.  He  thought  that 
they  should  have  restored  to  them  the 
privilege  of  further  discussing  the  clause 
which,  through  a  misunderstanding,  they 
were  deprived  of  yesterday.  To  tell  them 
that  they  could  discuss  the  clause  on 
Report  was  to  restore  nothing  to  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed 
a  cordial  desire  to  see  that  everything 
that  went  wrong  yesterday  should  be  put 
right  in  the  future.  It  would  be  neces- 
sary that  some  amicable  arrangement 
should  be  arrived  at.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed that  they  should  discuss  it  on  a  new 
clause  or  by  re-committal  of  the  Bill  in 
respect  of  Clause  27  ? 


Str  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  would 
certainly  consider  how  it  might  be  done. 
He  had  not  really  thought  anything 
about  in  what  form  the  further  discussion 
should  be  taken.  He  fancied  that  they 
could  only  re-commit  a  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  striking  something  out  altogether 
or  with  a  view  of  substitution.  He 
understood  the  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  would  endea- 
vour to  give  him  the  opportunity  he 
asked  for. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  29. 

Mr.  martin  (Worcester,  Droitwich) 
said,  that  he  moved  the  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name  in  order  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  actual 
position  of  the  payers  of  Income  Tax, 
The  payment  was  to  be  made  in  pur- 
suance of  a  Resolution  of  the  House  and 
in  accordance  with  custom,  but  a  Reso- 
lution was  of  no  legal  force  till  it  had 
been  embodied  in  a  Bill,  and  till  that 
Bill  had   passed  into  an  Act  ratified  by 

the  approval  of  the  House.  He  thought 
that  the  imposition  of  new  and  increased 
taxation  by  a  mere  Resolution  was  a 
dangerous  practice,  and  he  believed  that 
the  Income  Tax  was  the  only  tax  which 
came  into  operation  in  this  manner  as 
an  increased  tax.  The  House  had  lately 
been  reminded  that  the  estate  of  a  recently 
deceased  person  had  been  rapidly  hurried 
over  in  order,  it  was  said,  to  avoid  the 
increased  Estate  Duty  ;  and  if  large  pay- 
ments could  be  thus  treated,  it  was  only 
just  that  the  smaller  individual  payments 
on  account  of  Income  Tax  should  be 
treated  in  a  similar  fashion.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  willing  to  admit  that 
if  the  Amendment  he  had  put  down  on 
this  occasion  were  accepted  by  the  House 
it  would  make  '^confusion  worse  con- 
founded." During  the  months  of  April, 
May,  and  June  the  interest  was  paid  on 
many  loans,  on  which  the  tax  had  been 
deducted  at  8d.  If  this  had  to  be  re- 
funded it  would  cause  very  considerable 
practical  trouble.  He  had,  therefore, 
no  intention  of  pressing  his  Amendment, 
but  he  begged  to  move  it  in  order  to 
elicit  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  statement 
of  the  exact  legal  position  of  the  payers 
of  Income  Tax  at  the  increased  rate. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17, 
line  33,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  which 
commenced  on  the  sixth  day  of  April," 
and  insert  the  words  '*  commencing  on 
the  first  day  of  August." — {Mr,  Martin.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

.  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  this  matter 
was  discussed  last  year  and  pretty  well 
threshed  out  on  a  Motion  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  until  the  Budget  Bill  was  passed 
the  actual  authority  for  levying  any  taxa- 
tion was  not  complete.  It  was  not  his 
fault  that  the  Budget  Bill  had  not  passed 
into  law  many  weeks  ago.  He  desired 
that  it  should,  but  apparently  it  had  been 
the  desire  of  the  House  that  it  should 
not.  The  question  was,  What  was  to  be 
done  in  the  interval  between  the  Budget 
Resolutions  and  the  passing  of  the  Bill  ? 
It  had  always  been  the  practice,  with 
reference  to  the  duties  of  Customs  and 
Excise,  that  they  should  be  levied  from 
the  date  of  the  Resolutions.  If  that 
were  not  done  the  Revenue  would  be 
seriously  injured.  If  this  Amendment 
\vere  carried,  there  would  be  four  months  of 
the  Income  Tax  sacrificed,  which  would 
be  extremely  injurious  to  the  country, 
bringing  about  a  deficit.  He  felt  sure  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  attempt  to 
disturb  a  practice  which  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
Iv6  venue 

Sir  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  had  been  requested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Dorset  (Mr. 
Wingfield-Digby)  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  that  hon.  Gentleman^s 
name.  It  was  one  of  the  most  important 
Amendments  to  be  moved  on  the  Bill. 
The  clause  provided  that  a  duty  of  8d. 
in  the  £1  should  be  charged  on  the 
annual  value  or  amount  of  property, 
profits,  and  gains  chargeable  under  Sche- 
dules (A),  (C),  (D),and  (E),and  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide  that  it 
should  be  the  net  and  not  the  gross 
value  that  should  be  so  charged.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  already 
made  a  concession  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  that,  he  should  think, 
rather  paved  the  way  for  taking  an 
equitable  view  of  this  Amendment.  If 
there  was  any  part  of  the  Bill  in  which 


they  might  have  equality  between    per- 
sonalty and  realty,  it  was  surely  in  Ineome 
Tax   assessment.      Up   to   the    present 
Income  Tax  had  always  been  paid  on  the 
gross  rental,  a  thing  which  was  disas- 
trous to  the  owners  of  realty.    Anjooe 
knowing  anything  about  realty  must  be 
aware  that  there  were  countless  expenses 
connected  with  it.     To  ascertain  the  net 
rental  of  property,  it  was   necessary   not 
only  to  deduct   all    burdens — all  famiij 
charges — but  all  repairs   to  the  eeUtte, 
which  ought  to  comprise  drainage,  dilapi- 
dations, and  certain  royalties  which  had  to 
be  paid  both  on  stone  and  minerals.  Xhen 
they  came  to  Land  Tax,  Property  Xax, 
the   parochial   rates,   various   charges — 
whether  payable  to  Local  Authorities  or 
to  the  Government.   There  were  also  the 
tithe  rent«charge,  the  chargef  or  repauB  aod 
renewal  of  buildings,  and  for  estate  labour, 
which  was  necessary  to  keep  the  estate  in 
a  proper  state  of  cultivation.     The  effect 
of  all  these  charges  was  that,  although 
a  landlord  lived  upon  an  estate,  and  was 
nominally  its  owner,  he  could  not  be  said 
to  possess  it.     If  he  did  his  duty  by  his 
tenants  he  had  to  spend  very  often  from 
40  to  60  per  cent,  on  every  £100  he  re- 
ceived  on  the  ordinary  up-keep  of  the 
estate.     He  knew  estates  which    were 
extremely   well  managed,  under  liberal 
covenants,  where  the  greatest  attention 
was  paid  not  only  to  the  tenantry,  but  to 
the  cottagers.      Considerable    improve* 
ments  were  made,  which,  no  doubt,  were 
not  of  pressing — that  was  to  say,  which 
could  be  put  off — from  time  to  time  in 
order  to  give  employment  to  the  labourers, 
but  no  deduction  was  made   from   the 
taxes   by  the    Crown.     There  was    no 
allowance  for  fire  insurance  and  manage- 
ment, or  in  respect  of  tenants  who  in  bad 
years   were  unable  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  their  leases.     This  con- 
dition of  things  had  already  been  recog- 
nised in  a  manner  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
In  the  31st  clause  of  the  Bill  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   proposed    to  allow  an 
abatement  of    10  per  cent.     But    that 
statement  would  not  look  at  this  matter. 
He  would  not  look  at  the  lepairs  and  con- 
sequent charges  upon  an  estate  kept  up  in 
a  proper  manner.     Therefore,  he    sub- 
mitted that  seeing  that  they  were  called 
upon  to   pay  an  equal  charge  with  per- 
sonalty, and  that  they  were  paying   12 
per  cent,  of  local  burdens  quite  indepen- 
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dent  of  Imperial  taxation,  he  thought 
they  should  be  put  on  equality  of  treat- 
ment, which,  he  understood,  was  one  of 
the  great  principles  of  the  Bill.  '  He 
humbly  submitted  that  the  reasons  he  had 
given  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  were 
conclusive. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
37,  after  the  word  "  the,"  to  insert  the 
word  "net."— (Sir  JIfar A  Stewart.) 

Question^  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
^net'  be  there  inserted." 

•Sib  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  ven- 
tured  to  submit  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
this  was  not  the  proper  place  to  raise  the 
question.  In  the  framework  of  the  Bill 
they  kept  the  Income  Tax  as  it  was  at 
present,  and  they  made  allowances  for 
the  subject-matter  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred.  That  was  done  in 
Clause  31.  It  was  on  that  clause  that 
the  question  would  arise  as  to  what 
allowances  were  to  be  made  from  the 
annual  value  of  land,  and  they  could  not 
deal  with  those  allowances  till  that  clause 
was  reached.  The  hon.  Member  would 
gain  no  advantage  by  endeavouring  to 
anticipate  Clause  31  ;  in  fact,  he  Sir  W. 
Harcourt)  was  not  at  all  sure  that  if  he 
pressed  the  Amendment,  and  the  insertion 
of  the  word  "net''  were  negatived,  it 
would  be  possible  afterwards  to  make 
allowances.  It  was  not  at  present  the 
desire  or  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  Income  Tax  should  be  levied 
on  the  gross  value  of  real  property. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  that  if  the  danger  foreshadowed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were 
a  real  one,  and  the  fact  of  the  word 
**  net "  being  negatived,  rendered  it  im- 
possible subsequently  to  make  allowances, 
that  would  be  a  reason  for  postponing  the 
diflouBsion  of  the  proposed  Amendment. 
On  this  point,  however,  he  should  like  to 
hear  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman. 

The  chairman  :  If  the  Amend- 
ment was  negatived  here  it  would 
seriously  embarrass  the  moving  of 
Amendments  in  the  same  sense  later  on. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  present  Amendment 
is  out  of  Order ;  still,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  this  appears  a  very  inconvenient 
place  to  move  it. 

Sib  mark  STEWART  said,  that 
after  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  he 
would  not  press  the  Amendment,  leaving 
the  matter  to  be  raised  on  Clause  31. 

VOL.  XXYI.  [foubth  series.] 
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Mr.  CHAPLIN  asked  for  a  ruling 
from  the  Chair  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
question  must  be  raised  now. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Raise  it,  but 
you  must  do  it  at  your  own  peril. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  have  already 
given  my  view,  that  if  this  Amendment 
were  pressed  and  negatived,  it  would 
seriously  interfere  with  anybody  who 
wished  to  amend  the  Bill  in  that  direc- 
tion on  Clause  31.  Of  course,  I  cannot 
answer  the  question  definitely  until  I 
have  seen  the  Amendments  to  Clause  31. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  rose  to  move,  in 
page  17,  line  38,  after  '^  gains,"  insert 
"derived  from  realised  property  of  any 
kind."  He  said,  if  his  Amendment  were 
accepted,  this  part  of  the  clause  would 
then  read, 

"  For  every  twenty  shillizigs  of  the  annual 
valae  or  amount  of  property,  profits,  and  gains 
derived  from  realised  property  of  any  kind 
chargeable  under  Schedules  (a),  (c),  (d),  or  (e) 
of  the  said  Act,  the  duty  of  eightpence." 

He  knew  very  well  that  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  replied,  he  would  say 
this  was  an  old  story.  He  thought  on 
the  last  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  had  heard  the  question  raised 
about  45  times.  Although  it  might  be 
very  interesting,  it  was  no  consolation  to 
the  sufferers  to  know  it  had  been  raised 
so  often,  and  yet  that  no  benefit  had  been 
given  them.  Although  this  matter  had 
been  put  off  from  year  to  year  since  1842, 
he  thought  they  ought  still  to  continue 
to  discuss  it;  and  in  the  same 
way  as  the  continual  dropping  of 
water  would  wear  away  a  stone,  so  the 
continual  bringing  up  of  this  matter 
might  make  an  impression  upon  the 
heart  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, which,  he  believed,  was  a  tender 
heart  when  it  could  be  got  at.  It  had 
always  been  held  that  there  was  an  im- 
mense practical  difference  between  in- 
comes derived  from  industry  and  those 
derived  from  realised  property,  and  that 
it  was  right  and  proper  there  should  be 
some  difference  of  taxation  in  regard  to 
them.  Since  1842,  when  the  Income 
Tax  was  established  on  its  present  basis, 
the  receipt  had  increased  enormously; 
and  as  the  increase  had  gone  on,  the 
burdens  had  fallen  more  and  more  upon 
that  very  hardworking  class  of  the  com- 


471 


Finance 


{COMMO^•S} 


Bili. 


472 


munity,  the  moderate  people  who  were 
engaged  in  the  absolute  indusirj  and 
work  of  the  country.  The  smaller  and 
middle  class,  and  the  lower  middle  class 
of  all  the  classes  in  the  world,  were  the 
most  deserving  of  their  careful  attention. 
They  were  really  the  backbone  of  the 
country,  carrying  on  its  great  commercial 
and  industrial  enterprises.  That  the 
taxation  of  this  class  should  be  fair  was 
of  supreme  importance  to  the  welfare  of 
the  country.  There  was  no  donbt  that 
the  further  increase  of  benefits  at  the 
bottom  of  the  scale  —  which  they  had 
not  yet  reached — would  help  a  good 
many,  but  they  would  not  touch  the 
point  he  was  aiming  at.  The  increase 
of  the  maximum  of  the  exemption  from 
£400  to  £600,  and  the  raising  the  ex- 
emption from  £120  to  £160,  were  advan- 
tageous to  smaller  persons.  But  these 
very  alterations  in  raising  the  limit  rather 
aggravated  the  grievance  to  which  he  was 
calling  attention,  because  the  person  who 
derived  £500  ayear  from  Consolswas  really 
a  comparatively  rich  man  compared  with 
the  man  who  only  got  £500  a  year,  which 
was  dependent  upon  his  life,  health,  and 
continued  industry.  Inasmuch  as  they 
were  going  to  exempt  all  persons  up  to 
£500  a  year,  whether  their  incomes  were 
derived  from  realised  property  or  from 
their  own  industry,  that  very  fact  rather 
accentuated  and  intensified  the  hardship 
to  which  the  persons  he  referred  to  had 
to  suffer,  and  further  emphasised  the 
necessity  for  a  change  in  the  direction 
he  indicated.  Glad  as  he  was  to  see  the 
extensions  which  had  been  made  in  the 
bottom  of  the  scale,  he  would  have  very 
much  preferred  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  this  very  revolutionary 
Budget,  should  have  gone  a  little  further 
in  this  direction,  and  made  a  revolution  in 
the  sense  of  changing  the  incidence  of 
taxation  with  regard  to  incomes  derived 
from  investments  of  capital  and  sponta- 
neous incomes.  The  two  persons  who 
received  their  income — the  one  from 
realised  property,  and  the  other  from  his 
own  work  and  industry,  contingent  on  his 
life— were  in  a  totally  different  position. 
The  one  derived  an  income  from  a  source 
which  continued  afjfcer  his  death,  and 
which  was  permanent  without  his  having 
to  put  anything  by  for  the  future  The 
man  who  had  the  same  moderate  income 
from  his  own  industry  was  hownd  to  pro- 
vide for  the  contingencies  of  life,  and  to 

Mr.  BarOey 


make  provision  for  his  family  in  the 
event  of  his  death.  To  make  adequate 
provisions  for  these  contingencies  would 
amount  to  a  tax  upon  him  of  at  least  2s.  ici 
the  £1,  whereas  the  man  who  had  the 
same  income  from  realised  property  was, 
of  course,  saved  the  entire  amount  of  that 
expenditure.  The  two  families  had  to 
pay  exactly  the  same  in  taxation  for 
all  purposes  ;  therefore,  it  was  clear  that 
one  man  was  immeDsely  better  off  than 
the  other.  But  under  the  proposed 
taxation  of  the  Government,  the  two 
were  to  be  taxed  esxactly  alike  in  respect 
to  their  incomes,  and  tliat  seemed  to 
him  a  great  hardship.  In  1842  Lord 
Brougham  distinctly  stated  that  it  wa&» 
expedient  to  make  a  distinction  betwecD 
the  income  derived  from  capital  and  the 
income  derived  from  industry,  levying  a 
smaller  Income  Tax  on  the  latter  than 
on  the  former.  In  the  same  year  Lord 
John  Russell  in  the  House  of  Commons 
supported  a  proposition  that  all  incomes 
derived  from  trade,  profession,  employ- 
ment, or  avocation,  should  be  almost  en- 
tirely exempted  from  the  Income  Tax 
then  proposed.  The  only  objections  he 
had  ever  heard  from  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer,  with  reference  to  an  Amende 
ment  of  this  character,  were  two.  In  the 
first  place,  it  was  said  there  were  a  certain 
number  of  rich  people  who  enjoyed 
these  industrial  income  .  No  doubt 
that  was  true  ;  but,  after  all,  it 
was  not  a  crime  for  a  man  to  be 
rich  from  the  result  of  his  industry, 
or  that  a  man  should  work  hard  and  be 
successful.  He  thought  there  was  even  a 
stronger  case  for  this  Amendment  now 
than  there  ever  had  been  before.  They 
had  heard  in  th^e  Debates  that  these 
excessive  Death  Duties  were  a  sort  ef 
compound  Income  Tax,  and  that  rich 
persons  were  to  pay  these  accumulated 
funds  on  death,  so  that  the  inequality 
was  to  be  levelled  up.  If  that 
were  so,  it  made  it  fairer  Ihey 
should  consider  this  change,  because 
the  great  argument  had  always  been 
with  regard  to  men  who  were  rich,  ajid 
who  derived  large  incomes  from  their 
industry,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  did  not  desire  to  esempt 
them.  Another  argument  against  the 
Amendment  was  the  trouble  that  woald 
be  involved  In  making  this  ehange«  He 
remembered  some  years  ago  the  preaeni 
Member  for  Midlothian,,  whom,  be 
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gretted  to  isaj,  they  were  not  to  see  again 
in  the  Hoose,  stating  that  to  change  and 
renuratige  the  Income  Tax  sjetem  wonld 
take  100  jears.  But  in  the  present 
Budget,  the  Uisonssions  on  which  had 
on]/  huted  three  weeks,  thej  had  oom- 
pletelj  altered  the  whole  fiscal  system 
of  the  Deftth  Duties,  so  that  he  was 
quite  sore  it  wonld  be  possible  to  alter 
the  whole  system  of  the  Income  Tax  in 
a  mnch  shorter  time ;  and  although  the 
trouble  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  permanent  oflScials  would 
be  great,  that  was  no  reason  why  they 
fboold  continue  to  inflict  this  hardship. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
that  these  graduatiou!^  proposed  by  the 
Bill,  to  a  certain  extent  in  a  rough-and- 
ready  sort  of  way,  met  the  several  points 
rat«ed  by  the  Amendment.  They  did  iu 
a  sense,  but  in  a  wrong  sense,  and  they 
did  not  touch  the  identical  points.  It 
was  quite  true  they  did  accumulate  sums 
to  be  paid  after  the  death  of  the  man, 
aod  inade  a  rough-and-ready  system  of 
■laking  the  richer  persons  pay  more  than 
they  did  now — which  he  did  not  object 
to — bat  they  did  not  in  any  way  distin- 
gniih  between  sponta neons  and  indus- 
trious incomes.  He  contended  that  such 
iDOomes  should  be  put  on  a  fair 
bftais ;  and  inasmuch  as  this  Bill  was 
going  to  revolutionise  the  system  of 
the  payment  of  Death  Duties,  it  seemed 
to  him  this  was  a  most  opportune  moment 
to  change  this  system  of  the  incidence 
of  the  Income  Tax.  Under  the  taxation 
of  the  Death  Duties,  life  insurance,  which 
one  of  the  large  items  the  prudent 
would  have  to  provide  for,  would 
be  heavily  taxed  after  death.  These 
p9noo»  who  had  small  industrial  incomes 
woold  be  obliged  more  than  ever  to 
More  their  lives,  and  under  this  system 
when  their  estates  fell  in  at  their  death 
a  very  large  sum  of  money  would  be 
from  the  amount  of  their  life  in- 
mee,  and  they  were  to  be  taxed  ex- 
actly the  same,  and  not  in  any  way  lees, 
mm  those  who  derived  their  incomes  from 
fwaliaed  property.  He  supposed  the 
Chaaoellor  of  the  Exchequer  wonld  say 
tlus  was  another  of  those  attacks  they 
hmA  been  making  upon  diflferent  parts  of 
tbe  Budget  proposals,  and  that  he  could 
DOi  atford  to  make  this  change.  He  had 
BO  doobt  that  scarcity  of  money  was  one 
of  the  great  eries  of  the  day,  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  say  at 


once  that  if  this  proposal  were  carried 
it  would  mean  a  reduction  of  his  re- 
ceipts. What  he  (Mr.  Bartley)  said 
was,  that  the  raising  of  the  mcmey 
necessary  for  carrying  on  the  Empire 
should  be  raised  in  a  fair  and  proper 
manner.  They  were  bound  to  consider, 
in  the  raising  of  taxation,  that  the 
greatest  possible  fahmess  should  be  used ; 
and  when  they  were  changing,  especially 
their  great  fiscal  sytem,  they  should  make 
it  as  fair  as  they  could  in  every  possible 
direction.  Everybody  agreed  as  to  the 
justice  of  the  principle  embodied  in  the 
Amendment,  and  the  only  person  who 
was  disinclined  to  carry  it  out  was  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  because  he 
knew  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  reduce 
the  receipts.  The  present  system  was  a 
great  hardship  on  the  widow  who  was 
entitled  to  the  relief  which  would  be 
given  by  the  Amendment,  whilst  every- 
body agreed  that  what  the  Amendment 
sought  to  remedy  was  a  standing 
grievance  which  ought  to  be  done  away 
with.  He  begged  to  propose  the  Amend* 
ment,  which  he  earnestly  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  see 
his  way  to  accept. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17, 
line  38,  after  the  word  '*  gains,**  to 
insert  the  words  'Merived  from  realised 
property  of  any  kind.** — (Mr,  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  observed  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  said  that  the  constant 
dropping  of  water  would  wear  away  a 
stone.  He  (Sir  W.  Harconrt)  was  the 
unfortunate  stone. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  No,  I  said  you 
were  the  tender  heart. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  at 
any  rate  he  hoped  this  constant  dripping 
would  not  knock  a  hole  in  his  Budget. 
The  Amendment  raised  a  question  of 
principle  which  had  been  discussed  over 
aod  over  again*  The  hon.  Member 
knew  that  the  matter  had  been  examined 
carefully  in  recent  times,  and  the  Com- 
mittee over  which  the  late  Sir  StafTord 
Northoote  presided  declared  that,  plausible 
as  it  might  appear,  the  proposal  to  make 
a  distinction  between  industrial  and 
permanent  incomes  was  totally  imprac- 
ticable. The  remedy  must  he  sought 
in  another  direction,  and  first  of  all 
they  must   put    upon   pealised   incomes, 
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not  under  the  Income  Tax  but  in  some 
other  form,  a  larger  share  of  taxation. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  should  be  more  distinction  between 
the  two  classes  of  income,  and  a  distinc- 
tion had  been  made.  For  instance,  if 
thej  had  not  raised  more  money  bj  the 
Death  Duties  upon  realised  estates  they 
must  have  raised  a  greater  sum  from  the 
Income  Tax,  and  it  was  for  that  very 
reason  the  Government  were  making  the 
proposal  to  which  the  Amendment  had 
reference.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  was  really  in  lieu  of  an 
increase  of  the  Income  Tax,  which  must 
have  been  made  but  for  the  proposal  in 
reference  to  the  Death  Duties.  As  was 
pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian,  that  was  essentially  the 
direction  in  which  they  should  proceed, 
in  order,  to  a  certain  degree,  to  remedy 
the  very  evil  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  complained.  Small  trades- 
men would  be  immensely  benefited 
under  this  Budget  —  that  was  to 
say,  tradesmen  whose  incomes  were 
under  £600  a  year,  and  that  class  form^ 
one  of  the  most  important  elements  in 
society.  The  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment, however,  would  exclude  from  this 
charge  all  the  great  manufacturers, 
brewers,  bankers,  and  others  who  would 
pay  under  the  6d.  scale  instead  of  the  8d. 
scale,  while  it  would  include  under  the 
higher  charge  the  widow  with  a  pension 
or  an  annuity  of  £100  a  year,  because 
she  had  a  fixed  income.  Therefore, 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  with 
small  fixed  incomes  would  have  to  pay 
on  a  higher  scale  than  persons  with 
much  larger  incomes  derived  from  in- 
dustry. This  matter  had  been  con- 
sidered over  and  over  again,  and  the 
Government  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BOnSFI£LD  said,  he  had  fore- 
seen there  was  very  little  hope  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  giving  way 
on  this  question  ;  but  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  made  the  Motion  would 
remain  importunate  and  press  the  matter 
until  he  had  got  a  lietter  answer  than  that 
he  had  just  received.  There  were,  of 
course,  practical  diflBeulties  in  the  way, 
and  he  should  recommend  that  his  hon. 
Friend  should  not  make  so  sweeping  a 
proposal.  Instead  of  Applying  it  to  all 
incomes,  spontaneous  or  industrial,   he 

Sir  W.  Hareourt 


might   begin   by  applying  it   to  purely 
precarious  incomes. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Say  the 
income  of  lawyers. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  surely  do  something  by 
way  of  remedy.  Take  the  case  of  a 
spontaneous  income  of  £500  as  against  a 
professional  man's  income  of  £1,000  a 
year — say  the  income  of  a  lawyer,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  sug- 
gested. The  professional  man's  income 
was  one  which  depended  upon  his  own 
health  and  strength,  and  he  was  in  a  very 
much  inferior  position  to  the  man  whose 
income  was  a  spontaneous  one  of  £500  a 
year.  There  was,  in  fact,  a  great  in- 
equality, and  they  must  go  on  pressing  this 
matter  yearafter  year  until  it  was  remedied. 
In  addition  to  lawyers  and  other  profes- 
sional men  there  were  a  large  number  of 
clerks  whose  incomes  were  precarious 
and  dependent  solely  upon  the  mainten- 
ance of  their  health  and  strength,  and 
these,  he  submitted,  ought  to  be  treated 
on  a  wholly  different  scale  from  those  who 
had  corresponding  incomes  derived  from 
investments.  Perhaps,  if  his  hon.  Friend 
confined  his  efforts  to  the  classes  whose 
earnings  were  precarious,  he  would  have 
a  better  chance  of  success.  If  a  person 
was  able  to  prove  that  his  income  would 
cease  in  case  of  illness  or  death  he  ought 
certainly  to  be  entitled  to  an  abatement 
of  25  or  20  per  cent.,  or  some  figure  of 
about  that  kind.  That  was  a  practical  sug- 
gestion which  might  be  acceded  to  with- 
out difficulty. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Islington 
was  most  consistent  in  pressing  this  pro- 
posed alteration  upon  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  no  matter  which 
Party  were  in  power,  but  he  would  have 
probably  anticipated  that  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  himself  and  the  otho* 
occupants  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
to  support  the  Amendment,  which  was 
no  doubt  very  plausible  and  appealed  to 
their  sympathies  in  the  interests  of  a 
struggling  class.  There  were  always 
two  questions  to  be  considered  in  dealing 
with  a  particular  tax — first,  the  principle 
of  equality  as  between  individual  ud 
individual ;  and,  secondly,  the  praotioa- 
bility  of  carrying  out  any  special  change. 
He  thought  that  if  his  hon.  Frigid  were 
to  feel  that  the  proposed  change  woald 
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hmT6  the  eifect  of  knocking  to  piaoes  to 
Tftloable  an  inAtrumeot  of  taxation  as 
the  Income  Tax  nndoabtedij  was^he  would 
•ee  that  there  had  been  adduced  against 
his  proposal  an  agnroent  which  practical 
policicianB  could  not  overlook.  Every 
■occessive  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  forced  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  proposed  reform  was  not  one  which 
ooald  be  carried  out  with  safety  to  the 
administration  of  the  country.  Ue 
thonghc  that  his  hon.  Friend  should,  for 
this  year  at  any  rate,  rest  satisfied  with 
the  concei«sions  which  had  been  made  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
fisvour  of  small  incomes. 

Mb.  hartley  said,  that  bis  right 
hoQ.  Friend  was,  of  course,  tarred  with 
the  same  bmsh  as  the  ChanceUor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  regard  to  this  proposaL 
He  should,  however,  keep  pegging  away, 
for  be  was  satisfied  that  the  matter  was 
growing,  and  that  a  happy  day  would  at 
laet  oome  wheu  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  arise  who  would  see 
cbat  justice  was  done.  The  public  were 
being  educated  up  to  it,  and,  when  that 
edocatioo  was  complete,  no  Chancellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  would  be  able  to  resist. 
In  answer  to  the  suggestion  of  bis  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney,  he 
might  say  that  when  be  bad  brought 
forward  his  proposal  in  a  modified  form  it 
was  objected  to  on  the  ground  of  its  being 
hrooght  forward  in  driblets.  Under  tbe 
preeeot  circnmstaaces,  be  was  satisfied 
with  the  discussion,  and  begged  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

CouwEL  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central),  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment to  maintain  tbe  Income  Tax  at  7d., 
aatd  :  The  two  years  during  which  Her 
Majesty^B  present  Advit<eri$  have  been  in 
power  have  lieen  distinguished  by  ImuI 
trade,  by  lower  incomes,  by  diminished 
employment.  They  have  been  pret^sed 
in  vain  for  remedial  measures.  Their 
only  answer  has  lieen  an  increase  of 
taxation.  The  Income  Tax,  a  War  Tax 
in  its  origin,  is  to  be  raised  to  8d.  On 
behalf  of  the  industrial  community  I  re- 
present, I  have  put  down  an  Amendment 
protesting  against  ibis  increase.  Heavy 
ae  have  been  the  losses  of  traders  during 
the  past  two  years  they  would  not  object 
to  the  increased  burden  if  the  iuterestH  of 


the  country  demanded  it,  if  there  was  a 
war  or  other  great  national  calamity,  for 
they  know  that  the  safety  of  the  nation 
is  essential  to  good  trade.  But  this 
additional  Id.  in  the  £1  has  been  put  on 
to  produce  a  mere  £330,000.  The  re- 
ductions made  on  small  incomes  are  so 
unimportant  as  not  to  be  worthy  of  notice. 
By  some  process  of  jugglery  the  incomes 
under  £500  a  year  may  not  have  to  pay 
more  and  even  somewhat  less  with  an 
Income  Tax  at  8il.  than  they  had  when 
it  was  at  7d.  ;  but  if  it  had  been  left  at  7d. 
for  all,  there  would  not  be  so  much  to 
complain  of, although  theConservativeGd. 
in  peace  time  is  ample.  The  Member  for 
Islington  has  long  endeavoured  to  obtain 
a  different  rate  of  taxation  on  incomes  de- 
rived from  personal  exertion  and  on  those 
arising  from  investment.  He  has  tried 
again  to-night,  but  without  success.  I 
agree  with  him  entirely,  but  no  such 
differentiation  ui  to  be  found  in  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  or  will  be  accepted  by 
the  Government.  The  tax  under  Schedule 
(D)  extends  to  tbe  profits  of  trades,  pro- 
fessions, employments,  or  vocations 
carried  on  or  exercised  in  the  United 
Kingdom  or  elsewhere  by  persons  residing 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  It  is  this  tax^ 
which  the  Member  for  Midlothian  has 
represented  as 

'*an  engine  of  gigantic  power  for!grest  natioiutl 
purpoHeti,  but  attendol  by  drcomstances  in  ite 
operation  which  make  it  liifficnlt,  perhaps  im- 
pomib'e,  or  at  any  rate  not  tiesirable,  to  main- 
tain it  aaaportionof  thcpermaoentaodonlinary 
finance.** 

Twenty  years  ago  he  contemplated 
its  ^*  total  and  absolute  repeal.^*  A 
tax  upon  home  trade  must  be  made  as 
light  as  possible,  and  especially  when 
tbat  home  trade  is  in  tbe  woeful  plight 
of  the  present  time.  The  last  thing  that 
should  be  contemplated  is  its  increase 
save  under  dire  necessity.  This  does  not 
happily  now  exist,  for  £1,460,000  of  the 
£1,780,000  the  increased  Ux  is  to  pro- 
duce is  simply  given  to  assist  other 
people  to  meet  the  8d.  tax.  It  is  an  un- 
fair tax.  It  will  entail,  as  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  declared  on  Income  Tax 
on  trades  generally, 

**a  oontiderable  amount  of  trouble,  iM>me* 
timen  tuch  an  amount  an  to  (H>DAtituto  in  iti^elf 
a  MTiouH  tax  U|M)n  patience  nml  time,dif9cultieA 
which  clearly  ouf^ht  not  to  be  encountcretl  ex- 
cept fi)r  the  Hake  of  a  large  b(*nefit,  amt  except 
ou  m-coant  of  an  impcnouM  and  afaHolnt« 
demand.** 
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Id  bis  Badget  speeoh  for,  1890  the  right 
hon.  GhBdtfenyiD  the  Member  for  St. 
George\  Hanover  Square^  ia  reducing 
the  Inccme  Tax^  said — 

"The  extra  2d.  Was  impofied  for  a  special 
parposef  at  a  special  time,  wheo  there  were 
special  exigcndes.*' 

That  *^  imperious  and  absolute  demand/* 
these  **  special  exigencies,**  do  not  exist 
now.  All  must  admit  it  is  also  a  tax 
which  works  especially  badljr  in  times  of 
bad  trade,  bad  debts,  short  credit,  and 
want  of  confidence.  The  Income  Tax 
Commissioners  discharge  theirduties  well, 
but  the  instructions  of  the  Board  of  In- 
land Revenue  in  1874  are  not  always 
remembered  as  they  should  be.  They 
said — 

**  The  Board  feel  that  they  canoot  too  strongly 
express  their  disapprobation  of  any  persons 
being  charged  on  sams  beyond  their  probable 
amount  of  income  merely  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
ducing them  to  appeal.  The  Gommiasiooers 
make  also  known  the  provision  in  the  law 
allowing  an  appeal  to  the  Special  Commissioners 
instead  of  to  District  Commissioners,  the  neigh- 
boniB,  and  possibly  rivals,  of  the  taxpayer  dis- 
puting the  amount  of  the  charge  made  upon 
him/* 

This  is  all  very  well,  but  an  appeal  to  the 
Special  Commissioners  takes  a  great 
deal  of  time  and  a  great  deal  of  money. 
The  great  majority  of  traders  are  practi- 
cally driven  to  disclose  ttieir  affairs  to 
their  fellow  townsmen.  I  am  not  saying 
the  Income  Tax  Commissioners  are  not 
as  a  whole  scrupulously  honest  and 
honourable  men,  but,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
an  impression  is  very  prevalent  that  the 
exhibition  of  a  falling  trade  and  of  heavy 
losses  inflicts  an  irreparable  blow  on  the 
local  credit  on  which  business  is  sus- 
tained. Little  by  little,  the  news  oozes 
out,  and  is  very  prejudicial  to  the  un- 
fortunate individual,  especially  when  the 
Income  Tax  Commissiouers  (who  are 
appointed  by  the  Land  Tax  Commis- 
siouers, and  whose  addresses  and  occupa- 
tions are  not  even  known  to  the  Treasury) 
are  managers  and  dii^ectors  of  local  banks. 
Will  they  make  no  use  of  their  know- 
ledge if  application  is  nuide  for  an 
advance  or  an  overdraft?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  himself  admitted 
in  his  Financial  Statement  that  the  year 
1893  was 


He  had  the  whole  Ho^uae  with  htm  wheo 
he 


it 


an  ill-starred  year,  attended  by  serious 
diminutions  of  income  from  agricultural  de« 
prenion,  and  shrinkage  of  dividemls/* 

Colonel  Howard  Vincent 


^  It  is  no  nse  meddling  with  flaall  taxeai, 
which  irritate  and   enbarmfis  tmall  traders 
without  prodnoing  any  considerable  revenue.'* 

What  is  this  additional  Id.  in  the  £1,  to 
be  levied  upon  Umdera^  but  ao  iiritation 
and  embarrassment  to  produce  an  iosigolB* 
cant  amount-*-a  mere  £330,000.  On 
his  own  arguments  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  readily  to  accept  this 
Amendment,  the  only  one  I  have  moved* 
The  sum  is  so  trifling  that  it  will  oot 
aflfect  the  whole  Budget,  and  it  can  be 
readily  supplied,  if  essential,  in  many 
different  ways.  It  is  no  part  of  my  duty 
to  show  my  right  hon.  Friend  how  he 
can  best  obtain  the  sum.  There  are 
many  easy  methods.  I  will  name  one. 
He  has  declared  himself  anxious  in  hit 
Budget  to  make  foreign  and  colonial 
property  oontrlbnte  its  quota  towards  the 
taxation  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
can  by  a  mere  Resolution  of  the  House 
obtain  this  som  of  £330,000,  and  more, 
from  the  foreigner,  by  a  registration  fee 
of  only  iOs.  per  £100  ad  valorem  on  the 
£65,000,000  of  goods  coming  from  other 
countries,  fully  manufactured  by  foreign 
labour,  to  compete  with  British  labour. 
Five  per  cent,  on  these  goods  would  give 
hbn  £3,250,000,  and  no  one  would  feel 
it.  That  would  be  doing  something  that 
would  bean  instalment  of  that  justice  for 
labour,  that  justice  which  is  denied  it  at 
the  present  time,  and  especially  by  the 
Liberal  Party  in  Sheffield.  I  b^  to 
move,  therefore,  that  the  ^*  eightpence  '* 
proposed  remain  at  the  present  amount 
of  *^  seveupence,^*  in  itself  Id.  in  the  £1 
too  much,  except  in  the  case  of  war. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
39,  to  leave  out  the  word  "eightpence," 
and  insert  the  word  "  seven  pence." — 
{Colonel  Howard  Vincent,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  eightpence*  stand  part  of  the  Chiuse.** 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that 
he  found  it  difficult  to  treat  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment seriously.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  obtained  bis 
heart  V  desire  when  the  House  of 
Commons  had  voted  an  increase  of 
£4,000,000  in  the  sum  to  l>e  spent  upon 
the  Navy,  and  he  had  no  fault  to  find 
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whhIAs  cotttfifettiicjr,  for  hte  had  votedl 
i^gatnst  tH6  DfMfith  Duties,  the  Beer  Doty, 
atid'tlie  Spirit  /  Dat;^,  iind  now  he  was 
goin^  to  viie  tigklimt'  the  Income  Tax. 
"f  herefore,  as  far  as  the  action  of  the  bou. 
-and  galhint  Member  was  concerned,  the 
Goyefnment  would  be  unable  to  obtain  a 
single  }d.  towards  the  £4,00a,000  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant^  Member  was  so 
iinxions  should  be  spent  upon  the  Navj. 
fle  would  also  deprive  incomes  of  below 
^|5(X)  a  jear  of  the  allowance  he  (Sir  W. 
ETarcourt)  proposed  to  give  them.  The 
allowance  that  was  to  be  made  under 
Schedule  (A)  was  far  larger  than  at 
present.  The  owners,  of  small  house 
pjpopertj  in  Sbeffield  and  elsewhere  were 
going  to  get  16  per  cent.  The  result  of 
adopting  this  Amendment  would  be  to 
deprive  them  ef  all  this  advantage. 
There  was  manj  a  m^an  whose  income 
was  largely  invested  in  honse  property. 
Si!ich  a  roan  would  get  ^he  advantage  of 
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this  abatement   and    also   of   the  other    Amendment. 


in  its  mother*s  milk  to  ask  the  agnealtoral 
interest  to  pay  icr  guarding  the  food 
supplies  which  were  ruining  thai  interest. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  agri* 
cuiturists  at  all  objected  to  having  an 
extra  burden  placed  on  their  backs  in 
order  to  increase  the  strength  of  the  Navy ; 
and  he  believed  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  charged  them  four  times 
as  much  for  obtaining  an  efficient  Navy, 
not'one  of  them  would  have  grumbled.  It 
was  not  for  him  (Major  Rasch)to  suggest 
means  of  increasing  the  Revenue  to  a 
gentleman  who  Loi^  Rosebery  said .  the 
other  day  had  risen  at  one  bound  to  the 
first  rank  of  EuropcHU  financiers  ;  but  ha 
might  say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  if  he  would  put  a  duty  on  imported 
manufactured  goods,  inclusive  of  fckxi 
stuffs,  he  would  hand  down  his  name  to 
a  posterity  which  would  never  forget  him* 
On  behalf  of  the  agricultural  interest  he 
(Major  Rasch)  cordially   supported  the 


abatement.  He  would  get  a  double 
advantagi9-Han  advanta/ge  of  which  every 
one  of  these  men  was  keenly  sensitive, 
and  of  which  '6 very  one  of  them  was  to 
be  deprived  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member.  He  hopeit  the  hon.  Mem*- 
ber  would  not  persevere  with  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  character,  which  he  was 
<)«iite  sni^e  woYtld  nttt  receive  the  approval 
of  the  House. 

'  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said,  he 
bbped'tli^ 'Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  not  think  that  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  the  agricultural  Members 
were  taking  the  part  of  the  millionaires. 
Those  who  represented  the  agricultural 
interest  objected  to  the  extra  Id.  on  the 
Income  Tax  because  it  fell  directly  on 
thelt  Imcks,  and  they  were  not  at  all 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
Che  abatement  he  gave  1/hem. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Will  the  hon. 
Und  gallant  Member  give  that  up? 

Major  RASCH  said,  he  would  not, 
bi^tise  he  thought  that  half  a  loaf  was 
b^ter  than  no  bread.  The  extra  taxation 
wiis  needed  foi'  strengthening  the  Navy. 
One  of  th^  primary  uses  of  a  strong  and 
efflcfrency  Navy  was  to  guard  the  food 
stfpplies  of  'the  people.  There  was  a 
popillation  iDf  35,000,000  people  in  the 
British  Isles,  and  thefe  was  only  food 
enotigh  to  supply  them  for  two  months  in 
th^  year.    It  wks  rather^  seething  the  kid  |  was'as  clear  as  two  and  two  made  foar.*^ 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayea  123  ; 
Noes  16. — (Division  List,  No.  136.)       ., 

♦Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Unit 
versity)  said,  he  now  rose  to  move  to  omit 
the  words  ^'  the  duty  of  4d.*'  The  clause 
would  then  run,  "  In  England,  Scotland^ 
and  Ireland  the  duty  of  3d.''  As  it  stood 
in  the  Bill  the  English  farmers*  would 
pay  4d.,  while  the  Scotch  or  Irish  &rmer 
was  called  on  for  dd.  only. . .  His  object 
was,  of  course,  to  place  the  English 
farmer  on  the  same  footing  as  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  farmer.  When  Sir  Robert 
Peel  introduced  the  Income  Tax  in  1841 
he  intended  to  treat  the  English  and 
Scotch  farmer  alike.  Subsequently, 
however,  he  proposed  this  difference, 
presumably  in  consequence  of  pressure 
from  Scotch  Members.  The  statements 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
with  reference  to  this  subject  had  beeu 
conflicting.  When  he  (Sir  J.  Lubbock), 
asked  the  question  and  moved  an  Amend- 
ment this  year  on  the  Budget  Resolution^: 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  somewhat 
severe,'  and  said  he  was  the  only  man  in 
the  House  who  did  not  kqow.  Every* 
one  else,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
knew  the  answer. — 

'*  The  reason  was  that,  whereas  in  Scotlanfll 
and-  Ireland  the  tenant  made  the  repairs, 
England  they  were  made  by  the  landlord. 
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Bat  when  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
asked  the  same  qnestion  last  year  be  did 
not  know  himself,  for  he  said — 

*'  I  am  ashamed  to  say  I  cannot  answer  the 
question  as  to  the  origin  of  the  dlfleienoe 
between  the  three  countries ;  it  is  lost  in 
antiquity.  Whether  it  was  the  Treasury,  or 
whether  it  orighiated  in  the  Articles  of  the 
Union  I  do  not  know,  but  I  should  imagine 
it  was  founded  upon  some  notion  of  difference 
in  relation  to  prices  in  the  various  countries." 

Last  year,  therefore,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  he  did  not  know 
the  reason  himself.  This  year  he  said 
that  he  (Sir  J.  Lubbock),  was  the  only  man 
in  the  House  who  did  not  know  the 
answer.  Last  year  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  supposed  it  was  owing 
to  some  notion  of  difference  in  prices, 
this  year  it  was  because  in  England 
the  landlord  did  the  repairs.  As  re- 
gards last  yearns  reason  it  is,  of 
course,  obvious  that  there  could  be  no 
sufficient  difference  in  prices  between 
districts  so  near  and,  indeed,  actually 
contiguous,  as  to  justify  the  differ- 
ence. This  year  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  the  reason  was  be- 
cause in  England  the  repairs  were  made 
by  the  landlord,  while  in  Scotiand  and 
Ireland  they  were  made  by  the  tenant 
But,  as  he  had  already  pointed  out,  and 
as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney)  showed  more  in 
detail  immediately  afterwards,  so  far 
from  this  being  a  reason  for  charging  the 
English  farmer  more  than  the  Scotch 
and  Irish,  it  would  be  a  reason  for 
charging  the  Scotch  and  Irish  more  than 
the  English.  Suppose  a  farm  taken  for 
£400  a  ye^r  with  repairs  amounting  to 
£100  done  by  the  landlord.  If,  on  the  con- 
trary, the  arrangement  had  been  that  the 
tenant  did  the  repairs,  he  would  pay,  say 
£300.  While  then  under  the  English 
system  the  rent  would  be  £400,  under  the 
Scotch  it  would  be  £300,  the  profit  re- 
maining the  same.  The  English  farmer 
ought,  therefore,  to  pay  a  lower,  not  a 
higher,  rate  than  the  Scotch.  But 
it  must  be  admitted,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  the  difference  in  the  Scotch 
law  as  to  rates  must  also  be  taken  into 
consideration.  This  teuded  to  some  ex- 
tent in  the  other  direction.  Eren,  how- 
ever, if  the  rates  were  allowed  for,  the 
English  farmer  would  still  be  at  a  disad- 
vantage. He  did  not,  however,  press  this. 
What  they  asked  was  that  all  farmers, 

Sir  J,  Lubbock 


whether  in  England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland, 
might  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  and 
treated  alike.  He  hoped  in  this  Amend- 
ment for  the  support  of  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers. He  was  not  asking  for  any  ex- 
emption on  behalf  of  English  fanners,  but 
only  asked  that  farmers  in  all  the  division* 
of  the  country  should  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing.  It  was  a  simple  act  of 
justice,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  re- 
fused by  the  Chancellor  of  theExchequer* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
4,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  the  duty  of 
fourpence." — {Sir  J.  Lubbock.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word» 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pert  of  the 
Clause." 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  on  the  former  occasioik 
when  the  subject  was  brought  fcMward 
he  had  promised  that  it  should  receive 
his  careful  attention,  and  he  was  willing 
to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  In  making  that  conces- 
sion, however,  he  hoped  his  right  hon» 
Friend  would  recollect  that  he  lost  %. 
considerable  amount  in  the  way  of  Re- 
venue, and,  therefore,  that  this  conces- 
sion would  uot  be  treated  aa  a  precedent 
for  still  further  endeavouring  to  get  con- 
cessions out  of  his  pockets.  The  real 
truth  was,  that  the  farmer  now  whose 
rent  was  £300  a  year  paid  nothing  to  the 
Income  Tax,  so  that  the  assumption  that 
this  Amendment  would  relieve  small 
farmers  was  all  nonsense,  and  this  was 
not  a  motion  for  the  relief  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  England.  If  a  man  paid  a 
rent  of  £800  a  year  he  was  rated  for  the 
Income  Tax  at  £400,  then  he  got  an 
allowance  of  £160,  so  that  even  a  maa 
rented  at  £800  a  year  paid  little  or 
nothing  to  the  Income  Tax.  This  de- 
mand was  made  not  on  behalf  of  the 
farmers,  but  on  behalf  of  the  landowners 
who  farmed  their  own  land.  They  were 
the  only  people  who  really  paid  under 
the  Schedule.  The  ordinary  tenant*^ 
farmer  of  England  paid  nothing  at  aU» 
and  this  Amendment  was  a  measure  ot 
relief  to  the  gentlemen  who  farmed  their 
own  laud,  and  who  would  now  get  a  re^ 
duction  upon  their  Ineome  Tax.  That, 
was  really  the  only  class  who  woolA 
benefit  by  this  Amendment,  A  farmer* 
whose  rent  was  £300  a  year  woulil  QOt, 
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pay  a  single  farthing  to  the  Ineome  Tax. 
It  had  been  said  that  this  waa  a  matter 
in  which  the  Welsh  fanners  were  also 
interested,  but  how  many  Welsh  fanners 
were  there  who  paid  more  than  £300  a 
year?  This  was  not  going  to  be  a 
benefit  to  that  class  at  all,  but  to  the 
landowners,  and  those  who  farmed  farms 
of  £1,000  a  year.  Those  were  the 
people  who  were  going  to  benefit  by  this 
Amendment.  As  to  the  alleged  inequa- 
lities affecting  farmers  in  one  particular 
county  as  compared  with  others,  those 
inequalities  were  rather  apparent  than 
real.  As  he  was  going  to  make  this 
concession  he  hoped  his  right  boo.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  London  University 
and  his  aUies  would  defend  him  against 
any  demands  which  might  be  made  by 
Scotch  and  Irish  Members  for  a  reduction 
in  their  respective  countries  because 
of  the  reduction  they  had  made 
in  England.  He  hoped  they  would 
support  him  in  this  doctrine  of 
equality  of  which  they  were  to  reap  the 
advantage,  and  that  having  been  robbed 
out  of  one  pocket  there  would  nbt  be  an 
attempt  to  rob  him  out  of  the  other. 
He  should  accept  the  Amendment,  and 
he  could  only  hope  that  all  the  benefits 
which  the  right  hon.  Grcntlemau  antici- 
pated would  be  derived  from  it. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
was  obliged  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
JBxchequer  for  making  this  concession, 
but  combated  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's  statement  that  it  would  benefit 
not  the  farmers  but  the  landlords. 
Those  landlords  who  had  farms  in  their 
own  hands  for  the  purpose  of  estate 
management  would  not  benefit  in  any 
particular  degree  by  it. 

Sir  W.  HABCOUKT  :  Are  there  no 
landlords  in  England  who  have  farms  on 
their  own  hands  ? 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  Oh,  then  they  are 
a  deserving  class,  because  the  farms  on 
their  hands  must  be  farms  which  they 
can  get  no  farmers  to  take.  I  was 
speaking  of  those  landlords  who  were 
in  the  position  that  they  were  not 
obliged  to  farm  the  land. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew,  W.) 
moved  an  Amendment  to  leave  out 
'*  threepence,"  and  insert  ^Uwopeuce," 
his  object   being    to   give  relief   to  the 


agriculturists  of  Scotland  in  the  ma4;ter 
of  the  Income  Tax. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  This  Amend* 
meut  would  not  be  in  Order,  as  the 
Committee  have  decided  that  the  duties 
shall  be  equal  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  :  I  desire  to  point 
out  that  the  matter  was  put  separately, 
and  the  duty  in  England  has  been  passed 
at  threepence.     ["  No."] 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber does  not  appear  to  appreciate  what 
has  taken  place.  The  clause  now  runs 
that  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland 
respectively  the  duty  shall  be  threepence, 
therefore  the  Committee  have  already 
decided  that  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  are  to  pay  a  duty  of  threepence. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  :  Then  I  shall 
venture  to  move  to  leave  out  '*  Scotland 
and  Ireland." 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Yes,  that  would 
be  in  Order. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  then  formally  moved 
to  leave  out  of  the  clause  the  words 
^'  Scotland  and  Ireland."  He  said,  it 
did  seem  to  him  that  if  his  Amendment 
were  not  accepted  a  great  injustice  would 
be  done  in  regard  to  Scotland.  He 
examined  the  conditions  under  which  the 
English  and  Scotch  farmers  respectively 
held,  and  he  pointed  out  that  in  1842  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  speaking  ou  this  very  sub- 
ject, pointed  out  that  the  peculiarity  of 
the  case  was  this :  that  in  Scotland  the 
local  charges  were  generally  borne  by 
tbe  landlord,  and  in  England  by  the 
tenant.  That  constituted  the  reason 
why  a  distinction  was  made  in  the  Act 
of  1806,  and  Sir  Robert  Feel  said  he 
readily  admitted  that  it  would  not  be 
quite  fair  to  tax  the  tenants  of  the  two 
countries  in  precisely  the  same  ratio.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  now, 
however,  proposing  to  Ax.  the  same  ratio 
for  the  two  countries,  and  in  doing  that 
he  would  be  doing  a  great  injustice  to 
the  Scottish  farmers  who,  on  account  of 
the  dificrence  in  the  conditions  of  their 
tenancies  by  which  the  local  charges 
were  borne  by  the  landlord,  had  to  pay  a 
heavier  rent  than  their  English  brethren, 
and  would  consequently  feel  this  taxation 
all  the  more.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  agree  to  the  reduction  of 
the  charge  which  he  now  proposed. 
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AmendneDt  proposed,  in  pago  18,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  tbe  words  *'  Sootlaod  and 
Ireland  respectiveW.'l-v-^Jlfr.  Bensktmo.) 

QueBtioD  proposed,  '*  That  tbe  words 
proposed  to  be  (eft  out  stand  part  of  tbe 
Clause." 

Sm  W.  UAKCOUBT  expressed  tbe 
tiope.  that  the  right  boo.  Baronet  tbe 
Member  for  the  London  University  was 
DOW  satisfied  with  tbe  work  he  bad  done. 
As  he  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  anticipated,  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  satisfy  the 
landlords,  whether ^in  England,  Scotland, 
or  Ireland.  Non  missura  cutem  nisi 
plena  cruoris  hirudo.  They  were  like  the 
daughters  of  tbe  horse-leech.  Their  cry 
Vas  **  Give,  give,  give,"  and  the  more  that 
was  given  the  more  they  asked.  He  need 
ijibt  say  that  be  should  refuse  this  fresh 
demand. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  him,  if  he  was 
satisfied  with  what  had  just  been  done, 
to  support  the  Government  against  any 
such  Amendment  as  that  now  proposed, 
and  he  certainly  trusted  that  it  wonid  not 
be  pressed.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  equalised  the  matter,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
think  it  necessary  to  press  the  Amend* 
ment  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  felt  a  certain  sympathy  with  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  moved  this  Amend* 
ment.  It  seemed  to  him  thai  since  they, 
had  left  the  Death  Duties  the  whole 
vitality  of  the  Debate  had  departed,  and 
the  only  remaining  life  left  was  that 
which  related  to  Scotch  whisky  and 
Scotch  landlords.  British  spirits  bad 
been  flattened  down,  as  had  also 
Irish  whisky;  therefore,  when  he  did  see 
vitality  imported  into  the  Debate,  even 
by  Scotch  landlords,  he  could  not  help 
sympathising  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
brought  forward  the  matter.  He  felt, 
however,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer bad  made  an  important  con* 
cession,  and  he  did  not  think  that  this 
was  the  appropriate  moment  to  press  him 
farther.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
would  add  his  humble  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friend  not  to  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
Division. 

.  Mr.  MALLOCK  (Devonshire,  Tor- 
quay) considered  that  the  grievance 
which  the  Scotch  Members  complained 


oC  was  Dot,^  great  as  4liey  en^evvt^uMd 
to  make  oiit,  and  an  examtnatioii  of ' -ike 
fignres  wonId'  show  that  the'  -Sbtft^A 
farmer  really  only  paid  IncomeTafX''lpcAI 
exactly  the  same  amount  as  did  the 
English  farmer.  >  ' 

•Sir  H.  MAXWELL  (Wlgtdn>  said*, 
that  several  English  Members,  the  Chiia^ 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  include,  ex^ 
pressed  some  sarprise  that  'those  wM 
represented  the  Scottish  fariners  did'MM 
feel  deeply  grateful  for  the  -donoessiotis 
offered  to  the  English  farmers.  Of  c6tirse, 
they  were  very  glad  that  the  English 
farmers  should  be  placed-  in  'a  better 
position.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Eir^^ 
cheqner  said  they  would  not  by  the 
Amendment  be  put  in  a  better  po^ition^ 
but  the  general  impression  seemed  to  be 
against  this  view  of  the  right  hotfl 
Gentleman,  and  that  a  concession  bad 
been  granted  to  the  EagKsh  farmers. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  English 
gentlemen. 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL  :  Well— English 
farmers  may  be  English  gentlemen.  I 
do  not  wish  to  make  invidious  distinc- 
tion:', but  there  are  farmers  of  all  classes^ 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  meant 
English  landlords. 

•Sir  H.  maxwell  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  claimed  tliere  bad  been 
a  oonoession  in  favonr  of  the  English 
agriculturists.  Was  there  any  par* 
tioular  reason  why  tbe  Scotch  agricnU 
turists  should  be  grateful  for  that?  H# 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  wiping  out 
at  this  moment  the  distinction  which 
had  been  recognised  by  his  predecessors 
since  1806  as  a  just  and  fair  one.  It 
did  seem  to  him  that  some  better  reason* 
should  be  given  than  had  yet  been  for 
depriving  Scotch  farmers  of  tb« 
consideration  that  had  been  shown  by 
former  GhanceUors  of  tho  Exchequer. 
This  was  not  an  appeal  on  behalf  <^  the 
Scotch  landlmids,  bnt  on  behalf  of  the 
Scotch  farmers ;  and  the  Member  for 
Renfrewshire  and  himself  were  entering 
a  protest  against  the  abolition  of  a  di^ 
tinction  which  had  so  leog  been  t^ 
cognised  as  Just  and  fair  as  between  the 
Scotch  and  English  farmers. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  MaMon)  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon*  Member  would  not  go  le 
a  Division  on  the  Aiaeodmeot.  Agri- 
culture  in  all   parts    of    EngNind    ba4 
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suffered  great  depreesioo  ;  and  the 
farmers  had  dow  got  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  a  ooncession—- not  a 
verjkrge  oonceeeion^  and  a  conceeaion 
which  applied  only  to  large  farmers — ^but 
at  the  same  time  it  was  a  concession  ; 
and  it  was  evident  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  jielded  it  only  under  very 
great  pressure. 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT  :  No. 

Mb.  DODD  :  I  said  that,  becausis  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  show  anj  eagerness  in  granting  the 
concession. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  made  the 
concession  willingly,  but  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  does  not  seem  to  be  grateful  for  it. 
*Mb.  DODD  said,  he  accepted  the  con- 
cession with  thankfulness  on  behalf  of 
the  farmers  of  his  constitueucj,  some  of 
whom  it  would  relieve.  The  smallest  con- 
cession to  agriculturists  was  accepted 
with  gratitude  at  the  present  time.  With 
regard  to  the  distinction  between  Scotch 
and  English  farmers,  the  fact  that  a 
higher  tax  had  been  In  the  past  imposed 
on  England  than  on  Scotland  and  Ireland 
hardly  seemed  to  be  a  good  reason  for  the 
present  difference  iu  treatment.  He  there- 
fore appealed  to  the  hou.  Member  for 
Renfrewshire  not  to  grudge  English 
farmers  this  concession,  and  to  postpone 
his  demand  on  behalf  of  the  Scotch 
farmers  to  another  occasion,  when,  unless 
substantial  reason  against  it  was  shown,  it 
would  be  the  duty  and  the  pleasure  of 
English  Members  to  support  it. 

Mb.  BIDDULPH  (Herefordshire, 
Ross)  said  be,  for  one,  thanked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  what 
he  had  done.  At  the  present  time  the 
only  farmers  who  made  any  profit 
were  the  Scotch  and  Irish,  and  he  there- 
fore thought  they  had  no  right  to  com- 
plain. If  things  should  change  ;  if  the 
farmers  of  England  should  make  a  profit, 
while  the  farmers  of  Scotland  were  work- 
ing at  a  loss,  then  the  balance  would  be 
redressed  ;  but  at  present  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressed  to  a 
Division. 

Mb.  RENSHAW  said,  that  he  should 
certainly  take  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
oaittee  on  the  Amendment.  It  was 
a  question  on  which  there  would  be  very 
strong  feeling  throughout  Scotland. 

Mb.  BABTLEY  said,  that  he  coutd 
noi  support  the  Amendment,  and  he  r^^ 


gretted  that  it  should  have  been  moved 
after  the  concession  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheqiier  bad  pi^e.tQ  the  Esg- 
lish  farmers,  'rhere  was  no  reason  why 
Scotch  farmers  should  have  an  advantage 
over  English  farmers.  The  fact  that  the 
English  farmers  had  got  a  certain  small 
concession  did  not  injure  the  Scotch 
fanners  in  any  way  ;  and  he  thought  it 
a  pity  that  they:  on  the  Opposition  side 
should,  ^how  any  disagreement  on  this 
particular  point.  With  regard  to  the 
disagreement  between  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  his  followers,  that 
was  a  matter  that  gave  them  amusement, 
and  as  to  which  of  them  was  right  he,  did 
not  much  care.  But  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  divide,  for  he  would 
find  very  few  would  support  him. 

Mb.  sexton  (Kwry,  N.)  said,  that 
the:  distinctioa  which  had  so  long  existed 
between  the  taxation  on  the  English 
farmer  and  that  on  the  Sootch  and  Irieh 
farmer  was  founded  on  the  highest  finan* 
cial  authority.  There  were  sound  reasons 
for  it  which  had  not  ceased  to  exist. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
to*night  suddenly  altere^i  the  distinction, 
so  as  to  make  the  tax  equal  between  the 
farmers  of  the  Thre^  Countries,  whose 
circumstances  were  very  different.  He 
felt  that  Ireland  was  disadvantaged  by 
the  change.  He  noted,  when  they  came 
to  the  question  of  the  allowances  made 
in  respect  to  the  Income  Tax,  that 
whilst  England  got  five-sixths  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  additional  Id.,  Ireland 
only  got  six  -  sevenths.  Ireland, 
which  raised  £74,000,  only  got  back 
£31,000.  The  farmers  of  Ireland  would, 
therefore,  be  at  a  double  disadvantage. 
The  Irish  farmers  would  have  to  pay  the 
same  Income  Tax  as  the  English 
farmers ;  but  while  England  received 
back  the  bulk  of  the  additional  Id.,  Ire- 
land received  less  than  one-half.  He 
thought  that  unjust,  and  he  intended  to 
support  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  thought  that  it  was 
an  extraordinary  occasion  for  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  farmers  to  raise  a  grievance. 
Last  year  was  the  worst  which  English 
agriculturists  had  had  since  1877,  while 
in  Ireland  and  Scotland  it  was  one  of  the 
best  they  had  ever  had;  Last  year  they 
had  not  a  bit  of  hay  in  England,  while 
in  Scotland  and   Ireland  the   crop   was 
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abnodant  and  was    doid    at  very  high 
prioee. 

*SiR  J.  LUBBOCK  pointed  out  that 
this  concessioD  to  the  English  farmer  did 
not  alter  the  position  of  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  farmer  at  all.  The  Scotch  and 
Irish  farmers  wonld  not  have  to  pay  one 
farthing  of  taxation  more  than  they  paid 
now.  The  concession  simply  placed  uU 
on  the  same  footing.  It  was  now  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  no  reason  for  the 
inequality  between  the  treatment  of  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  and  Scotch  farmers  which 
had  existed  so  long. 

•Mr.  ROUND  (Essex,  N.E.,  Harwich) 
said,  that  this  year  very  few  Essex 
farmers  would  have  paid  under  Schedule 
B  ;  however,  for  many  years  English 
farmers  had  been  asking  what  the  reason 
was  for  the  different  treatment  given  to 
them  and  to  Scotch  and  Irish  farmers,  and 
they  had  never  got  a  satisfactory  answer. 
Now  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  put  the  matter  right,  and  he,  for 
one,  thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Question  put* 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  156  ; 
Noes  31.— (Division  List,  No.  137.) 

Mr.  BIDDULPH  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  provide  that  in  the  case  of  woods 
kept  in  the  hands  of  the  owner  Income 
Tax  should  not  l>e  levied  under  Schedule 
(B).  He  said  that  woods  paid  50  per 
cent,  more  than  other  property  by  being 
taxed  under  Schedule  (A)  and  under 
Schedule  (B).  There  was  no  reason  for 
this  BO  far  as  he  could  see,  except  that 
it  was  an  oversight  when  woods  were 
originally  rated.  He  hoped  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  not  stop 
at  the  concession  he  had  just  made,  but 
would  go  a  step  further  and  do  this  act 
of  justice  to  owners  of  woods. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
5,  after  the  word  ^'  threepence,**  to  insert 
the  words — 

''  Provided  that  in  the  case  of  woods  which 
are  kept  in  the  hands  of  the  owner  Income  Tax 
shall  not  be  levied  under  Schedule  B.'' — (J/r. 
Biddulph.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  am  afraid  I 
have  now  got  to  the  end  of  my  con* 
cessions.     This  is  not  asked  for  in  the 

Mr,  Heneage 


interests  of  the  farmers  of  any  country  ; 
it  is  a  proposal  to  remit  one-half  the 
taxation  to  which  woods  are  now  sub- 
jected, and  I  cannot  assent  to  it. 

Mr.  BIDDULPH  :  I  must  divide  the 
Committee,  as  it  is  a  matter  of  im<> 
portance. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  84  ; 
Noes  123.— (Division  List,  No.  138.) 

Mr.  DARLING  said,  the  Amendment 
he  desired  to  move  was  one  designed  to 
remedy  a  wrong  that  was  felt  to  preea 
hardly  on  a  large  and  deserving  class  of 
people.     He  desired  to  add — 

**The  income  of  any  married  woman  shall 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  be  deemed  to  be 
her  own  separate  income,  and  she  shall  be 
chargeable  with  Income  Tax  thereon  as  thoug^h 
she  were  actually  sole  and  unmarried." 

It  would  astonish  a  good  many  Memhera 
to  know  that,  though  the  Married 
Women's  Property  Act  was  passed  under 
which  what  a  woman  might  earn  was  her 
own  property,  and  she  might  have  the 
spending  of  it  when  assessed  for  the 
Income  Tax,  she  was  not  assessed  in  her 
own  name,  and  the  assessment  was 
not  a  separate  one  on  her  own 
property.  The  hushand  and  the  wife 
were  assessed  together,  though  their  in- 
comes might  he  separate  and  earned  in 
different  businesses.  The  assessment 
was  on  the  husband,  notwithstanding  that 
the  wife  hail  power  to  dispose  of  her  own 
income  as  she  thought  proper.  The 
husband  was  assessed  just  as  though  the 
income  of  his  wife  were  his  own  income. 
If  the  income  of  the  wife  was  taken,  as 
it  ought  to  be,  as  separate  from  that  of 
the  husband,  in  many  cases  both  of  them 
would  be  entitled  to  a  large  abatement  or 
be  completely  exempt.  By  uniting  their 
incomes  a  married  woman  was  deprived 
of  a  relief  which  was  given  to  a  single 
woman.  He  would  call  attention  to  the 
Statute  under  which  this  tax  was  levied. 
In  the  Act  of  1 842,  5  and  6  Victoria, 
chap.  35,  Section  45,  were  contained 
these  wordi 


<  The  profits  of  any  married  woman  Hvinir 
with  her  nnsband  Bbail  be  deemed  the  profits  of 
the  husband  and  the  same  shall  be  charged  In 
the  name  of  the  basbandf  and  not  in  her  name 
or  of  her  trosteet." 

Since  that  Act  was  passed  the  Married 
Women's  Property  Act  had  been  placed 
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on  the  Statute  Book,  which  had  placed 
the  property  of  married  women   on  an 
entirely  different    basis.      Women  now 
had   powers  concerning    their   property 
which  were  undreamed  of  when  the  Act 
of  1842  was  passed.      It  was  perfectly 
right  to  impose  the  tax  on  the  husband 
in  those  days,  as  he  had  the  spending 
of  the  wife*s  money  ;    but  the  Married 
Women's  Property  Act  had  altered  that. 
The  law  which  treated  the  incomes  of 
husband  and  wife  as  two  separate  incomes 
now  lumped  them  together  for  the  pur* 
poses  of  assessment.     Take  the  case  of  a 
bachelor   earning  £2  a  week  marrying  a 
woman  with  an  income  of  £60  a  year. 
If  they  remained  unmarried  neither  in- 
come was  taxed  ;    but  if  they  married, 
the  husband  paid  a  tax  on  £42,  although 
the  wife's  income  remained  at  her  own 
disposal.      That  was  a  case  which,  on 
principle,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
find     it     difficult     to     defend.       Take 
another     example  :      A    bachelor    with 
an      income      of      £300      married      a 
woman  with  an  income  of  £220  a  year. 
Before  marriage  the  husband   paid  In- 
come Tax   on  £180 — under  the  present 
Bill  the  sum  would  be  £140 — and  the 
wife  on  £100.     Together  they  would  pay 
on  £240.     But  after  the  marriage  the 
husband  alone  was  assessable  on  an  in- 
come  of  £520.     He  ventured  to  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of   the  Exchequer   on   behalf  of 
these  people.    From  letters  he  had  re- 
ceived, and  from  what  he  had  heard  from 
people  who  came  to  lay  their  case  before 
him,  this  was  not  a  concession  asked  for 
on  behalf  of  landlords  or  of  idle  and  rich 
people  ;  it  was  asked  for  on  behalf  of  a 
very  industrious  section  of  the  middle- 
class  community.       A  common  case  was 
that  of  school  teachers — who  had  become 
▼ery    numerous    during     recent   years. 
Not  unnaturally  it  frequently  happened 
that  a  schoolmaster  married  the  mistress 
of  a  neighbouring  school,  the  result  being 
that  they  lost  the  abatement  they  had 
been  receiving  in  the  Income  Tax  assess- 
ment. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
^who  was    fertile  in   expedients,  might 
suggest  means  by  which  the  couple  could 
avoid    the    increased    assessment.     No 
doubt  they  could  avoid  it,  but  the  means 
iiad  not  occurred  to  them  at  present.  On 
the  ground  of  good  finance  there  did  not 
Aeem  to  be  any  reason  against  the  con- 


cession asked  for,  and  on  the  ground  of 
morality  there  seemed  every  reason  for 
it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
5,  at  end  to  insert  the  words, — 

"  The  income  of  any  married  woman  shall  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act  be  deemed  to  be  her 
own  separate  Income,  and  she  shall  be  charge- 
able with  Income  3^x  thereon  as  though  she 
were  actually  sole  and  unmarried." — QMr. 
Darlmg^ 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Sib  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he 
quite  felt  that  there  were  many 
cases  which  would  come  under 
this  Amendment  which  demanded 
sympathy.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  were  cases  which 
no  one  would  care  to  see  come  under  it. 
For  instance,  take  the  case  of  a  husband 
and  wife,  each  with  an  income  of  £500. 
Though  the  joint  income  was  £1,000  a 
year,  each  of  them  would  get  an  abate- 
ment. Take,  again,  the  case  of  a  man 
with  a  little  over  £500  a  year  who  had 
a  wife  with  no  money  at  all.  He  would 
get  no  abatement ;  so  that  the  joint 
menage  with  £1,000  a  year  would  re- 
ceive two  abatements,  while  the  other 
establishment  with  half  the  income 
would  get  none.  If  a  woman  with  an 
income  of  £400  or  £500  a  year  married 
a  man  with  £10,000  a  year  she  would 
be  allowed  an  abatement  under  the 
Amendment.  This  was  one  of  the  con- 
sequences of  the  Amendment  which 
would  not  be  reasonable.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  made  no  distinction 
between  incomes.  He  talked  of  the 
hard  earnings  of  the  schoolmaster — a 
case  deserving  of  every  sympathy — but  he 
did  not  confine  his  Amendment  to  that 
class.  There  was  one  argument  he  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt)  was  bound  to  use — and  he 
was  sorry  to  have  to  urge  this  plea  so 
often.  He  had  already  proposed  to  give 
realty  £700,000,  and  he  had  given  relief 
to  the  extent  of  £800,000  to  people  whose 
incomes  were  under  £500  a  year.  The 
Amendment  did  not,  however,  limit  these 
concessions  to  people  of  small  incomes. 
He  had  asked  the  officers  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  to  make  a  calculation,  and  they 
informed  him  that  the  concession  pro- 
posed in  the  Amendment  would  involve 
a  loss  of  at  least  £500,000  a  year,  and 
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more  probably  £750,000.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  was,  of  course,  impos- 
sible for  him  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  could  not 
help  remarking  that  the  objections  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
meet  the  case,  which  they  were  entitled 
to  press.  He  would  be  glad  to  know 
what  were  the  instructions  given  to  the 
officers  of  the  Inland  Revenue  on  which 
thev  based  their  estimate  of  loss  men- 
tioned by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  indicate  to 
them  that  in  cases  where  the  husband 
possessed  upwards  of  £1,000  a  year  and 
the  wife  £200  or  £300  exemptions 
should  not  apply  ?  Did  he  impose  limits 
on  the  estimate  which  would  exclude 
cases  which  he  (Sir  R.  Webster)  ad- 
mitted frankly  did  not  call  for 
redress  ?  There  were,  however, 
cases  amongst  hard-working  classes  of 
the  community  in  regard  to  which  it  was 
fair  to  say  that  the  way  the  Income  Tax 
was  levied  now  pressed  unduly  hard  on 
them.  Take  the  workers  in  the  musical 
profession,  for  instance — the  people  who 
taught  the  piano  or  the  fiddle.  A  husband 
might  earn  £260  a  year,  and  the  wife 
something  in  the  same  proportion.  Or, 
take  the  case  of  teachers  in  schools  of 
a  rather  higher  grade.  In  many  cases 
both  the  husband  and  wife  were  bread- 
winners. In  cases  like  this  he  submitted 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
his  objection  did  not  apply.  In  cases 
where  joint  incomes  ranged  between 
£600  and  £750  it  would  be  only  an  act 
of  simple  justice  that  the  concession  pro- 
posed in  the  Amendment  should  apply. 
He  did  not  believe  the  loss  to  the  Ex- 
chequer would  largely  exceed  £100,000. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman^  estimate  of 
£500,000  was  an  extravagant  one.  He 
ventured  on  behalf  of  the  poorer  classes 
to  urge  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  accept  the  Amendment  in  a  modified 
form,  fixing  the  joint  income  exempted 
at  £750. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  put  the 
matter  from  a  very  different  point  of  view 
from  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment.  The 
estimate  which  he  obtained  from  the 
Inland  Revenue  was,  of  course,  based 
upon  the  Amendment,  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  asked  that  the  exemp- 
tion should  be  confined  to' a  very  moderate 

Sir  W.  ffarcourt 


sum.     He   had   had  no  opportunity    tf 
considering  the  questtou  in  that  aspect* 
and,  without  makingany  definite  pledge, 
would  before  Report  consider  whether 
some  exemption  of  the  kind  could  be  made. 
Mr.  ARCHIBALD  GROVE  (West 
Ham,  N.)  said,  he  ^ut  dov/ki  an  Amend- 
ment a  short  time  ago  dealing  with  the 
earnings  of  a  married  woman  when  thej 
did  not  exceed  £160  per  annum,  and  he 
was  glad  that  he  had  been  anticipated  to 
a  certain  extent  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.      It  was    a    fact   that   the 
Amendment  before  the  House  would  have 
the  result  that  if  a  woman  earning  £150 
a  year  married  a  man  with  £20,000  a  year 
her  income  would  escape  paying  Income 
Tax,  and  that  certainly  would  not  have  the 
sympathy  of  even  the  greatest  plutocrat 
in  the  House  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Amendment  as  amended  would  greatly 
assist  those  whose  cause  he  was  advo- 
cating— namely,  schoolmasters  and  school- 
miptresses   who   were  striving    hard   to 
make  a  living.     If  a  schoolmaster  and  a 
schoolmistress  each  earning  £120  a  year 
married,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
immediately  put  a  tax  on  them  ;  whereas 
if    they    chose    to    dispense    with    the 
ceremony   their   incomes   would   remain 
unabated.     That  was  a  very  undesirable 
state  of  affairs.    He  proposed  formally  to 
move  the   Amendment  standing   in  his 
name. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  move  the  Amend- 
ment. I  have  already  stated  that  I  am 
willing  to  consider  tlie  point.  I  wish 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  looking  into 
the  figures. 

•Mr.  LODER  (Brighton)  said,  he  sup- 
posed that  they  must  be  thankful  for 
small  mercies.  He  was  sorry  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
seen  his  way  to  accept  his  hon.  Friend*s 
Amendment  in  its  entirety,  and  he  felt 
bound  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject, 
because  more  teachers  were  to  be  found 
possibly  in  his  constituency  than  in  any 
other  constituency  in  the  United  King* 
dom.  Under  the  old  Common  Law 
husband  and  wife  were  regarded  as  one, 
and  their  incomes  were  assessed  to- 
gether; but  that  was  altered  nnder  the 
Married  Women's  Property  Act.  It  was 
not  known  to  this  day  on  what  principle 
the  Income  Tax  Commissioners  assessed 
the  income  of  a  married  woman  as  part  of 
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the  iooome  of    ber  hosbaod  aiooe  the 
Mftrrieil    Women*8    Propertj   Act    was 
pawed*    The  principle  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  eeemed  to  be  to  treat 
the  hosbaDii  aud  wife  in  one  waj  so  long 
ms   it   waited   bis   purpose,  and   then  to 
throw  over  the  principle  as  soon  as  he  saw 
thmt  he  ceased  to  derive  any  benefit  from  it. 
He    would  like  to  give  an  example  of 
what  might  possiblj  occur,  so  a3  to  illus- 
trmie,  as  it  forcibly  did,  the  necessity  of 
some   such    Amendment   as    this.       He 
would  take,  for  instance,  the  cases  of  a 
aan  and  a  woman  each  of   whom  had  a 
separate  income  of  £159  a  year.  As  long 
aa  they  remained  unmarried  they  were 
exempt  from  the  Income  Tax,  but  if  they 
married  their  incomes  were  aggregated, 
aod    they  were  subjected    to  a   tax   of 
£6  12s.  a  year.     Again,  if  tbey  each  had 
£400   a    year    they    would    only    have 
to  pay    tax   on   £280   if    single,  but  if 
majTied  the  charge  would  be  £26  13s.  4d., 
im^tead  of  about  £18.  He  thought  it  was 
extremely    hard  in    these    ImuI  times   to 
impose  these  ailditional  heavy  taxes  ou 
people  at  the  very  moment  when  their  ex- 
penses   were    increasing    aud   likely   to 

•MK.CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Nott^, 
Haosfield)  said,  he  had  heard  with  very 
greftt  satisfaction  the  second  statement  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  because 
from  the  first  statement  he  had  feared 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman*s  disposi- 
tion to  make  concessions  had  become  ex- 
hansied,  at  any  rate  for  that  night.  It 
was  a  wonder  to  him  that  the  anomaly 
had  remained  so  long.  The  Amendment 
■aeiDed  to  be  simply  a  corollary  to  the 
Married  Women^s  Property  Acts.  The 
Acts  of  1870  and  1883  established  in  the 
most  complete  and  absolute  manner  the 
separate  position  of  married  women  in  re- 
gard to  property,  but  the  clause  in  the  In- 
eone  Tax  of  1842  \ra8dtrectly  in  the  teeth 
of  those  Acts.  Heboped  that  the  Chanoel- 
lor  of  the  Exehequer  wonld  find  it  com- 
paimttvely  easy  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  the  hoo.  aod  learned  <Tentleman  oppo- 
nto«  All  that  those  who  supported  the 
AnMMfancfst  desired  was  to  bring  Income 
Tax  law  into  harmony  with  the  general 
law  aa  to  laarried  woraeo*s  property. 

GsKEEAL  GOLD8WORTHY 
(H— meramith)  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Chaaoellor  of  the  Exehequer  wonld 
•ee  hie  way  to  make  the  benefit  aa  large 


as  possible,  at  any  rate  in  the  case  of 
persons  with  small  incomes.  He  re- 
minded the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  an 
appeal  whioh  he  nmde  to  him  on  that 
point  on  a  previous  occasion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
listened  with  great  interest  and  not  a 
little  amusement  to  the  course  of  the 
Debate,  which  he  supposed  was  about  to 
be  brought  to  an  end,  and  especially  to 
the  reply  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  the  perfectly  clear  and  logical 
arguments  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Deptford.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  declined  to  consider 
the  Amendment  on  its  merits,  and  stated 
that  it  would  be  too  expensive,  and,  in 
short,  not  one  which  he  could  look  at  for 
a  moment.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Wight  then  offered  a  suggestion 
to  meet  the  difficulty,  and  said  that  he 
himself  would  be  quite  content  with 
something  smaller  than  that  was  asked 
for  in  the  Amendment.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  thereupon  seemed 
delighted,  and,  without  advancing  any 
new  arguments  or  touch  lug  in  any  way 
on  the  merits  of  the  clause,  said  he  would 
readily  consider  the  proposal  before  the 
Report  stage.  That  might  be,  thereforCt 
regarded  by  bis  hon.  and  learned  Frienda 
as  a  concession,  aud,  after  all,  it  was  not 
so  important  to  liave  one^s  arguments 
met  in  a  fair  spirit  as  to  get  oue^s  way 
allowed  in  the  long  run. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  not  a 
very  gracious  way  of  dealing  with  a  con- 
cession. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  would 
explain  why  he  had  adopted  that  course. 
He  bad  watched  throughont  the  whole  of 
the  Debate  the  principles  whioh  the 
Government  held  as  subsisting  between 
the  relation  of  man  and  wife.  That  re- 
lationship involved  many  important  social 
qnestions  which  bore  directly  upon  Legis- 
lation, and  he  found  that  the  view  the 
Government  took  of  the  matter  was  that 
when  they  considered  it  would  be  profit- 
able for  the  Exchequer  to  consider  a  man 
and  wife  as  one  then  they  were  considered 
as  one.  On  the  other  hand,  when  it  ww 
to  the  advantage  of  the  Revenue  to  con- 
sider them  as  two  distinct  persons,  then 
husband  aod  wife  were  considered  to  be 
two  distinct  persons.  The  Government 
had  proposed  to  raise  money  chiefly  from 
two  sources — Income  Tax  and  the  Deatk 
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Duties.  For  the  purposes  of  calculating 
the  iDcome  Tax  husband  and  wife  were 
considered  as  one;  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Death  Duties  two.  The  reason  for 
that  anomaly  was  obvious  when  it  was 
remembered  that  all  property  belonging 
to  the  husband  or  wife  was,  on  being  in- 
herited by  the  survivor,  to  be  treated  as 
acquired  property,  and  to  pay  Succession 
Duty  accordingly.  Could  any  system  be 
more  absurd,  more  indefensible,  more  un- 
just ?  He  believed  that  a  more  unjust 
plan  had  never  been  devised  by  the 
ingenuity  of  any  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  reproached  him  for 
not  meeting  his  concessions  half-way. 
He  preferred,  "however,  to  meet  them  in 
the  same  spirit  as  they  had  been  made. 
He  hoped  that  it  would  not  for  a  moment 
be  thought  that  he  himself  considered 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  went  one  whit  beyond  a 
logical  conclusion.  He  did  not  contend 
that  in  the  case  of  large  incomes  the  con- 
cession asked  for  would  be  worth  much, 
but  for  all  that  he  should  not  advise  his 
hon.  Friend  to  push  for  a  further  con- 
cession being  allowed  in  the  case  of 
larger  estate.  The  appetite  and  greed 
for  taxation,  whether  to  be  derived  from 
the  Income  Tax  or  from  the  new  Death 
Duties,  seemed  to  have  placed  Govern- 
ment in  a  position  so  utterly  irrational 
and  indefensible  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  appeared  quite  unable  to 
resist  any  opportunity  of  increasing  his 
revenue  by  any  means  that  chanced  to 
turn  up  and  exacting  the  last  farthing 
that  could  be  claimed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  always  claiming  for  his 
Budget  that  for  the  first  time  it  put  the 
taxation  of  the  country  on  a  rational  and 
fair  basis,  but  he  hoped  on  the  present 
occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  consider  him  again  ungrateful  if, 
while  sympathising  with  his  financial 
necessities,  he  urged  him  to  consider  the 
justice  of  giving  some  relief  in  the  case 
placed  before  his  notice  by  the  Amend- 
ment,  which  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  press  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  darling  said,  he  would  not 
think  of  putting  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division  under  the  circum- 
stances. He  only  wished  it  to  be 
thoroughly  understood  that  the  principle 
^f  the  Amendment  would  find  its  way 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


into  the  Bill  in  some  shape  or  form,  it 
being  left  open  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  decide  up  to  what  limit 
these  exemptions  should  be  allowed.  On 
that  .understanding  he  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  do  not 
accept  that  view.  I  said  I  would  con- 
sider the  question,  and  whether  it  wtkB 
possible  to  introduce  the  principle  to  a 
limited  degree.     To  that  I  still  adhere. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  30  agreed  to. 

Clause  31. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  in- 
quired if  the  Government  proposed  in 
this  clause  to  introduce  words  making  it 
more  clear  that  the  benefit  of  the  one- 
sixth  abatement  was  not  to  be  limited  to 
cases  where  the  tax  was  charged  on  and 
paid  by  the  occupier.  Those  more  com- 
petent than  himself  to  judge  thought  the 
words  '^  or  landlord  '*  should  be  inserted 
after  '*  occupier  "  in  line  4  of  the  clause, 
as  that  would  avoid  any  dispute  between 
owners  of  cottage  property  and  the  In- 
come Tax  Commissioners. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  had  down  an 
Amendment  which  would  meet  the  case. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
said,  he  would  not,  under  those  circum- 
stances, press  his  suggestion. 

» 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19,  line 
1,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  "  occupier  '* 
to  '*  the,'*  in  line  2,  and  insert  the  words 
"or  by  the  owner  or  landlord  of  a 
dwelling-house  under  the  third  rule  No. 
IV.  of  the  said  Section  60."— (3fr.  R.  T. 
Reid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GBIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  said,  he  had  to  move 
an  Amendment  the  object  of  which  was 
to  extend  to  tithe-owners  the  application 
of  the  provision  as  to  the  reduction  of 
assessments  for  the  purpose  of  collectioQ 
by  one-tenth.  Tithes  had  from  early 
times  occupied  the  same  position  as  land 
for  all  purposes  of  rating  and  taxation. 
If,  therofore,  landowners  were  to  have  an 
allowance  ol  10  per  cent,  in  oonnection 
with  the  payment  of  Income  Tax,  it  was 
only  fair  and  just  that  the  same  benefit 
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^iioQld  be  giveu  to  titlie-owpers,    Tithe^ 
owners  were  subjected  to  h^avy  jcharges 
and  outgpingB  f^  well  as  the  Ii^ndqwner^ 
He  was  sorry  to  notice  that,  in  answer  to 
a  question  on  this  pointi  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  on  April  ^6  said  tithe 
Was  not  to  be  granted  the  bei^i^fit  of  the  re- 
duction, and  h^  iprould  ask  thei  right  hon.. 
Gentlenian  to  state  his  re^ons  for  that 
decision.     Was   it  because  tii;beB   were 
not    liable    to    such    heavy     outgoings 
as      land      in      respect     of     repairs  ? 
Tithe-owners  would  haye  to  pi^y  pn  the 
gross    nominal    yalue    of    thei|r    tithes, 
although  they  were  subjected  to  heavy 
charges  as  well  as  the  landowners.     It 
might  be  said  that  the  landowner  had  to 
repair  his  farms,  but  the  clergyman  bad 
to  pay  out  large  sums  on  accoi^nt  pf  his 
cure — for  his  schools  and  for  an  assistant, 
clergyman   frequently.     He  regarded  it 
as  very  extraordinary  that  now  for  the 
first  time  this  distinction  should  be  drawn- 
for  taxing  purposes  between  land  and 
tithes.     He    would    submit^    moreover, 
that  no  body  of  men  in  the  country  -were 
more  heavily  rated  and  t^xed  tha^  the 
clergy   were    at   the   present   time.     A 
friend  of  his,  who  had  carefully  i^quired 
into  this  matter,  had  assured  him  that 
the  clergy  paid  generi^Ily  in  rates  and 
taxes  upwards  of  30  per  c^nt,  of  their 
income.     They  were  told  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  a  Ipyal  and 
devoted  son  of  the  Church,  and  he  could 
assure  him   that   he  could  do  nothing 
better  in   the  interests   of  the  Church 
than  to  relieve  the  clergy  of  a  portion  of 
the  taxaticHi  which  at  present  fell  on 
them  most  unfairly. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the 
Amendment  was  quite  inadmissible  and 
not  at  all  relative  to  the  subject-matter 
of  this  discussion.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as.  a  great 
champion  of  the  Church,  was  not  aware 
that  an  assistant  clergyman's  stipend  was 
deducted  from  the  gKosB  income.  They 
-were  dealing  here  with  an  allowanpe  to 
be  made  to  people  who  were  taxed  gpon 
the  gross  rental,  the  total  of  which  they 
did  not  receive.  That  was  not  in .  the 
least  applicable  to  the  owner  of  tithe- 
rent,  who  bad  not  the  outgoings  which 
the  landowners  had.  The  clergy,  doubt- 
less, was  not  a  rich  body  ;  they  were  very 
hard-working,  and  certainly  a  very  de- 
serving class  of  men,  but  that  was  no 
reason  why  they  should  be  put  upon  a 
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footing  with  respeet  to  •  this  taxation  to 
which  they  had  no  title  at  all.  There 
wfts.  no  resewblanoe  between  the  cases. of 
the  landowner  and.  the  tithe-owner,  and 
the  appeal  made  by  the  hon*  Member'. 
was|  altogether  inapplieable^  Therefore^ 
be.conld  not^s^ent  to  the  Amtodv^ent. , 

Question  put,  and  negatived.  ' 

Mr,  NEWDIGATE  (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton)  moved,  in  page  19,  line  15, 
to  leave  out  from  "be,"  to  "and,"  in 
line  6,  and   insert  ^'on  the  net  proHtS' 
derivable  from  an  estate."     He  said,  if 
he  understood  aright,  the  great  object  of 
this  FinanceBill  was  to  equalise  the  Death 
Duties  on  real  and  personal  property.     If 
those  duties  were  to  be  so  equalised^  he 
ventured  to  urge  that  the  Income,  Tax 
ougl^t  ifUo  to  be  equalised  on  both  kinds, 
of  property.     He  failed  to   understanfl. 
why  trade  .should  enjoy  such  a  number 
of .  .exemptions  as  compared  with  land* 
Exemptions  were  allowed  for  the  repaid 
of  trade  premises,  the  repair  of  imple- 
ments, bad  and '  doubtful  debts.     Land- 
owners had  to  look  upon  their  properties 
as  business  in  the  same  way,  and  -build- 
ings bad.  to  be  loept  in  repair,  and  estate 
repairs  thoroughly  well  execute^.     He 
should  like  to  quote  some  cases .  in  the, 
practical  working  of  an  estate  snppUed 
to  hii[n   by  Mr.  Walter  Evans,  a  laud 
agent  ,in  Warwickshire,     Ou^  was  the 
instance  of  a  purely  agricultural  estate 
consisting  of  1,270  acres.     The  annual 
gross  receivable  rent  amounted  to  £1,500 
a  y^ar  ;   the  average  rent  per  acre  was 
23s«  7d. .  The  outgoings  were — ^assessed 
taxes,  £].26  a  year ;  tithes,  £H  8s.  3d. ; 
parish  rates,  £6    14s.    id. ;    insurance, 
£9  I7s.  i9d.,  making  a  total  of  £157  Os.  4d., 
or  ip^  per  cent,  of  the  income  of  the 
property.     The  other  case  was  an  estate 
of  alinost  entirely  smaU  holdings,  con- 
sisting of  ^,2pO  acres^    Annual  gross  re- 
ceivable rent,   £4,200  a  year ;  average 
rent  per  acre>  about   38a.   4d, ;    taxes, 
tithes,  rates,  and  insurance,  £525  48.  4(1., 
or  }2  l-'^  per  cent,  of  the  income.     The 
maintenance  of  gates  and  fences,  and 
other  estate  repairs,  could  not  be  done 
for  less  than  20  per  cent,  of  the  gross 
rental,  and  then   only  with  very  good 
nianagement.     One  more  fact  was  even 
more  conclusive.     Mr.  Smythe,  of  Bir- 
mingham, a  well-known    solicitor,  who 
had  the  management  of  several  estates 
in   Warwickshire,   had    given   him    the 
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figureri  of  oue  estate  in  which  the  gross  ( that  it  was  collected  at  the  source*     It 


iocome  oiHBe  to  £3,589  58.  lOd.,  while 
the  net  iacome  ooly  amounted  to 
£2,373  19s.  7^d.— thai  wan  to  say, 
£1,215  had  to  bd  spent  upon  it  yearly. 
He  oopM  not  do  better  than  qnote  the 
words  of  a  former  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cheqner,  Mr.  Childers,  who,  speaking  on 
April  30,  188^^  said— 

^  I  have  a  aaggestioii  to  throw  out ,  to 
farmers  '* 

(and  if  to  farmers  then  he  failed  to  see 
why  not  to  landowners,  too) 

'•which  I  ^juld  te  glad  if  the  House  of 
Commons  would  coiMideri  and  it  is  this— that 
instead  of  being  charged  Inoome  Tax  on  an 
arbitrary  amount  haring  relation  to  their  rent, 
why  should  not  lanners  pay,  like  every  o<^er 
ma&t  upon  their  net  profits  7  '* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'  reduced  by  a 
sum  equal  to  one-tenth  part  thereof,'^ and 
insert  the  words  >'  assessed  on  the  net 
profits  derivable  from  an  estate^** — {Mr, 
Netodigate.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
*  reduced  by  a  sum  *  stand  part  of  the 
Clause;' 

•Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  was  sure  the 
Committee  had  heard  with  satisflustion 
the  able  statement  the  bon.  Member  had 
laid  before  the  Committee  with  so  much 
perspicacity  atid  moJiestv.  Whereas, 
however,  the  plan  of  the  Bill  was  to  keep 
the  present  assessment  as  it  was,  and 
upon  that  to  make  au  allowance,  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  shortly  to  do  away 
altogether  with  the  present  assessment 
under  Schedule  (A)  and  substitute  for  it 
a  system  of  assessment  under  Schedule 
(D),  The  Government  could  not  i^ee 
to  that,  because  under  Schedule  (A) 
there  were  eight  millions  of  assessment. 
Each  separate  tenement  was  so  assessed 
under  Schedule  (A),  and  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  carried  out  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  Inland  Revenue  autho- 
rities to  epter  into  a  particular  separate 
assessment  of  eight  tniliions  of  tenements 
in  this  country.  The  InUud  Revenue 
authorities  could  not  possibly  cope  with 
a  business  of  that  character.  They  must 
take  the  gross  rental  as  it  wa3  ^nd  from 
it  make  a;  fixed  deduction,  atriving  as 
best  they  could  at  a,  fair  result.  There 
was  another  practical  objection  to  the 
jMbposed  plan.  The  great  security  for 
^i  collection  of  the  Income  Tax  was 

Mr.  NtwdigaU 


was  of  the  greatest  importance  that  that 
principle  should  be  maintained  if  the 
Income  Tax  was  not  to  break  down« 
The  two  reasons  he  had  given  were  con- 
clusive. They  took  the  gross  renUlt  ttnd 
on  that  made  a  deduction  such  as  they 
would  determine  to  be  just  when  they 
considered  the  matter.  The  Qovernment 
must  adhere  to  the  plan  of  the  Bill  and 
continue  the  form  of  assessm^n^  subject 
to  the  deduction  to  be  made.  The  Go* 
vernment  ^rit  1  i  (  **(  ter  upon  so  com- 
plete a  revolution  as  it  would  be  to 
attempt  to  put  Schedule  (A)  Upon  the 
same  basis  ds  Schedule  (D). 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincoln9h!re,  Slea- 
ford):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  two  reasons  for  refusing  the 
Amendn^ent,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
though  there  may  bedifllculties  iu  carrying 
it  out,  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  but  cold  comfort  to  my  hon. 
Friend  and  the  interests  he  represents. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to 
have  ignored  altogether,  and  forgotten 
as  if  it  did  not  exist,  what  many  of  ns 
believe  to  be  the  great  injustice  inflicted 
upon  owners  of  certain  descriptions  of 
real  property  by  maintaining  the  system 
of  assessment  which  he  proposes  still  to 
continue  to  rely  on.  The  present  mode 
of  assessing  Income  Tax  with  regard  to 
agricultuhil  land  has  always  be^  acknow- 
ledged to  he  a  grievance.  The  grievance 
has  never  been  denied,  and  the  only 
justification  for  it  up  to  now  has  beea 
the  method  in  which  land  has  been  treated 
in  regard  to  the  Death  Duties.  That 
has  now  been  removed  by  this  Bill,  and 
it  is  admitted  that  it  wopl4  be  impossible 
to  continue  the  present  mode  of  assessment 
without  some  modification.  Tbe  right 
l;on.  Gentleman  bi^  suggested  that  our 
grievance  would  be  sufficiently  met  by 
the  reduction  of  the  assessment  upon  the 
land  to  the  extent  oi  I-lOtb,  and  I 
acknowledge,  with  such  gratitude  as  that 
proposal'  deserves,  that  it  is  a  step — at 
all  events,  that  it  is  a  step— in  recogni- 
tion of  th0  grievances  of  which  we  com- 
plain. But  what  I  desire  to  put  to  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  behalf  of  a  great 
number  bf  representatives  of  the  landed 
interest  is  this :  that  the  coucessiob  is 
not  by  any  means,  enough  ih  regard  to 
sonie  parts  of  the  country,  and  that  \i  is 
worth  in  some  districts  practically 
nothing  at  all.    I  must  ask  you  to  re* 
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member  where  it  was  that.  th»  an^bunt:]  given  before  the  AgricuUuralCoinniissiota 


WHS  takdn  from  according  iQ  tike  state^ 
ment  of  the  right  hon,  GentUman  the 
ChanoeUor  of  the  Exchequer  when  he* 
first  introduced  his  Bill  to  the  notice  of' 
the  House.  In  dealing  with  this  qiiestibu* 
he  told  us  that  the  Government  bad  bepn 
guided  bv  precedents  he  found' );o  exist  in 
Lancashire  and  certain  parts  'of  York- 
shire also..  I^sked  at  thb  tii;n,e,  and  I 
ask  again,  on  what  grounds  Xancasbire 
and  Yorkshire  were  selected  for  dealing 
with  this  queation  ? 

Sir  W.  HAECOITRT  ;  I  mentioned  a 
great  many  otherparts  too. 

Mr.  CH API/IN:  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hon*  Gentleman   did.     1  have   no 
recollection  of  it.     I  hope  he  wiU  give 
us  further  information  on  that  point  be- 
fore the  Debate  comes  to  a  conclusion. 
Whereas   in   a  great   part   of  England 
agricultural  depression  existjs  now  in  a 
degree  for  wh^ch   there  has  never  been 
anj  precedent  in  the  past,  in  Lancashire 
jou  nave  a  district  that  happens  to  be 
almost  the  onfj  district  where  there  is  no 
such     depression.       The     condition    of 
Lancashire,  i^nd  the  part  of  Yorkshire  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred, 
oannOt  be  taken  as  a  criterion  of  what  is 
just  and  necessary  In  other  parts  of  the 
couutTj.      The  right  hon..  Gentleman's 
great  objection   to.  the  proposal  of  mj 
hon.  Friend   is  that   it   is   entirely  con- 
trt^  to  the  plan  of  the  Bill.   .  If  th^ 
protposal  mikde  is  c'ontrarj  to  the '  plan  of 
the  BilL  so.  much  the  worse  for  the  Bill 
thi^t'  It  aoei  not  contemplate  justice  and 
fairness.      Take  an  instanii^e  which  will 
prove  conclusively  that  the  proposals  of 
th6  tight  hon.  Gentl^hian  the  Chancellor 
of'  the  Exch^uei-  are  not  sufficient  to 
reliere  us  of  a  grievance  which  we  have 
always' felt  in  the  j^as^and  which,  after 
the  passing  of  This   Bill^  We  shall '  feel 
with  renewed  and  greater  intensity,    I 
would  submit  a, concrete  instance.     Take 
an  estate  of  HOfiOO  acres  which  in  .ordi- 
nary  times   would  'bring   in   £20,0UQ  a 
y0ar,bat  whi6h  now  brings  in  £4,000  a  year 
— an  amount  carefully  estimated,  bt  gen- 
ti^mdn  of  experience  and  knowledge  on 
4hier  subject  with  whom  I  have  di^nsulted. 
It  is  not  at  ail  kn  uncomn^on  occurrence 
to 'find  thi^t  .lapd   ^hich;  yiialded   £1   an 
adte'  'lO'yettrs  Ago  hiis  fetUen  in  yalue 
tor    dt.'    When    hon.    Members    hkve 
had '  the     oppor ^omrity     of     studying 
all  the  evidedoe  that  has  t'ecently  been 


they  will  ^d  ijhat  these  cases  exist  in 
hundreds.  What  does  that  miBian  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say^s  he.  is  going 
to  give  relief  to  this  property  tci  the 
extent  of  1-^Oth  of  the  income.  Bat 
here  the  available  income  is  only  £4*000 
a  year,  and  tbajb  p^^3  ip  'thef  opinioa  of 
representative  men  of  business,  must  be 
absolutely  expended  in  necessary  out- 
goings. Therefore,  under  your  proposal^ 
— ^your  liberal  proposals,  as  you  think 
them-^the  position  is  that  in  hundreds 
of  cases  the  unfortunate  owners  of  land 
are  goings  be  charged  9-lOtha  of  ap 
Income  Tax  on  an  income  which  they 
actually  never  receive^  I  ^ay  that, Is. ^ 
case  which  deserves  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  and  which  is  not  to  be  met 
by  th^,  simple,  bald,  statement  on  the 
part  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  the  proposal  we  make  for  getting 
rid  of  the  existing  injustice  is  in  opposi- 
tion ^  to  the .  plan  of  the  Bill^  If  the 
Amendment  would  Remove  ap  injustice 
then  the  plan  of  the  QUI  ought  .to  be 
altered.  The-duty  of  the  Chancdipr  of 
tb«  Exchequer^  as  he  had  told  them  him- 
self, was  to  equalise  the  tax  apd,  jt^  see 
that  those  who  were  called  oa  to  pay 
taxation  should  only  be  called  on  in  pro* 
portion  to  their  aoility  to  pay.  There  is 
a  good  deal  more  I  should  like  to  say^ 
but  I  am  physically  incapiible.  The 
statement  I  have  made,<  however,  is  on^ 
that  .represents  the  feeling  of.,, i^,  ya^t 
number  of  '  agricuUurists  throughout! 
the  country,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  .{Ix- 
chequer  will  endeavour  in  some  way  to 
meet  x)ur  views  on  the  question. 

•Sir  J.  T.   flIBBERT :    The  right 
hon,  Qentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
was  scarcely  Justified  in  the  strong  Ian** 
guage  he  used  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
posed reduction  in  the  Bill.     He  asked, 
wh^re    the   proposal   came  fi^m.      Mj. 
answer  Is,*  that   the   Chancellor  of   tW 
Exchequer    took   various   counties   anfl^ 
districts  all  over  the  country— not  Lanoa-' 
shire  'alone%      Some   of  these  counties 
were  urban  and  some  rural.     Therefore, 
I  think  he  was  justified  in  putting, into 
the  Bill  the  proportions  of  one-tenth  >nd 
one-sixth  that  are  given  for  reductions 
for  land  and    for    houses   respectii'ely^ 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for; 
Sleaford  quoted  the  case  of  an  estate  of 
20,000  acres,   the    rent  of   which   was 
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formerly  £1  an  acre  and  now  only  58. 
In  each  a  case  the  gross  asseflBment  will 
have  to  be  rednced  accordingly. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  intended  to  point 
out  that,  however  tnuch  the  rental  is 
reduced,  the  outgoings  remain  the  same. 
They  are  in  some  cases  even  greater  than 
they  were  in  consequence  of  the  depression. 
•8re  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  One  portion 
of  the  right  hon.  GentlemanV  argument 
had*refepence  to  the  great  reductions  in 
rent.  No  donbt  the  gross  value  cannot 
be  maintained  at  the  original  rent.  Ton 
mtiBt  bring  down  the  gross  value  either 
by-  the  Assessment  Committee  or  the 
Income  Tax  authorities  to  the  new  rent. 
As  to  outgoings,  looking  at  the  deductions 
made  by  Assessment  Committee^  in 
various  parts  of  the  country  for  rating 
purposes  you  will  find  that  in  many  iu- 
stiinces  they  are  not  so  much  as  those 
proposed  in  the  Bill. 

Mr. W.  LONG  said,  the  assetoments  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  talking  about 
were  those  made  by  Assessment  Com- 
mittees for  local  rate  purposes.  They 
wene  different  to  the  assessments  under 
the  Bill. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  They  ar^  not 
80  different  as  some  people  suppose.  AJl 
these  things  have  to  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  the  way  property  is  valued 
by  different  Assessment  Committees  all 
through  the  country.  The  valuation  of 
the'  Metropoh*8  is  airived  at  in  a  different 
way  to  that  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
It  18  done  under  a  special  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  fixes  the  deductions ;  but 
there  is  an  important  feature  to  be  ob- 
served with  reference  to  the  Metropolis. 
I  find  that  the  gross  value  fixed  by  the 
Income  Tax  Commissioners  and  by  the 
Assessment  Committees  in  London  is 
exactly  the  same— namely,  £35,500,000. 
In  the  rest  of  England  and  Wales  there  is 
a  great  difference  between  the  gross  value 
as,  assessed  by  the  Income  Tax  Commis- 
sioners, which  is  £129,176,000,  and  that 
by  the  Assessment  Committees,  which  is 
onhr  £122,157,000.  The  cause  of  the 
difference  between  the  gross  value  as 
fixed  by  the  Local  AuUionties  in  the 
country  and  by  the  Income  Tax  Com- 
missioners is,  I  am  informed,  that  the  gross 
value  in  the  country  cannot  be  depended 
upon,  as  I  think  we  ought  to  look  at 
^hat  is  done  in  really  rural  counties.  1 
have  ascertained  what  ar^  the  deductions 
made  from  gross  to  obtain  rateable  value  in 
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several  agricultural  counties.  I  find  tha^ 
in  Norfolk  the  gross  value  of  land  and 
houses  is  £2,670,000,  and  the  rateable 
value  is  £2,273,000,  the  percentage  of  de- 
ducti6n  being  14-9.  That  isslightU  higher 
than  the  deduction  made  in  the  BilU  In 
Suffolk  the  gross  value  is  £1,937,000, 
and  the  rateable  value  £l,679,0Q0,  the 
percentage  of  deduction  being  14*3.  In 
SomiBrset  the  s^oss  value  is  £3,538,000, 
and  the  rateable  value  £3,074,000,  the  per- 
centage of'  deduction  being  13*1,  or  really 
less  than  that  taken  in  the  Bill.  The 
deduction  takeq  in  the  Bill  ia  10  per 
cent,  on  land  and  16}  per  cent,  oq 
houses,  amounting  altogether  to  some- 
thing between  14  and  15  per  cent. — I 
think  it  is  14*5  per  cent.  I  mentioo 
these  facts  to  show  that  the  deductions 
we  have  made  are  not  really  very 
different  from  those  that  are  made  by 
Assessment  Committees  in  agricultural 
counties.  1  will  now  take  Lancashire. 
I  see  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
seems  to  think  that  Lancashire  is  not 
a  proper  ease  to  quote.  I  am  certainly 
happy  to  think  tluit  agricultural  depres- 
sion does  not  exist  to  any  considerable 
extent  in  Lancashire,  but  I  think  I  ank 
justified  in  quoting  that  county.  la 
Lancashire  the  county  rate  deduction 
made  upon  land  without  buildings  is  8^ 
per  cent,,  which  is  less  than  we  take  in 
our  Bill,  whilst  on  buildings,  and  on  rail* 
ways^  and  other  works  it  is  16).  Th^ 
West'  Riding,  like  Lancashire,  is  of 
rather  an  urban  character,  but  it  has 
agricultural  land  within  it.  In  the  West 
Riding  county  rate  assessment  7^  per 
cent,  is  deducted  from  land  and  farm, 
buildings,  whilst  the  deduction  made  on. 
dwelling  houses  of  £6  and  upwards  is  15 
per  cent.  These  two  important  counties,, 
therefore,  make  smaller  deductions  than  are 
roposed  in  the  Bill.  I  have  also  figures 
r  another  agricultural  county — namely^ 
erk8hire  —  where  for  county  rate 
purposes  from  land  without  buildings 
only  2}  per  cent,  is  deducted  ;  from  land 
and  buildings  together  a  deduction  of  10 
per  cent,  is  made,  and  from  houses  there  is 
a  deduction  of  20  per  cent.  Then  I  have 
Norfolk,which  i8,of  courscian  agricultural 
county.  There  they  take  9^  per  oenU, 
off  for  land  with  buildii^s  on  it,  24  per 
cent,  off  for  land  without  buildings,  and 
about  16  per  eent.  for  hwiset*  I  thinly 
that  the  counties  I  have^  lel^rred  to  nmj 
fairly  be  regarded  in  th^  ti^bX  ot  guides. 


^ 
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to  QB  10  tfaifl  uuutor.  I  think  thai  if  any 
aathoritr  U  needed  for  the  proposal  made 
b  our  Bill  we  majr  quote  the  casea  of 
tome  of  these  large  couolies.  If  the 
Countj  Bate  and  Assessment  Com- 
mittees do  not  make  greater  dedae- 
tioos  than  those  that  are  made  in  the  Bill, 
is  there,  I  would  ask»  ftnjr  real  argument 
that  cmn  be  used  to  show  that  greater 
deductions  ought  to  be  made?  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  if  you  have  an  all* 
round  deduction  such  as  is  proposed  in 
the  Bill  for  laud  and  for  bouses,  though 
it  mar  cause  hardship  in  some  counties, 
it  is,  uking  it  all  round,  a  satisfactory 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question.  I 
will  just  deal  for  one  moment  with  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Warwickshire  (Mr,  Newdigate).  He 
wishes  to  have  the  assessment  made  on 
tie  net  profits  derivable  from  an  estate. 
No  doubt  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing 
if  you  could  have  that  done,  but  I  say 
4at  the  proposal  is  not  feasible.  My 
rifht  hon.  Fnend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exdiaqoer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  told  us 
JQtt  now  that  there  are  8,000^000  assess- 
■eots  under  Schedule  (A).  No  Depart- 
■eot  could  possibly  desl  singly  with 
flUOOOiOOO  aasossmonts.  There  are  only 
■bout  300,000  cases  under  Schedule  (D) 
is  which  each  case  is  considered  !n- 
Jividtally. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOIR  :  How  many 

ire  there  under  Schedule  (D)  ? 

*8ift  J.   T.  HIBBERT  :    There  ar» 

^60,000,  according  to  the  Return  I  have 

Ud  given  to  me.     Of  c^urse^  I  will  not 

vtMwh  for    the  entire  accuracy   of  the 

Kstum.     I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or 

two  upon  the  effect  of   the  remissions 

•poQ   different   kinds   of  property.      It 

Ms  as  if  those  who  are  interested  in 

IumI  are  rather  inclined  to  k>ok  a  gift 

korss  in  the  month.    They  are  not  sa|is- 

ied  with  the  amount  proposed  to  be  given 

Ms  deduction.     I  should  like  to  show 

the  effect  of  the  deduction  of  10  per  cent. 

opoa  agricmltural  land  in  a  case  In  which 

the  landlord  does  the  repairs  to  buildings. 

Ia  the  ease  of  a  rent  of  £200  a  year,  U»e 

year  allowance  woukl  be  10  per  cent*,  or 

£30,  And   the  duty,  therefore,   charged 

would  be  on  £180.    I  could  refer  to 

other  cases,  but  I  will  only  say  now  that 

I  consider  the  pioposals  inade  in  the  Bill 

sre  justified  on  principle ;  I  think  that 

they  are  fully  sMported  by  the  course 

taken  by  the  different  Irocal  Aothorities 


throughout  the  conntry,  and  that  it  would 
be  impossible,  without  serious  results,  to 
alter  the  assessments   in  t|ie  wiiy  sug- 

Jested  or  to  increase  the  amount  of  de- 
uction  proposed. 

Sw  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  now 
i^proacbing  an  hour  when  I  could  not 
ask  the  House  to  go  on  much  longer,  but 
I  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
consider  this.  I  believe  gentlemen  who 
have  had  experience  in  this  matter  will 
agree  with  me  that,  however  willing  we 
might  be  to  accept  the  Amendment  in 
principle,  the  particular  form  of  it  is  on^ 
which  could  not  be  adopted.  The  real 
controversy  upon  this  matter  must  come 
on  later»  when  the  question  of  the  amount 
of  the  allowanoe  which  will  have  to  be 
made  is  discussed.  It  would  be  un- 
desirable now  to  mix  up  the  two  dis* 
cussions,  for  then  we  shoirkl  really  have 
the  same  discussion  twice  over.  If  the 
hou.  Member  would  consent  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment  then  we  could  more  con- 
veniently consider  the  two  questions  to* 
morrfw. 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  The  right 
Gentleman  has  made  a  proposition  in  a 
very  conciliatory  spirit,  and  perhaps  he 
will  allow  me  to  make  a  few  remarks  also 
in  a  conciliatory  spirit  The  point  is 
clearly  the  equity  of  the  systenu 
Authorities  not  confined  to  that  side^  of 
the  House  think  that  the  simpler  method 
suggested  by  the  Government,  the  simple 
mechanical  plan  of  making  a  fixed  deduc- 
tion, is  a  right  qne.  That  is  a  powerful 
contention,  bnt  of  course  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  many  of  us 
naturally  feel  that  it  is  rather  hard  that 
those  who  attempt  to  manage  their 
landed  property  as  a  business  should  not 
be  treated  as  other  persons  are  who  have 
a  business  in  the  country  and  who  have 
large  deductions.  I  thmk  the  Govern- 
ment will  also  feel  that  the  particular 
case  raised  by  my  right  hon«  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sleaford  is  one  worthy  of  con- 
sideration— a  case  which  largely  answers 
what  has  been  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  gone  upon 
deductions  made  which  I  fancy  are  of  old 
date.  [Sir  W,  Harcoirt  dissented.] 
Well,  by  Assessment  Committees  which» 
at  all  events,  in  many  oases  preceded  the 
great  agricultural  depression.  Now,  of 
course,  the  peculiarity  of  the  agricuiluraL- 
depression,  or,  indeed,  of  any  kind  of  da* 
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pressfon,  id  l/btft  "wbSl^  the  ontgoing&mny 
b^tbe  BMot  the  retarnd  may  be 
diminiiihed,  imd,  therefore,  a  deducitito 
which'  niight  be  fafr  or  even  liberal  under 
the  old  Bjstem  of  rental  may  not  only  be 
inadequate  bat  j^rossly  Unjust  tinder  the 
new  "system  While  the  returns  may  be 
diminished  by  three-fourths,  the  out- 
goings may  remain  absolutely  unchanged. 
I  feel  that  the  responsibility  of  this 
matter  is  so  great — though  I  am  far  from 
saying  that  practically  the  departmental 
dtJfibulHes  in  the  way  of  carrying  out  the 
Amendment  may  be  so  great  that-  we 
must  abandon  all  hope  of  adopting  it — 
that  ft  must  be  clear  to  everybody 
ttoit  we  should  not  attempt  to  settle 
it  at  this  time  of  night.  I  feel  it  would 
lead  to  a  fuller  and  more  amicable 
arrangement  of  the  whole  question  if  we 
were  now  to  defer  any  further  Debate 
upon  the  subject  until  to-morrow,  as  I 
know  that  there  are  a  lArge  number  of 
hon.  Friends  of  mine  Who  desire  to 
discuss  it. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  May  I  add 
my  appcftl  to  that  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  I  confess  my  vfew  of  this  par- 
ticular matter  is  rather  in  favour  of  the 
Government  plan  than  that  of  the  Amend- 
rafent,  aad  I  am  Very  anicious  to  state  it 
to  the  Committee. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Under  these 
oireumstiinces  I  will  move,  Hh*,  to  report 
Progress. 

Kotion  made,  and  Question,  ^  That 
the  Chaii'man  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again«** — {The  chancellor  of* 
the  pxchequer^-^^VLtj  and  agreed  to. 

Committer  .  report  Progress  \  to  sit 
agiun  To-morroir. 

8^    FISHERIES    (SHELL   FISH)    BILL. 

(JIo.  274.) 

SJECOyp   REAPIKO. 

'  OrAer  fbr  Second  Reading  read. 

• » 1 

.  Motion  madei  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  3Ul  be  now  read  a  second 
timei^' 

Majvr  RASCH  (E^sex,  8.E.)  said, 
that  owing  to  the  unanimous  expression 
of  opitviott  by  the  Sea  Fisheries  Com- 
mltiee  and  of  Members  representing 
oertMi  constituencies,  he,  with  great 
reludaoce,  withdrew  his  oppoeition  to 
Mb  Bill.  He  did  so  with  great  regret, 
Mause  he  believed  many  hon.  Metibers 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 

\ 


were  absolutely  Igtaorttnt 6i\hk  maiter  on 
Whfeb  they  were  cltlled  upon  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
legislate.  If  he  had  been  fortunate 
enough  to  be  able  to  take  a  Division  and 
Co  induce  bne  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  with 
him  or  to  go  Into  the  Lobby,  be  would 
have  insisted  on  it.  But  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  take  up  the  position  of 
Athanasins  against  the  world  for 
ever,  and  he  therefore  withdrew 
his  objection.  If  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  find  that  the 
native  oyster  had  become  as  extinct  as 
the  dodo,  or  that  the  price  had  gone  up 
to  lOs.  a  dozen,  he  would  only  have  him- 
self to  blame. 

Qae6tio&  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morrow.' 

HKRITABLK    8KCUIUTIE3    (SCOTLAND) 
(re^ommUted)  BILL.— (No.  WL) 

Bill  considered  In  Comoiiltee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Questioo  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  agaiu«** 

Mr.  a.  CROSS  (Glasgow,  Cam- 
lachie)  appealed  to  the  hOn.  Member  to 
allow  the  discussion  to  proceed,  ^%  there 
was  a  general  agreement  with  regard  to 
the  Bin. 

The  CHAIRMAl^  asked  the  hon. 
Member  if  he  accepted  the  Amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  a.  CROSS  said,  he  proposed  to 
accept  them  all. 

The  Marquess  or  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  objected. 
•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 
BALk^orR,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  said,  he 
was  desirous  of  giving*  everr  assistance 
td  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
found  there  weHa  some  Anf^ndments  put 
down  by  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
and  by  himself  to  the  tame  effect  hi 
different  words.  If  the  matter  were 
allowed' to  9i^dt  over  fbr  a  day  or  twa 
they  would  arrange  the  Amendments,  so 
that  there  would  be  no  duplication  of  them  > 

The  Marquess  or  CARMARTHEN 
objected  to  l^g^slate  at  railway  speed  at 
this  thne  of '  night,  and '  said  '  he  must 
insist  on  hfs  ob|Mtion. 


^19     CfMmM.  Offieera  (le^e     {^  Juf»«  1184} 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Cominittee  report   Progress ;    to    sit 
Agftin  upon  Friday,  6th  July. 


IMPORTATION  OP  PRISON^MADE  GOODS 
BILIi.rK)<a.  224.) 

tXOOKP  EBAD1V&. 

Older  for  Seoood  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
*^That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second 
tiioe.*' — [Coltmtl  Howard  VineenL) 

Ml.  BYLES  ohjected. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VlNCENt 
ypealed  to  the  hon.  Memher  to  allow 
the  BUI  to  he  read  a  second  time,  as  he 
httd  observed  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
hftd  stated  to  his  constituents  that  prison- 
wads  goods  were  sold  in  this  country  at 
half  the  price  of  home-made  goods. 

Mr.  BYLES  said,  he  could  not  with- 
dtmw  hb  objection.  If  prison-made  goods 
w«re  eold  here  for  nothing  it  would  be 
of  greAt  advantage  to  the  recipients. 

Seoood  Reading  deferred  till  Friday, 
6ili  July. 

SLEJi BNTARY  EDUCATION  lULU 
MOTION  FOR  LRAVB. 

Tm  vice  president  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclanh,  York,  W.R., 
Rotberfamm),  in  asking  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Elementary  Educa- 
taoo  Acta,  said  :  The  object  of  this  Bill, 
wlueh  is  purely  non-contentious,  is  in 
areoffdance  with  the  ondertaking  I  gave 
wiMQ  the  Local  Government  Act  was 
paastDg  through  the  House.  It  is  to 
tnnsfer  the  work  of  the  School  Attend- 
ance Committee  from  the  Boards  of 
GnardiAns  to  the  District  Councils. 
TWare  are  one  or  two  small  matters  dealt 
vitfa,  inehidiiig  the  faywienta  for  chil- 
wtio   go    to  and   from   indnstrial 


Motion  madoy  and  Question  propo8ed, 

"That  IflftTe  be  f^Ten  to  brioff  in  a  Bill  to 
the  RlementAry  Acts."— f  JTr.  AcUnd,) 


Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
bow  the  Bttl  would  work  in  the  case  of 
a  oonnty  hDroogh  which,  was  part  of  a 
preaeot  Boanl  of  Goardj^os  district  ? 

Mm«  ACLAND  was  voderatood  to 
aay :  In  a  county  borough  where  there 
is  DO  Sebool  Board  practically  there 
would  be  DO  change  from  the  present. 


qfAbnnoc)  BM.         5U 

Where  there  is  a  School  Board,  of  course 
the  School  Board  already  is  the  Attend* 
ance  Committee. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought*  in  by  ^r. 
Acland  and  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre. 

Bill  presented,  and  faad  first  time. 
[BUI  302.] 

LOCAL    GOVBRNMBNT    (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL   ORDER    (No.   1)    BILL. 

(No.  6.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  8)  BILL-HNa  244.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Eighth  Report  brought  up,  and  read  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  jHinted, 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL— (No.  2M.) 
Reported,    with    Amendments  [Pro* 
visional  Orders  confirmedj  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL— (No.  257.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro* 
visional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
**  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
made  by  the  Education  Department, 
under  '  The  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,'  to  enable  the  School  Board  for 
London  to  put  in  force  the  Laud  Clauses 
Acts.''  [Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [LonW], 


EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  0RDBR8 
CONFIRMATION  (LONDON)  BILL 

[Lords.] 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  Referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  300.] 

COLONIAL  OFFICERS  (^EAVE  OV 
ABdBNOE)  BILL  [JLor<i«]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


^ 
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COBONEBS    ACT    (18S7)    AMBNDliSNX 
BILL.— (No.  670 

Order  for  Second   Reading  read,.^nd 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


SUPREME    COURT    (OPFlCERS)    BItE. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Asquith,  Bfll  to 
amend  certain  provisions  of  the  Law  with 
respect  to  Officers  of  the  Supreme  Court,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary  Asquith  and 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 

Bill  presented^and  read  first  time.  [Bill  801.] 


TRUSTS     ADMINISTRATION. 

Ortleretl,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  liabilities  to  which 
persons  are  exposed  under  the  present  Law  as 
to  the  administration  of  Trusts,  and  whether 
any  further  le^rislative  proyision  might  be  made 
for  securing  adequate  administration  of  Trusts 
without  the  necessity  of  subjecting  private 
trustees  and  executors  to  the  risks  \diien  they 
now  TVLTL-^fhhnel  ffoward  Vincent*) 


^.   FOOD  PRODUCTS  ADULTERATION. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Horace  J'lunkett  be  dis- 
charged from  the  Select  Committee  on  Food 
Products  Adulteration. 

•  Ordered,  That  Mr.  Dunbar  Barton  be  added 
to  the  Committee. — (J/r.  Ahers^Doyglas.) 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  and  Mr. 
Pinkerton  be  discharged  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Food  Products  Adulteration. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Kilbride  and  Mr.  Kennedy 
be  addeil  to  the  Committee.— f/>r.  Tanner.) 

PETROLEUM. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
LAW  relating  to  the  keeping,  selling,  and  con- 
veyance of  Petroleum  and  other  inflammable 
liquids,  iadnding  the  precautions  to  be  adopted 
to  prevent  the  s^  of  dangerous  lamps  for  use 
with  inflammable  liquids. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominate 
of,— Sir  James  Carmichael»  Sir  Joseph  Crosland, 
Mr.  Graham,  Captain  Hope,  Mr.  Wootton 
Isaacson,  Mr.  Jacks,  Mr.  MaoNeill,  Mr.  Mundella, 
Colonel  Palmer,  Mr.  Paulton,  and  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  rooorda. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  qooram* — (Mr, 
T.  KEUis,) 

ESCPLOTHENT   OF    SOLDIERS. 

'  The  Select  Committee  on  Employment  ol 
Soldiers  was  nominated  of, — ^Mr.  Anstin,  Mr. 
Benson,  Commander  Bethell,  Mr.  Birkmyre*  Mr. 
Brookfield,  General  Sir  Georee  Chesney,  Captain 
Fenwick,  Captain  Grice-G^tchinson,  Cofonel 
Lockwood,  Mr.  Waiiam  M'Aithnr,  Colonel 
Murray,  Mr.  Wilson  (Durha^n),  and  Mr. 
w,^^all. 


Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persona,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Throe  be  the  quorum.^ J^r 
T,E,ElliM.) 

NAVY  (SEAMKN  AND  STOKERS'  RK- 

EKGAGBMeNT.) 
Return  [preaeBted  2dth  June]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  189,] 

PATRIOTTO  FUND. 
Copy    presented, — of    Thirty-deeond 
Report    of    the    Roral    Commissioners, 
1894  [by  Commaodj  ;    to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (LOANS  RAISED  IN  INDIA). 
Copy  presented,— of  Return  of  all 
Loans  raised  in  India  chargeable  oo  the 
Revenuos  of  India  outstanding  at  the 
commencement  of  the  half-year  ended  on 
the  dlst  March  1894,  &c.  [by  Act]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

POST  OFFICK  TELEGRAPHISTS. 
Return    presented,  —  relative    thereto 
[ordered  5th  June ;  Mr»  Pravand]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  (No.  3)  ACT,  1898. 
Copy  presented,— of  Treasury  Order, 
dated  22nd  June  1894,  as  to  Loans  for 
the  purpose  of  Lunatic  Asylums  in 
Ireland  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upoa  the 
Table. 

TBADE  UNIONS. 
Copy  presented, — of  Sixth  Annual 
Report  by  the  Chief  Labour  Correspon- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  Trade 
Unions  (1892^  with  Statistical  Tables 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  BSPORTS  (ANNUAL  SBBIES). 
Copies  presented,— of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports  on  Trade  and  Finanee, 
Nos.  1414-1417  (Germany,  Auatria* 
Hungary,  Greece,  and  Corea)  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES). 

Copies  presented,  —  of  Reports  on 
Subjects  of  General  and  Commercial 
Interest,  Nos.  332  and  333  (Switaerland) 
[by  CoBunaod]  ;  to  lie  npbn  the  Table. 

Hoqse  adjtmnifed  at  hall  after 
Twelve  o*c1ooIl 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  29ih  June  1894. 
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<«  COMMANOEEBINO  **    IN    THE   TRANS- 

VAAU 

QUESTIONS. 

LoED  KNUTSFORD  :  Seeing  the 
Doble  Marquess  tbe  Secretary  of  State 
for  tbe  ColoDies  Id  his  place,  I  desire  to 
ask  him  whether  tbe  report  iu  tbe  news- 
papers  is  true  that  Prcsideut  Kriiger  has 
agreed  that  no  more  British  subjects  are 
to  be  ^^commaudeered,*'  and  has  consented 
to  extend  to  them  the  same  advantages 
as  are  given  to  tbe  people  of  other  coun- 
tries with  regard  to  military  service  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Tbe  Marquess  of 
Ripon)  :  Yes.  I  am  glad  to  inform  mj 
Doble  Friend  that  I  have  received  tbe 
following  telegram  from  Sir  Henry 
Loch  : — 

"Pretoria,  June  28. — GoTemment  of  South 
African  RfOpnblic  a^ce  not  to  '  commandeer  * 
snymore  British  subject*,  and  to  enter  into  Con- 
f«itinQ  fnvinff  mont-favoured-nation  -clause  ^ 
to  fflilitajry  service.* ' 

THK  SWAZILAND  COXVENTION. 
The  Marqcesa  of  RIPON :  I   have 
abo  received  the  following  telegram  : — 

"Pretoria,  June  2S. — Qovernment  of  South 
African  Republic  have  agreed  to  extend  Swazi- 
laml  Convention  of  1893  fornix  months  at  most, 
bat  maj  be  terminated  earlier  if  Swazis  agree 
to  Organic  Prodamation." 

Loud  KNUTSFORD  :  WiU  the  noble 
UarqneM  saj  from  what  time  the  Pro- 
ctamation  will  extend  ? 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  It  is  to 
nteod  from  to-morrow,  30th  Jane,  to 
ife  and  cf  the  jear. 

EAST  LONDON  WATER  BILL. 
90UTHWARK  AND  VADXHALL  WATER 

BILL. 

WEST  MIDDLESEX  WATER  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Eaad  2*  (aocording  to  Order). 
•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 


••That  If  be  an  Instroction  to  the  Committee 
to  vfaioh  them  BOIaahall  be  referred  not  to  pro- 
a*l  with  aoy  claow*  which  will  interfere  with 
tne  anmngement  of  a  oomprebensive  scheme  for 
tamaring  tbe  WEterminply  of  the  Metroiwlitan 
dkcrict  («  the  liirn  ladfcated  in  the  Reiwrt  of 
»•  Boyal  ComndMloii  presented  last  year." 

VOL.  XXVI.    [fourth  sEniEs.] 


He  said  :  My  Lords,  I  am  quite  aware 
that  the  oounie  which  I  propose  to  ask 
the   House  to  take  in  regard  to   these 
Bills  is  not  altogether  a  usual  one,  and  I 
fully  appreciate  the  natural  and  proper 
reluctance  of  this  House  to  discuss  the 
merits  of   Private    Bills   in   the    whole 
House.     My  Lords,  I  shall  take  care  not 
to  trespass  upon  that  ground  more  than  I 
can  absolutely  help,   and   I   shall  only 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
very  few  moments.      But  I  think  in  this 
case  there  is  a  necessity  for  some  such 
course  being  taken  as  that  which  I  pro- 
pose to  ask  the  House  to  take,  on  two 
considerations.     First,  on  account  of  the 
great    magnitude    of    the    interests   in- 
volved ;   and,  secondly,  because  the  par- 
ticular aspect  of  the  matter  to  which  I 
propose  to  especially  direct  the  attention 
of  the  House  to-day  has  already  been  the 
subject  of  a  very  full  and  exhaustive  in- 
quiry.     My  Lords,  I  have  not  opposed 
the  Second  Reading  of  these  Bills  ;  at  any 
rate,  to  some  extent  and  with   regard  to 
some  of  the  purposes  which  they  propose 
to  etfect  I  am  in  hearty  sympathy,  and  I 
entirely  concur  with  the   proposal  that 
they  should  go  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House  and  be  thoroughly  inquired  into 
in    a    Committee    upstairs    as    to  any 
matters     upon     which      Petitions    may 
be    presented.       But,     my    Lords,    the 
matters  involved  are  really  rather  beyond 
the  ordinary  limits  of  a  Private  Bill  in- 
quiry.    Your   Lordships  will   see  what 
immense  interests  are  involved  when  I 
remind  you  that  Parliament  is  asked  to 
take  a  new  departure  in  regani  to  thfi 
water  supply  of  more  than  5,000,000  of 
people ;  and  the  defects,  whatever  may 
be  the  advantages — I  quite  admit  it  may 
have  many  disadvantages — of  our  Private 
Bill  inquiry  system,  it  has  thin  defect : 
that  in  dealing  with  a  matter  of  such 
great  importance  the  Committee  upstairs 
only  deals   with    those  aspects   of   the 
question  that  are  brought  before  them  hy 
one  or  other  of  the  Petitioners  who  may 
present  Petitions  against  the  Bill.     As 
I    have   indicated,   there   are  questions 
of  general  policy  going  far  beyond  the 
four  comers  of  these   Bills,   and    these 
questions  are  involved  in  their  passage 
through  Parliament.     I  concede  that  in 
many  of  their  purposes  these  Bills  are  on 
the  linos  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission  over  which  I  had  the  honour 
to  preside  last  year  and  the  year  before. 
But  it  seems  to  me  that  in  considering 
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these  special  Bills  the  Commiitee  upstairs 
ought  to  have  some  general  Instruction 
upon  the  lines  which  I  indicate.  The 
inquiry  to  which  I  have  alluded  embraced 
these  two  points  :  Is  there  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  water  in  the  Valleys  of  the 
Thames  and  the  Lea  to  provide  for  the 
necessities  of  the  Metropolitan  District 
in  the  future,  having  regard  to  other 
interests ;  and,  can  that  water  be  pro- 
vided for  consumption  in  an  adequate 
and  proper  state  of  purity  ?  Now,  my 
Lords,  this  question  has  been  a  long  time 
before  Parliament,  and  it  is  one  which 
ought  to  be  settled  one  way  or  the  other, 
and  which  the  Government  of  the  day 
believed  ought  to  have  been  -  settled 
one  way  or  the  other  before  the  still 
larger  question  of  the  possible  pur- 
chase of  the  Water  Companies  of 
the  Metropolis  by  any  Public 
Authority  was  dealt  with  by  Parliament; 
and  it  was  as  a  preliminary  step  to  that 
larger  investigation  that  the  inquiry 
which  was  entrusted  to  my  Commis- 
sion was  undertaken.  Well,  my  Lords, 
speaking  generally,  the  answer  to  both 
questions  as  to  quantity  and  quality  of 
water  was  in  the  affirmative.  I  will  only 
quote  one  passage  from  the  Report  of 
the  Commission — it  is  at  Paragraph  178. 
I  may  mention  that  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  say  that  the  Report  of  this  Commis- 
sion possesses  considerable  authority, 
because  those  associated  with  me  upon  it 
were  skilled  in  their  several  Departments, 
and  we  were  absolutely  unanimous  in  the 
opinion  we  came  to.  It  is  in  these 
words — 

^*  We  are  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  water 
supplied  to  consumers  in  London  is  of  a  very 
high  standard  of  excellence  and  parity,  and 
such  as  is  suitable  for  all  household  pur|)oses." 

And  we  put  in  a  proviso  that  there 
should  be  adequate  storage  provided,  and 
that  the  water  should  be  sufficiently 
filtered  before  delivery  to  the  consumers. 
Your  Lordships  will  see  that  the  quality 
of  the  water  depends  largely  upon  the 
amount  of  storage  and  subsiding  reservoirs 
which  the  Companies  possess,  and  upon 
the  efficiency  of  their  filtrations.  Some 
of  the  Companies  are  better  provided 
than  others  in  this  respect,  and  in  so  far  as 
the  Bills  now  before  the  House  go  to 
provide  more  storage  accommodation  and 
more  efficient  filtration,  I  think  they 
shonld  receive  the  hearty  approval  of 
Parliament,  always  provided  they  have 
regard  to  the  other  question  I  have  in- 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


dicated — namely,  that  at  this  particular 
juncture  nothing  more  should  be  done  than 
is  absolutely  necessary,  and  that  no  ques- 
tion of  the  future  should  be  prejudiced 
while  the  matter  of  the  future 
authority  for  the  water  supply  of 
the  Metropolis  is  left  unsettled.  As  to 
the  quantity  of  water,  the  Report 
to  which  I  hare  referred  is  equally 
emphatic  ;  but  in  order  that  there  may  be 
sufficient  water  for  the  needs  of  London^ 
it  may  be  necessary  to  take  water  in  a 
larger  quantity  than  it  is  now  taken,  at 
some  future  time,  from  the  Thames.  To 
enable  that  to  be  done,  not  only  without 
injury  to  the  river,  but  with  the  purpose 
of  increasing  what  is  known  technically 
as  the  minimum  dry  weather  flow  of  the 
river,  the  Commission  made  some  im- 
portant recommendations,  and  laid  down 
certain  conditions.  Among  other  things, 
they  recommended  that  if  more  was  to 
be  taken  from  the  Thames  it  should  only 
be  done  along  with  the  provision  of  ample 
storage  reservoirs  for  providing  what  I 
may  call  the  compensation  water  required 
for  the  river.  Now,  my  Lords,  as  one  of 
these  Bills,  the  Bill  of  the  Southwark 
and  Vauxhall  Company,  was  introduced 
into  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  it 
made  immediate  provision  for  taking 
more  water  from  the  Thames  without 
any  provision  at  all  for  storage  reservoirs. 
That  has  been  struck  out,  but  the  appre- 
hension which  exists  in  my  mind  is  this 
— that  if  this  Bill  is  allowed  to  pass  in 
its  entirety  ;  if  nothing  is  done  to  impose 
conditions  upon  this  Company  in  Parlia- 
ment, it  will  be  putting  it  in  an  in- 
dependent position.  When  the  larger 
question  comes  to  be  raised  afterwards^ 
of  taking  water  from  the  Thames  to 
supply  the  public,  this  Company  will  be 
in  a  position  of  much  greater  indepen- 
dence, and  will  not  be  likely  to  join  in  the 
comprehensive  scheme  which  is  likely  to 
be  proposed  to  the  other  Companies.  The 
importance  of  having  sufficient  storage 
reservoirs  is  this:  First,  it  renders  it 
unnecessary  to  take  water  from  the 
Thames  in  times  of  flood  when  the 
water  is  less  suitable  than  at  other 
times  ;  and,  secondly,  it  enables 
compensation  water  to  be  given 
back  to  make  up  the  flow  of  the  river  in 
dry  weather.  At  the  present  time  the 
flow  is  not  reduced  to  less  than 
150,000,000  gallons  a  day  parsing  over 
Teddington  Lock ;  and  if  proper  provi- 
sions are  made,  the  required  quantity  of 
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waier  omj  be  Ukeo  from  the  Thames  ; 
Aod  the  dry  wealher  flow  need  never  be 
rvdooed    below   200,000,000    gallons    a 
<faij.     The  necessity  of  having  the  atten- 
tion of    the  pablic  and   of   Parliament 
oalled  to  the  matter  on  general  grounds 
»    this  :    We  are   told  bj  the   London 
County  Council  that  they   intend   next 
year  to  propose  a  scheme  to  Parliament 
for  taking  over  the  undertakings  of  the 
Water  Companies.       That  was  publicly 
aooonnced  in  the  statement  made  by  the 
Chairman   of   the  Water  Committee   of 
the     Conucil     in     his    evidence    before 
the     Committee      of     the    Houses     of 
Parliament ;    and      it      was     also     an* 
Doooced,      on     behalf     of     the      Com- 
panies taking  water  from  the  Thames, 
that  they  are  prepared  to  go  on  and  pro- 
pose a  comprehensive  scheme  during  next 
Seiaion.  So  that  next  Session  Parliament 
will    be    in    a  position    to    decide  npon 
both  the   large  questions   which  I  indi- 
cated ;  and  my  object  in  proposing  this 
Iii»traction  to  the  Committee  now  is  to 
prevent  the  passage  of  these  Water  Bills 
throng h  Parliament  this  Session  preju- 
^•cuig    the    proper  consideration  of  the 
^aestion  next  Session.  It  seems  to  me  that 
two  points  ought  to  be  specially  kept  in 
ri«  w  by  the  Committee :  First,that  no  Com- 
pany taking  water  from  the  Thames  at 
present  should  be  put  in  a  position  which 
wonld  relieve  it  from  its  share  in  carry- 
ing out  the  duty  which    lies    upon   all 
Companies     taking     water     from     the 
Thames  ;    that   is   to   say,  the  duty  of 
cootrihnting  to  the  general  storage  and 
providing  compensation  reservoirs  ;  and, 
•eeoodly,  I  think  it  of  paramount  import- 
ance,   in    the    interest  of    the   London 
Cuanty  Council  and  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Metropolis,  that  no  power  should  be 
civen  to  those  Companies  at  present  to 
«pcad    more   money  than  is   absolutely 
Dere«4ary  for  carrying  on   their   under- 
taktngf^  until  the  other  question  can  bo 
decided.     Now,  my  Lords,  the  reason  for 
not  allowing  either  of  these  Companies — 
the  West  Middlesex,  or  the  Southwark 
and    Vauxhall — to   escape   from  taking 
their  share  in  a  comprehensive  scheme 
li«e  in  this  :  that  if  one  or  two  Companies 
are  excluded  from  the  larger  scheme,  it 
will  follow  that  a  much  heavier  and  un- 
jost  bortbeQ  will  fall  on  the  other  Com- 
panies.     Since  I  put  down  thi^  Motion 
oo  the  Paper  of  vour  Lordships*  House, 
communications  have  been  made  to  me 
by  the  Southwark  and  Vaoxhall  Company, 


which  lead  roe  to  hope  that  they  recog- 
nise the  reasonableness  of  the  position 
I  have  indicated  to  your  Lordships  ;  and 
that  if  some  means  can  be  found,  eltber 
by  the  Instruction  which  I  propose,  or 
by  the  consideration  of  any  Petition 
which  may  be  presented  against  the 
Bills,  a  satisfactory  result  may  be  ob- 
tained. I  am  hopeful  that  the  Committee 
upstairs  will  be  able  to  get  a  satisfactory 
promise  or  guarantee  from  the  Water 
Company.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  but 
very  few  more  words  to  say,  but  I  do 
press  the  second  point  upon  the  attention 
of  the  House,  that  it  would  be  very 
unwise  of  Parliament  at  this  juncture 
to  give  larger  powers  of  expenditure  to 
any  of  these  Water  Companies  than  is 
neocHsary  for  their  immediate  needs ; 
because  it  seems  to  me  that  when  there 
are  schemes  in  the  air  for  taking  over 
the  Water  Companies,  when  the  London 
County  Council  had  announced  their  in- 
tention of  doing  what  I  have  indicated^ 
I  think  their  task  ought  not  to  be  made 
unduly  difficult,  and  that  Parliament 
ought  to  see  that  nothing  is  done  in 
that  direction.  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
suppose  it  lies  with  Parliament  to 
protect  the  shareholders  of  the  South- 
wark and  Vauxhall  Water  Company  ; 
but  if  I  understand  rightly  the  figures 
which  were  given  in  evidence  before  the 
Commission,  it  seems  to  me  that  even  in 
their  interest  the  comprehensive  scheme 
shadowed  forth  to  my  Commission  would 
be  more  advantageous  than  that  proposed 
to  Parliament  if  carried  through  in  its 
entirety,  because  one  Company  would 
thereby  be  doing  by  itself  and  for  itself 
what  they  propose,  instead  of  giving 
them,  as  far  as  I  can  understand  the 
figures,  a  much  larger  rateable  propor- 
tion of  the  expense  to  bear.  I  do  not 
like  exactly  to  go  into  the  figures,  as  I 
have  said,  on  this  occasion  —  I  would 
prefer  to  leave  that  to  the  Committee 
upstairs — but  I  do  hope  the  House  will 
see  the  necessity  of  taking  what  I  quite 
admit  is  the  unusual  step  of  stating  ita 
views  on  this  larger  question  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  these  Bills  will  be  sent 
upstairs.  I  beg  to  move  the  Reeolution 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Moved — 

**  Thmt  it  be  an  Instraction  to  the  Committee 
to  which  these  Bills  shall  be  referred  n^e  to 
proceed  with  any  cUuset  which  will  interfere 
with  the  arrangement  of  a  comprehcntiTe 
achemc  for  increasing  the  water  lapply  of  the 
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Metropolitan  district  on  the  lines  indicated  in 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  presented 
last  year."— (7%^  Lord  Balfour  of  Bwrt^h.) 

•The  chairman  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morley)  : 
Mj  Lords,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
anj  question  relating  to  the  water  supply 
of  the  Metropolis  is  of  great  importance, 
and  that  no  one  can  be  more  entitled  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  such  questions 
than  my  noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat 
down,  he  having  acted  as  Chairman  of 
the  Commission  (over  which  he  pre- 
sided with  great  ability)  to  inquire  into 
the  water  supply  of  the  Metropolis  during 
the  last  two  years.  The  Report  of  that 
Commission  is  a  most  exhaustive  and 
valuable  document,  and  the  share  which 
the  noble  Lord  took  in  drawing  up  that 
Report  clearly  entitles  him  to  express 
an  opinion  upon  the  question  before  the 
House.  Now,  with  regard  to  this  Motion 
for  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee,  I 
quite  sympathise  with  my  noble  Friend^s 
object  in  moving  it ;  but  I  would  venture, 
in  the  first  place,  to  ask  my  noble  Frieud 
whether  he  does  not  think  his  object  will 
be  sufficiently  attained  by  having  drawn 
attention,  as  he  has  done  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  to  the  points  to  which  he 
wishes  the  Committee^s  attention  to  be 
specially  drawn  without  moving  for  the 
Instruction  of  which  he  has  given  notice  ? 
It  has  not  been  the  practice  of  your 
Lordships^  House  to  give  Instructions  to 
Committees  on  Private  Bills.  I  do  not 
intend  to  imply  by  that  that  the  noble 
Lord  is  not  perfectly  within  his  right  in 
moving  for  an  Instruction  ;  and  I  do  not 
say  that  there  may  not  be  occasious  of 
great  public  importance  on  which  such 
Instructions  may  not  be  justified  ;  but  I 
think  the  precedent  may  be  inconvenient, 
and  that  it  is  not  desirable,  unless  for 
strong  reasons,  to  fetter  the  discretion  of 
Committees  upstairs.  I  think  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  will  certainly  be  taken 
into  consideration  by  any  Committee  to 
which  these  Bills  are  referred,  and  the 
important  points  to  which  he  has  drawn 
attention  will  obviously  receive  their 
most  careful  consideration  without  the 
necessity  for  such  an  Instruction  as  he 
proposes  to  move  for.  Moreover,  I 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that  the 
proposed  Instruction  is  in  itself  in  such 
general  terms  that  your  Lordships  will, 
I  think|  agree  with  me  in  thinking  that 
a  Comm'ttee  would  have  considerable 
difficulty  in  knowing  how  to  deal  with  it. 

Li}rd  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


There  is  no  definite  scheme  now  before 
the  House,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  say  which  of  the  clauses 
might  interfere  with  a  scheme  which 
might  in  future  be  adopted.  Withoutgoing 
into  the  important  points  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  called  attention,  I  should 
wish  to  point  out  that  these  three  Bills 
do  not  involve  the  construction  of 
very  large  works.  I  think  the  West 
Middlesex  Company's  Bill  is  entirely  a 
Money  Bill.  The  East  London  Bill  does, 
no  doubt,  give  authority  for  the  con- 
struction of  certain  storage  reservoirs 
and  for  the  raising  of  money  for  that 
purpose.  The  South wark  and  Vauxhall 
Water  Bill  is  on  a  somewhat  larger  scale, 
and  does  authorise  the  raising  of  a 
sum  of  money  and  the  construction  of 
storage  reservoirs.  But,  as  my  noble 
Friend  has  pointed  out,  one  important 
clause  of  that  Bill,  as  introduced  in 
another  place,  authorising  that  Company 
to  draw  a  larger  amount  of  water  than 
they  draw  at  present  from  the  Thames, 
has  been  struck  out ;  and  I  would  also 
point  out  that  the  purposes  for  which  the 
money  is  to  be  expended  are  much  more 
closely  defined  by  the  Committee  to 
which  the  matter  was  referred  in  another 
place.  That  may  meet  some  of  the 
objections  which  my  noble  Friend  has  to 
certain  portions  of  these  Bills.  But  I 
am  far  from  saying  the  Bills  will  not 
require  the  greatest  care  and  attention, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  the  Committee  will 
give  the  greatest  attention  to  the  valuable 
remarks  which  have  been  made  this 
evening  by  the  noble  Lord  in  the  course 
of  his  speech. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  I  would  only  venture  to  say 
upon  this  matter  that,  while  entirely 
recognising  the  value  of  the  Report  of 
my  noble  Friend's  Commission,  and  while 
I  quite  agree  that  the  Committee  should 
not  hastily  pledge  themselves  to  any- 
thing that  would  prevent  or  interfere 
with  the  action  of  Parliament  in  future, 
I  think  perhaps  this  would  be  going  a 
little  too  far  in  pledging  us  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commission ;  and  I  think,  therefore, 
ray  noble  Friend  would  do  well  to  con- 
sider that  his  object  will  probably  be 
attained  by  the  efiTect  his  speech  will 
have  upon  the  Committee  upstairs  ;  and  I 
would  venture,  in  the  circumstances,  to 
suggest  to  him  that  he  should  not  press 
this  Resolution  now. 
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Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  : 
M J  Lofds,  after  the  expreMion  of  opinion 
which  we  have  heard  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees  and 
from  the  noble  Marquess,  I  will  ask  the 
ka^e  of  the  Hoase  to  withdraw  the 
ptoposal  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 

3lotion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drmwn. 

TLOSINO  OF  THE  INDIAN  MINTS. 
OBSBRVATIONS. 

•The  Earl  of  LEVEN  and  MEL- 
VILLE called  attention  to  the  effect  of 
the  closing  of  the  Indian  Mints  upon  the 
export  trade  of  India.     Having  invoked 
the  indulgence  usually  extended  bj  tbeir 
Lordships  to  a  maiden  speech,  and  more 
particnlarly  on  account  of  the  uninviting 
Aspect  of  his  theme,  he  said  the  affairs  of 
India,  so  distant  as  is  that  country  from 
Oft,  were  generally  regarded  as  but  little 
eonoemtng  oorselves  at  home.     He  pro- 
posed to  call  attention  to  the  subject  of 
cnrreocy — the  least  interesting,  perhaps, 
of  all  Indian  topics.  Before  dealing  with 
the   effect  of  the  closing  of  the  Mints 
upon  the  trade  of  India,  he  would  briefly 
toach    upon    the    condition    of,  Indian 
affairs   previously.     India   had  a   silver 
carrvncv  calculated  upon  a  silver  stan- 
dard, while  this  country^s  currency  was 
based  on  sterling.     During  the  last  20  or 
23  years  the  greater  proportion  of  silver 
orergold  in  the  world  had  reduced  the  gold 
price  of  silver  to  an  enormous  extent,  and 
the  mult  had  been  that  the  annual  pay- 
ments   of   India   to  England  had  very 
larg^y  increased,  to  such  an  extent,  in- 
deed, that  to-day  they  had  become  nearly 
doabled.      The   payments    which  India 
bad  to  make  to  England   had  amounted 
b     late    years    to    about    £18,000,0(X) 
4tcfiing.     Last  year  the  Estimate  was  for 
£19,370,000,  and  that   amount,  at  the 
preiieat  rate  of  exchange  of  about  I3<I., 
reqnired  that  India  should  send  to  Eng- 
latMi  no  less  than   367,000,000  rupees. 
Twenty  years  ago,  when  bar  silver  wa? 
at   its  normal  value,  190,000,000  rupees 
would  have  made  the  same  payment,  so 
that  there  was  a  distinct  loss  to  India  on 
that  one  payment  of  1 60,000,000  rupees. 

Eo  ninstrate  how  this  occurred,  the  noble 
fd  held  in  his  hand  two  coins  of  equal 
aixe,  containing  very  nearly  the  same 
axDoaot  of  silver,  the  rupee  having  about 
5^  grains  more  than  the  florin.]  The 
eooditson  of  exchange   was  such  that, 


while  a  sovereign  could  be  bought  with 
10  coins  of  one  sort  (the  florin)  19  of  the 
other  (the  rupee)  were  required  to  make 
the  same  purchase,  although  both  were 
originally  intended  to  represent  2s.   The 
difference    in    purchasing    power   arose 
from  the  fact  that  one  represented  the 
tenth    part    of     £1    sterling    in     gold, 
while  the  other  was  calculated  upon  a 
silver  standard.     That  illustration  would 
show  at  once   how  it    came  about  that 
double  the  amount  had  now  to  be  paid 
in  rupees  to  what  used  to  be  the  ease. 
When  a  country's  indebtedness  was  in- 
creased to   that   extent  it  became  very 
important  to  see  what  were  the  resources 
to  meet  it.     A  great  increase  of  debt  was 
usually   caused    by   loans,  or    by   some 
means  from  which  the  country  derived  a 
benefit ;    but  India  derived  no  benefit  in 
this  case,  she  having  to  pay  in  gold  in- 
stead of  cnrrency.      India's  resources  for 
paying  her  debts  lay,  as  in  the  case  of 
every  other  country,  in  her  surplus  ex- 
ports— in  commercial  phrase  "  the  favour- 
able balance  of  trade.*'       In   illustration, 
if  a  farmer  expended  upon  his  manure, 
seeds,  and  the  working  of  his  farm  more 
than  he  received  for  the  produce  he  sold,  he 
would  obviously  bennable  to  pay  his  rent. 
India  was  in  much  the  same  position : 
Unless  she  exported  more  goods  than  were 
imported  for  her  own  consumption,  she 
could  uever  pay  her  debts.     He  urged  as 
an  axiom,  therefore,  that  the  debts  of  a 
country  could  only  be  paid  by  its  surplus 
ex)>ort8.     Now,  what  was  that  surplus, 
and  which  portion  of  her  trade  was  most 
profitable  ?      The   trade  of    India    was 
divided     into   two    great    and     distinct 
sections,   one    being   with   conntries    in 
which  a  gold  standard  prevailed  and  the 
other   with    silver   standani  countries — 
those  using  a  silver  cnrrency,  as  did  India, 
down  to  the  closing  ot  the  Mints.     The 
countries   with  which    India   traded    in 
silver  currency  were  China,  Japan,  the 
Straits   Settlements,   and    some   others, 
which  might  be  shortly  described  as  "  the 
silver-using    East."       The    Blue   Book 
showed  that  in  the  two  years  1890-91 
and  1891-92  the  total  exports  from  India 
to  gold-using  countries  were  valued  at 
Rs.702,000,000,  while  in  the  same  period 
the  total  imports  were    Rs.568,000,000, 
showing     a    Aurplns     of     exports     of 
Rs.  1 34,000,000   in   regard   to  the  gold- 
using     countries.         With     the    silver- 
using     countries      the      exports      were 
Rs.338,000,000       and      the        imports 
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B8.1 10,000|000,  showing  a  surplus  there 
of  R0.228,OOO,OOO.       The  surplus  from 
silver  couutries  over  gold  couutries  was, 
therefore,  63  per  ceut.     In  other  words, 
three-fifths   of  the  surplus  merchandise 
exports  in  those  two  years   were  from 
silver  currency  countries.      The  next  in- 
quiry was,  which  portions  of  the  trade 
gave  those  surplus  exports  ?     The  aver- 
age exports  of  opium  for  the  five  years 
1870-71,  1875-76,  1880-81,  1885-86,  and 
1891-92   were  Rs.  107,600,000  in  value, 
while  the  average  exports  of  cotton  during 
the  same  years  were  Rs.  148,000,000.    In 
short,  the  exports  of  opium  and  cotton 
during   that    period    from    India    com- 
prised about  82  per  cent,  of   the   total 
exports    to    the    Far     East.      It    was 
clear,    therefore,  that  those  two   trades 
were  of  very  vital    importance,  India^t» 
trade  with  the  East  providing  the  greatest 
part  of     the   surplus,   and   opium    and 
cotton  giving  82  per  cent,  of  that  amount. 
Having    established   that  the   power  of 
India  to  pay  her  debts  depended,  there- 
fore, on  the  surplus  exports,  and  mainly 
upon   the  exports  of  opium  and  cotton, 
the  noble  Earl  proceeded  to  review  the 
financial  position  of  India.     It  was  in  a 
most  critical    position    last  year.      The 
payments  which  had  then  to  be  made  to 
England    hod,    owing    to    the    fall    in 
exchange,   enormously    increased ;    they 
had,  in    fact,  arrived    at  a   point  never 
touched  before.      There  was,  moreover, 
the  possible  repeal  of  the  Sherman  Act 
in  the  United  States,   which,   with  the 
consequent    cessation    of    purchases    of 
silver  in    America,  threatened    to  place 
more   silver   on    the   market,   and    still 
further  to  reduce  its  price.     The  Indian 
Government   were    in   a   most    difficult 
position,  and  it  was  very  hard  to  see  what 
else  the  Government  could  have  done. 
Their  idea  was,  no  doubt,  bi-metallism. 
He  would  not  inflict  on  their  Lordships  a 
dissertation  on  that  great  subject,  for  the 
discussion  might  last  a  week.     He  only 
alluded  to  it  in  reference  to   Sir  David 
Barbour^s   Report  containing   the    sug- 
gestion that  some  international  agreement 
should  be  come  to  for  fixing  the  ratio 
between    gold    and    silver,  because    he 
gathered  from  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Currency  that  Sir  David 
Barbour  would  have  liked  an  international 
agreement  fixing  a  ratio  between  gold  and 
silver  values  ;  failing  that,  he  would  have 
liked  an  agreement  with  the  United  States 
Government  to  fix  some  limit.     Neither 

The  Earl  of  Leven  and  Melville 


vol  these  wore  ''within  the  raage  of 
I  practical  politics,*'  and  so  the  Indian 
Government  rocommeuded  that  the  Mints 
should  be  closed.  There  seemed  nothing 
else  to  be  done.  A  Committee,  preeided 
over  by  the  Lord  Chanoellor,  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  question,  and  a  great 
many  witnesses  were  examined.  Those 
witnesses  gave  very  diverse  evidence.  Mr. 
Forbes  Adams,  who  had  been  President 
of  the  Bombav  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
and  was  a  Member  of  Council,  said,  the 
effect  of  closing  the  Mints  would  be  to 
reduce  the  Indian  export  trade.  Mr. 
Campbell,  of  the  National  Mint  of  India, 
said,  that  to  fix  an  artificial  value  for  the 
rupee,  which  was,  of  course,  the  object 
of  closing  the  Mints,  would  injure  the 
competition  with  silverstandardcounlries. 
Mr.  Gardiner,  the  manager  of  the  Union 
Bank  of  Scotland,  said,  the  difiicuities 
would  be  intensified  by  the  proposed 
remedy,  and  that  trade  would  be 
harassed  by  the  instability  of  the 
standard.  He  would  not  go  further 
into  the  evidence.  The  upshot  of  the 
whole  thing  was,  as  their  Lordships 
were  aware,  that  the  Indian  Mints 
were  closed  last  year.  To-day  the  rupee 
did  not  stand,  in  relation  to  the  silver 
coinage  in  the  Far  East,  as  it  formerly 
did.  The  rupee  depended  for  ix»  value 
upon  the  market  value  of  silver.  Owing 
to  the  closing  of  the  Mints,  the  value  of 
the  rupee  was  artificially  raised,  and  stood 
to-day  at  Idd.,  while  the  actual  value *^f 
that  coin  in  the  silver-using  countries  was 
only  about  10^.  or  lid.,  a  difference  of 
about  2d.,  or  in  round  numbers  20  per 
cent.  The  result  of  this  was  to  place 
traders,  producers,  and  manufacturers  iu 
India,  as  contrasted  with  those  in  silver- 
using  countries,  at  that  disadvantage. 
The  Indian  traders  had  to  pay  wages  at 
\  therateof  13d.,  while  those  in  China  and 
Japan  paid  wages  at  the  rate  of  lOd. 
I  The  two  great  trades  on  which  India 
dcpemled  were  opium  and  cotton.  China 
>  produce<l  opium,  and  Japan  manufactured 
I  cotton.  The  result  was,  that  the  exports 
of  opium  from  India  to  China  and  of  raw 
and  manufactured  cotton  to  Japan  were 
falling  off  owing  to  the  closing  of  the 
Mints  and  the  consequent  artificial 
arising  of  the  value  of  the  rupee  iu  India. 
Thecountry  had  had  1 2  months*experienoe 
of  the  effects  thereby  produced.  The 
I  value  had  never  been  so  low  as  the  point 
I  now  reached,  which  was  hardly  a 
i  satisfactory  result.     Sir  David  Barbour 
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stated  hi  a  letter  that  the  immediate 
canoe  of  the  finaDcial  difficulties  was  the 
fail  ID  the  gold  value  of  silver  which  had 
«dded  to  the  ludiau  expenditure  in  two 
Tears  more  than  four  crores  of  rapees ;  and 
that  if  the  rate  of  exchange  with  England 
«oold  be  fixed  permanently,  even  at  its 
present  low  figure,  the  difficulty  of  the 
deficit  would  be  comparatively  light. 
The  letter  further  suited  that  the  finan- 
cial position  of  India  was  of  course 
at  the  mercy  of  exchange,  and  that 
on  a  debit  of  559,000,000  rupees, 
tf  the  exchange  rose  Id.,  there  would  be 
a  surplus,  while  a  deficit  would  be  the 
result  of  a  fall  to  an  equal  amount.  And 
the  letter  concluded  by  saying  what  they 
had  to  consider  in  making  their  arrange- 
Its  for  next  year  was  not  so  much 
ling  the  public  Revenue  or  de- 
rreastng  the  expenditure  under  their 
control,  but  the  chances  of  a  settlement 
of  the  currency  question.  8o  far  from 
the  rupee  being  kept  in  its  position  it 
bad  still  fallen  in  valtie.  The  exchange, 
which  was  at  one  time  15d.,  was  now 
oolr  about  13d.  In  the  direction  of 
exchange,  therefore,  the  closing  of  the 
Miotn  could  not  be  looked  upon  as  a  very 
satisfactory  transaction.  With  regard 
to  the  falling  otT  that  had  taken  place  in 
exports  from  India,  the  figures  for  1 891-92 
ahowed  tbe  trade  in  manufactured  cot- 
SoB  to  have  been  Rs.o,  1 6,00,000 ;  in 
189S-93,  Rs.6,20,00,000 ;  and,  in 
1993-94,  when  the  Mints  were  closed, 
they  fell  to  Rs. 4, 40,00,000  only.  That 
was  for  the  manufactured  cotton  sent  to 
China  :  and  there  was  also  a  great  fall 
ia  that  sent  to  Japan.  Raw  cotton  to 
China  fell  from  Rs.  1 2,000,003  in  1H92  to 
Rs.1 1,000,000  in  1893;  and  raw  cotton 
from  Japan  had  ahio  fallen  from 
RfJ,2v),00,000  to  Rs.  1,00,00,000.  The 
opium  trade  fell  from  Rs.9,20,00,000  in 
l991.92toRs.8,00,00,000iu  1893-4.  The 
exportation  of  Bombay  yams  was  also  a 
matter  of  very  great  import  mce.  To  show 
the  importance  of  this  branch  of  Indian 
trade  he  pointed  ont  that  the  exportation 
liad  increased  from  28,000  bales  in  1877 
So  470,000  bales  in  1892.  In  connc- 
qoenre,  however,  of  the  clo^ing  of  the 
lodiao  Mints  the  exportation  fell  in 
1896  to  811,030  bales,  a  decrease  of  25 
per  cent,  in  those  goods  alone.  While  the 
exportatioD  of  Bombay  yarns  from  India 
to  China  had  fallen  oflT  since  the  closing  of 
she  lodiao  Mints  the  exportation  from 
Japan    to   China    had    correspondingly 


increased  during  the  same  period.  In 
the  Report  of  Mr.  Kopsch,  the  Statistical 
Secretary  of  tbe  Customs  Department  at 
Shanghai,  it  was  stated  that — 

**  Tbe  iiislocation  in  exchange  brought  abont 
by  according;  a  fictitious  value  to  the  rupee  and 
closing  the  Iiuliau  MinU  to  the  ooiuage  of  silver 
has  resulted  aA  predicted  in  a  very  serious  fall* 
Ing  off  in  the  eutire  trade  from  India  to  China. 
The  uet  imi>ortati(>n  of  opium  for  the  year  has 
declined  to  the  extent  of  2,674  piculs,  or  from 
70,782  piculs  in  1H92  to  68,10^  picuU  in  1898. 
The  protection  of  the  rupee  enhanced  the  priceof 
opium  so  greatly  that  it  placed  the  Indian  drug 
heyond  the  means  of  a  vast  number  of  con- 
sumens  and  thit)  rise  taking  place  concurrentlv 
with  adequate  supplies  of  native  opium^-whioo 
has  so  im  pro  veil  in  quality  that  smokers  prefer 
it  to  Malwa — remlers  it  almost  hopeless  for  the 
imix>rted  drug  to  continue  to  compete  success* 
fully  with  the  excellent  and  ever-improving 
home-grown  product.  The  trade  in  Indian 
yarn  haslikewiite  uiidcrgonea  suddeu  and  severe 
check,  the  quantity  having  receded  from 
1,254,400  piculs  in  1H92  to  937,800  picals,  or  a 
decrea>*e  of  8l6,6iK)  piculs.'* 

That  meant  a  difference  of  16,000  tons. 
Raw  cotton  from  India  had  been  similarly 
affected,  only  half  tbe  quantity  being  im- 
ported— 

"*  The  deficiency  in  these  two  Indian  staples 
alone  represeutM  a  <tecreAsc  in  the  value  of  the 
lodo-China  import  tnule  of  over  4,746,000 
Haikwan  taels." 

(worth  3s.  1 1  ]d).  That  was  a  consider- 
able item.     The  Report  continued — 

**  It  is  satisfactory  to  note  that  unclassed  cotton 
goods,  which  include  the  tastefully  designed 
fabrics  of  Japanese  loom^,  continue  to  advance 
by  immense  stride^,  the  imj»ortation  of  1898 
showing  a  rine  in  value  of  Haikwan  taels 
fi6t»,4m),  or  more  than  double  the  figures  of  the 
previous  year.  The  quantity  of  Jafmnese  cotton 
g<x>ds  landed  at  Sh  inghai  during  the  year  was 
142,5<X)  pieces,  or  40,(K)0  \t\wv,^  (»ver  the  impor* 
tationof  1892;  in  I890only  H,2l>0  pieces  appear 
in  the  returns  of  that  |M)rt. 

That  shows  tluftt  the  Japanenc  were  in- 
creasing their  trade  at  the  cost  of  the 
Indian  producers.  While  this  falling  off 
was  occurring  in  our  Indian  trade  the 
number  of  Japanese  spindles  at  work  had 
risen  from  139,000  in  1889  to  420,000, 
and  more  were  geing  out.  A  Urge  mill 
had  l>een  set  up  at  Hankow  and  was 
working  night  and  day,  and  there  were 
others  at  Sbani^bai  and  elsewhere.  The 
Governor  of  Hong  Kong,  Sir  W.  Robio- 
son,  in  a  speech  delivered  on  4th  Decem- 
ber last,  said — 

'*  There  is  one  |>olnt  to  which  I  call  particular 
attention.  That  in,  that  the  fall  in  silver  and 
the  action  of  the  Indian  Oovernm.Mit  ia  reztrd 
to  it,  besides  having  improvivi  th«  pmitio:i  of 
the  tea-growers  and  export^-r*,  ha^^  nut  new 
ventures,  and  profitable  'ones,  within  the  reach 
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of  capitalists  in  China  and  Japan  as  well  as  in 
this  colony.  The  Chinese  are  slow  to  begin  any- 
thing new,  but  if  the  present  state  of  affairs 
continues  they  will  be  compelled  to  produce 
and  export  many  articles  which  they  have 
hitherto  imported  from  the  European  and  other 
countries.  The  Japanese  are  quite  alive  to  the 
situation  so  far  as  it  concerns  them,  and  are  not 
onljr  erecting  new  cotton  mills,  to  the  number  of 
20  It  IF  said,  but  are  about  to  take  the  Import 
Duty  off  raw  cotton.  It  is  possible,  therefore, 
that  we  may  soon  see  Japan,  for  a  time,  supply- 
ing China  with  goods  which  she  formerly 
obtained  from  Europe  or  India.  It  seems 
anomalous  that  whilst  England  should  be  striv- 
ing to  extend  her  commerce  and  commercial 
relations  in  China  on  the  one  hand,  she  should 
on  the  other  be  countenancing  measures  which 
apparently  have  the  effect  of  creating  competi- 
tion against  herself  and  her  own  productions  in 
the  East.  Under  these  circumstances,  the  atten- 
tion of  the  community  should  be  directed  to  the 
desirability  of  establishing  cotton  mills  in  Hong 
Kong." 

That  was  very  strong  evidence  indeed 
from  the  Governor  of  that  Settlement. 
Again,  the  Chairman  of  the  Hong  Kong 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  in  giving  a 
review  of  the  work  of  the  year,  said — 

"The  most  important  feature  of  the  year  was 
the  monetary  revolution,  caused  by  the  closing 
of  the  Indian  Mints,  to  the  free  coinage  of 
silver,  the  disastrous  results  of  which  are  still 
witnessed  on  all  sides,  and  must  continue  to  be 
felt  for  many  a  day  to  come.  Although  the 
Indian  finances  were  in  a  position  of  great 
embarrassment  and  vigorous  measures  had  to 
be  taken,  I  think  the  general^  consensus  of 
opinion  will  be  that  the  measure  of  closing  the 
Mints  was  one  hastily  adopted,  the  far-reaching 
consequences  of  which  were  improperly  under- 
stood    and     inadequately     provicfed    against. 

India,  while  closing  her  Mints,  still 

allowed  silver  to  be  admitted  free,  until,  again 
vacillating,  she  imposed  a  5  per  cent,  duty 
upon  it." 

That  amount  of  duty  was  put  on  the  im- 
port of  silver  to  India 

'*  because  she  found  that  her  policy  was 
offering  a  premium  to  the  Native  States  to 
become  coiners  of  rupees,  and  to  supply  the 
people  with  a  token,  inadequate  it  is  true,  to 
meet  Im))erial  taxation,  but  sufficient  to  move 
much  of  the  internal  trade  of  the  country." 

The  Foreign  Office  official  Report, 
Diplomatic  and  Consular,  on  Trade  and 
Finance  from  Amoy  stated — 

**  The  decrease  in  the  import  of  cotton  piece- 
eoods  of  all  kinds  was  so  gi-cat  that  it  may  well 
DC  characterised  as  alarming,  while  the  tra*le  in 
cotton  yam  from  India,  which  of  late  years  has 
been  so  flourishing,  has  received  a  blow  from 
which  it  will  take  it  a  loag  time  to  recover. 
The  net  import  of  grey  shirtings  fell  off  by 
13,176  pieces,  that  of  white  shirtings  by  12,130 
pieces,  and  T-cloths  by  17,324  pieces,  while  that 
of  Indian  yam  was  6,088,813  lbs.,  against 
8,446,020  in  1892,  a  fall  of  close  oti  28  per  cent. 

The  Earl  of  Leven  and  Melville 


This  shrinkage  was  directly  due  in  a  very  great 
measure  to  the  heavy  fall  in  exchange,  that 
resulted  from  the  closing'irf  the  Indian  Mint» 
to  silver,  as  this  at  once  sent  up  the  price  of 
every  description  of  piece-goods,  and  took  away 
from  Bombay  yarn  the  great  advantage  it  once 
enjoyed  in  its  cheapness.** 

It  was  dear  from  the  figmres  and  the 
Reports  he  had  read  that  the  principal 
trade  of  India,  cotton  and  opium,   was 
being  adversely  affected  by  the  closing 
of  the  Mints.    On  the  other  hand,  having 
talked  to  many  people  who  were  interested 
ia  this  matter,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
men  of  the  highest  intelligence  and  skill 
took  a  totally  different  view,  as  was  often 
the   case,  and  thought  that  while  some 
dislocation  of  trade  was  inevitable  from 
the  adoption  of  so  great  a  measure,  before 
long  it  would  adjust  itself  to  the  present 
state  of  things.     But  he  really  could  not 
understand  on  what  possible  ground  that 
hopeful    assumption    was    based.      The 
trade  was  simply  leaving  the  country  for 
Japan  and  China,  and  if  mills  were  once 
started  in  those  countries  he  could  not 
believe  that  any  re-adjustment  of  trade 
would  bring  it  back  again  to  India.     It 
would  be  too  late  to  re-adjust  that  trade 
if  in  the  meantime  it  had  been  lost.  With 
regard  to  the  opium  trade,  it  was  said  to 
be   falling    off  so    rapidly  that    it    waa 
scarcely  worth  taking  measures  about  it. 
That  was  not  a  very  strong  argument ;  a 
doctor  would  hardly  say  that  a  weakljr 
child    not    likely    to    live    had     better 
be    knocked    on     the    head    at     onoe. 
It  is  said  that  the  superiority  of  Indian 
opium  was  sueh  that  rich  people  would 
always  insist  upon  having  it,  just  as  in 
England  preference   was   given   to  Ha- 
vannah  cigars  by  those  who  could  afford  to 
pay  for  them  ;  but  he  understood  that  Per- 
sian and  Chinese  opium  had  greatly  im- 
proved, and  that  this  preference  might  not 
last.     Again,  it  was  said  that  the  opium 
t'ade  was  doomed  already  :   that  if  the 
opium  trade  were  falling  off,  it  was  the 
more  necessary  that  we  should  do  all  in  our 
power  to  preserve  the  Indian  cotton  trade. 
India  could  not  afford  to  lose  any  of  her 
export  trade,  and  those  arguments  had 
no   real   strength.      If  the  fall   in   ex- 
ports continued  at    the  same    rate    aa 
hitherto  the  question  would  arise  how 
India  was  to  pay  her  debts.     It  waa  said 
that  India  might  economise  very  rnuch^ 
but  that  was  no  reason  why  she  should 
lose  her  trade.     She  could  economlae  and 
take  care  of  her  trade  too.    This  was  a 
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rerj  difficult  question,  and  he  had 
tried  to  narrow  it  as  much  as  possible, 
bat  he  must  refer  briefly  to  the  loss 
of  the  stable  parity  of  exchange.  India 
knew  nothing  of  the  troubles  of 
exchange  until  the  Mints  were  stopped ; 
bat  DOW  that  stable  parity  of  ex- 
ehange,  which  was  of  the  .utmost  im- 
portance to  the  prosperity  of  her  trade 
with  Eastern  countries,  had  been  de- 
stroyed by  the  artificial  value  given  to 
the  Indian  rupee.  So  far  he  had  dealt 
with  the  effect  on  trade,  but  another  im- 
portant point  was  the  effect  of  this  step 
upon  the  natives  of  India.  From  time 
immemorial,  instead  of  having  bankers, 
they  had  converted  their  earnings  into 
filler  bullion  or  ornaments  worn  by  their 
viTes.  It  was  a  very  good  way  of  keep- 
iog  money,  for,  though  they  got  no  in- 
terest upon  it,  they  could  always,  when 
in  want  of  money,  take  their  silver  to 
tlie  Mints  and  get  it  coined  into  rupees 
at  a  small  charge  of  2  per  cent.  Bangles 
were  always  worth  their  equivalent 
weight  in  rupees.  People  went  to  the 
besaar;  the  bangles  were  put  into  one  scale 
and  rupees  in  the  other,  one  or  two  over 
bciiig  given  for  the  manufacture.  That 
had  always  been  the  custom  in  India  and 
was  the  point  chiefly  looked  at  by  the 
people.  Raising  the  rupee  to  13d.  arti- 
ficially made  a  difference  to  them  of  2d., 
or  aboQt  20  per  cent.  He  was  told  by 
some  that  the  natives  had  not  found 
this  out,  and  that  the  fears  on  this 
grouod  were  exaggerated.  We  must  hope 
that  they  will  not  find  it  out.  If  they  did 
it  nost  have  a  very  bad  effect  upon  them, 
■a  fioding  our  capital  reduced  20  per  cent. 
would  have  upon  ourselves.  He  believed 
they  would  find  It  out  when  they  came 
to  pay  more  silver  for  their  taxes,  cal- 
culated upon  the  increased  value  of  tbe 
In  conclusion,  he  would  sum- 
the  points  thus  :  Indians  power 
•o  pay  her  debts  depended  on  her 
nrpluB  exports  ;  those  surplus  exports 
depended  largely  on  the  cotton  and  opium 
trades ;  and,  lastly,  the  exchange  bad 
been  greatly  increased  by  the  artificial 
valoe  ereated  by  the  closing  of  the 
Mlota.  It  was  said  that  this  was  an  ex- 
perimeot  which  there  had  not  yet  been 
tiflie  to  test«  It  was,  indeed,  one  of  the 
largest  and  most  important  experiments 
ever  seen  in  this  world,  for  it  touched 
tbe  iaterosU  of  300,000,000  of  an 
exeitAble  race,   peculiarly   tenacious  of 


their  ancieut  customs  and  privileges* 
It  harassed  trades  of  great  importance 
to  the  prosperity  of  India,  and  it  de- 
stroyed the  stable  parity  of  exchange 
under  which  India  had  prospered  in 
her  trade  with  the  countries  of  the 
East.  Feeling  the  extreme  importance 
of  the  subject,  he  had  thought  it  well  to 
bring  it  under  the  notice  of  their  Lord- 
ships, whom  he  thanked  for  having 
listened  with  so  much  patience  to  a  long» 
and  he  feared  in  some  places  rather  in- 
volved, speech. 

•The  Mauquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will 
understand  that  I  should  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  on  tbe  important  subject 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  brought 
before  the  House.  It  is  one  which  has 
been  constantly  in  my  thoughts  during 
the  last  two  or  three  years.  I  shall  cer- 
tainly endeavour  to  follow  my  noble 
Friend  in  the  moderation  and  temper  of 
his  observations.  I  feel  strongly  that  it  is 
a  question  for  the  consideration  of  which 
we  should  clear  our  minds  altogether 
of  prejudice ;  and,  speaking  as  one  who 
bad  a  large  share  of  responsibility  for  the 
legislation  of  last  year,  I  can  certainly 
say  that  no  attachment  which  we  may 
feel  for  our  offspring  will  induce  us  to 
claim  for  it  any  indulgence  except  that 
which  we  can  show  it  8trictly  deserves. 
My  noble  Friend  has  rested  his  case  al- 
most eutirely  upon  the  injury  done  in  his 
opinion  to  the  export  trade  of  India  by 
the  closing  of  the  Mints.  He  has  made 
no  Motion,  but  tbe  conclusions  to  which 
his  observations  point  is  unmistakable. 
He  has  made  up  his  mind  that  the  cur- 
rency legislation  of  last  year  has  had 
disastrous  effects  upon  the  commerce  of 
India,  and  that  we  have  had  suflicient 
experience  of  its  working  to  justify 
a  belief  that  the  time  has  come  for 
a  reconsideration  of  the  whole  situa- 
tion and  for  the  abandonment  of 
so  dangerous  an  experiment.  He  has 
drawn  a  very  alarming  picture  of  the 
injury  which  he  believes  has  been  done 
to  the  trade  of  India  with  silver-using 
countries,  and  of  the  disturbance  which 
has  arisen  in  the  balance  of  Indian  trade, 
in  consequence  of  the  attempt  which  has 
beeu  made  to  enhance  the  gold  value  of 
the  rupee  and  to  work  towards  tbe  esta- 
blbhment  of  a  gold  standard  for  India. 
Now,  as  to  the  dislocation  of  the  trade 
between  India  and  the  silver-using  coun- 
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tries  of  the  East,  I  need  scarcely  remind 
the  House  that  the  wannest  supporters 
of  the  currency  legislation  of  last  year 
were  perfectly  well  aware  that  its  primary 
effect  would  probably  be  to  bring  about  a 
disturbance   of  the  trade  of  India  with 
China  and  Japan.     This  point  was  one 
which  was  brought  to  our  attention  with 
much  persistence  and  ability  during  the 
progress  of  the  controversy  which  pro- 
ceeded in   India  throughout  1892-3.     I 
could    quote    many  passages  from    the 
public  speeches  of  members  of  the  Go- 
-vernment   of  India,  showing   that  they 
were  not  blind  to  this  consideration,  and 
the  argument  was,  as  my  noble  Friend  is 
aware,  examined  at  great  length  and  very 
thoroughly  by  the  Committee  presided 
over  by   the   noble   and    learned    Lord 
upon    the    Woolsack.      Nothing    could 
be     more    judicial    in   spirit    than    the 
manner  in    which    the   Report    of    the 
noble  and  learned  Lord's  Committee  dealt 
with  this  part  of  the  question,  and   they 
at   all  events  were  not  deterred  by  any 
apprehensions  of  this  kind  from  recom- 
mending that  we  should  be  allowed  to 
stop  the   free    coinage    of    silver.     My 
Lords,  the  Government  of  India  hml  to 
weigh  the  anticipated  injury  to  the  trade 
of  India  with  silver-using  countries — a 
trade  which  may  be  taken  as  equal  to 
about  one-third  of   the   whole   external 
trade    of    India — against    the     injuries 
which  we  had  already  sustained,  and  which 
we  were  likely  to  receive  in  the  future 
from   a   rapidly  depreciating   currency  ; 
and  the  general  opinion,  both  in  official 
and  unofficial  classes,  certainly  was  that, 
if  we  were  on  the  one  hand  exposed  to 
some  risk   of  injury  to  our  trade  with 
China  and  Japan,  we  were  on  the  other 
hand  exposed    to   the  risk  of  infinitely 
more  serious  injury  to  the  commerce  of 
the  country  as  a  whole,  and  to  all  classes 
of  the  community,  if  we  took  no  steps  to 
arrest  the  progress  of  the  evil.     I  have 
said  that  the  matter  was  one  which  con- 
cerned  all  classes  of  the  Indian    com- 
munity, because  it  has  been  too  often  con- 
tended   that    our   currency   policy    was 
dictated  merely  by  a  desire  to  mitigate  the 
snfierings  of  the  services,  or  to  spare  our- 
selves trouble  arising  from  the  confusion 
introduced  into  our  accounts  by  continual 
fluctuations    of    the   rate   of    exchange. 
That  the  depreciation  of  the  rupee  had 
involved   an  enormous  addition    to    the 
financial  burdens  of  the  Indian  Empire  is 
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a  matter  of  notoriety.  That  it  occasioned 
very  cruel  hardships — hardships,  I  must 
say,  borne  with  exemplary  patience  and 
self-control — to  all  persons  paid  in  rupees 
at  rates  fixed  when  the  rate  of  exchange 
was  much  higher,  is  also  well-known. 
That  it  rendered  a  consistent  ahd 
methodical  administration  of  the  Indiftn 
finances  almost  impossible  will  also 
scarcely  be  denied.  I  am,  however,  content 
to  rest  my  case,  not  upon  any  complaints 
which  may  have  been  made  in  India 
under  any  of  these  heads,  but  upon  the 
statements  which  are  to  be  found  in  the 
Report  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord'i 
Committee.  That  Report  established 
beyond  question  that  the  commerce  of 
India  had  in  the  past  suffered  very 
seriously  from  the  violent  finctuatious 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  relation 
between  the  Indian  standard  of  value  and 
that  obtaining  in  those  countries  with 
which  the  bulk  of  her  commerce  was 
transacted  ;  that  the  uncertainty  which 
had  existed  as  to  the  interest  which 
would  be  received  on  British  capital  in- 
vested in  India,  and  as  to  the  diminution 
which  the  invested  capital  might  suffer 
if  it  were  desired  to  re-transfer  it  to  this 
country,  had  tended  to  cheek  the  invest- 
ment of  British  capital  in  India ;  and 
that  the  wage-earning  classes  had  pro- 
bably suffered  by  the  rise  in  the  silver 
E rices  of  Indian  produce — a  rise  which 
ad  been  unaccompanied  by  a  corre- 
sponding advance  in  the  rate  of  wages. 
The  Committee  ended,  in  the  32nd 
paragraph  of  the  Report,  by  expressing 
their  belief  that — 

"  The  recent  fall  in  silver,  coupled  with  au 
open  Mint,  haH  led  India  to  iraiK)rt  and  coin 
more  silver  than  she  needs,  and  the  worst  of 
the  evil  is  that  it  is  a  growing:  one.  Every  an- 
necessary  ounce  of  silver  which  has  been,  or  U 
lieingf  importal  into  India  is  a  loss  to  India  bo 
long  as  silver  is  depreciating  in  goUl  value,  for 
it  is  r*  hyptithriti,  not  needal  for  present  use, 
and  it  mn  be  parte<l  with  only  at  a  sacriflee. 
So  far  as  the  open  Mints  attract  unneoeseary 
silver  to  India  they  are  inflicting  a  loss  upon 
the  people  of  the  country,  and  benefiting  the 
silver  -  producing  countries  at  the  cost  of 
India.** 

That  is  a  fair  summary  of  the  find- 
ing of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord^s 
Committee,  and  I  prefer  rather  to  re«t 
myself  upon  it  than  upon  any  mere 
complaint  emanating  from  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  alone.  Bnt,  my 
Lords,  the  ills  which  had  already  befallen 
us  were  as  nothing  compared  with  tho9e 
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wkieh  ftppearod  to  be  in  store  for  us  at 
tbe  time  whao  this  qaeetioD  forced  itself 
apoD  our  ftUeotioa.     It  was  perfectl j  well 
known    that    the    Government    of    the 
United  States  were  about  to  repeal  the 
kagislation   under    which    they   had  for 
aome  time  past  been  making  large  pur- 
c*baees  of  silver  bullion  ;    and  that   the 
fitream  of  silver  which    had,  since   the 
passing    of    the     Sherman    Aet^    been 
flowing    towards     the     United     States 
treasnrj    would    be    suddenly    diverted 
towards  the  Indian  Mints.     My  Lords, 
bad    the   54,000,000    onnces    of    silver 
which  the  United  States  Treasury  had 
been  annually  purchasing  been  suddenly 
diverted  to  the  Indian  Mints  we  should 
have  found  ourselves  face  to  face  with  a 
catastrophe  by  the  side  of  wbioli  a  tem- 
porary dislocation  of  the  China  and  Japan 
trade  pales  into  abaoltite  insignificance. 
In  two  years  the  faH  of  exchange  had 
added  over  four  crores  of  rupee*)  to  our 
expenditure.     It  has  been  calculated  that 
•very  fall  of  \d,  in  the  exchange  value  of 
the  rupee  involves  an  annual  loss  of  4^ 
cTores  to  the  Government  of  India,  and  the 
loss  l>ecomes  greater  in  proportion  as  the 
rate  becomes  lower.     Your  Lordships  are 
aware  of    the    grave  embarrassment  to 
which   the  Government  of   India  is    at 
the  present  moment  exposed  owing  to 
the  fall  of  the  rupee  to  something  like 
Is.  Id.    I  ask  your  Lordships  to  consider 
what  might  have  been  the  result  had  the 
rale  of   exchange   suddenly    fallen    lajtt 
year,  as  it  might  have  done,  to    tOd.  in 
the  course  of  a  few  weeks.     I  do  not 
believe   that    any  retrenchments  which 
we   might   have  been  able   to  effect,  or 
any    increase    of    taxes    to    which    we 
might     have     resorted      would,     under 
such  circumstances,  have  enabled  us  to 
OMCt    our  obligations.     In  the   circum- 
stances, we  had  to  choose  between  bow- 
ing oar  heads  to  the  blow  or  attempting 
to  arreiit  the  downward  progress  in  tbo 
gold    value  of  the  rn)>ce.      Theno  were 
the  only  alternatives  before  us.     I  have 
deliberately    excluded    a    resort    to    bi- 
aaetaUism  as  a  third  possibility,  because 
it  is  idle  to  pretend  that  this  solution  was 
within  our  reach,  and  for  all   practical 
purposes  it  was  unnecessary  to  take  it 
iDto  consideration.      Whatever  we  mav 
think  of  bimetallism  as  a  theory — and  1 
layaelf  regard  it  ns  theoretically  unassail- 
abl*— it  was  perfectly  clear  to  ns  that, 
mm    a  question  of  practical  politics,  the 


adoption  of  bimetallism  was  altegatbar 
out  of  the  question.  We  had  to  choose 
between  stopping  the  free  coinage  of 
silver  and  sitting  still.  I  am  still  of 
opinion  that  our  choice  was  justified. 
The  result  of  the  action  taken  by  the 
Government  of  India  a  year  ago  has  been 
tbat  we  have  succeeded  in  creating  a 
divergence — a  divergence  which  may  be- 
come more  marked  in  the  future — between 
the  exchange — that  is,  the  gold  value  of 
the  rupee — and  the  value  of  the  silver 
contained  in  the  coin.  My  noble  Friend 
tells  us  that  the  result  to  Indian  com- 
merce has  been  disastrous  ;  and  I  should 
like  your  Lordships  to  consider  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  commerce  of  India  has 
suffered.  In  the  iirst  place,  it  is,  I  think, 
perfectly  clear  that  the  trade  of  India, 
taken  as  a  whole,  has  not  suffered 
seriously.  The  exports  of  merchandise 
from  India  during  the  official  year  1893- 
94  amounted  to  102  crores  against  the 
same  figures  for  1892-93,  and  against 
103^  crores  for  the  year  1891-92  ;  while 
the  imports  of  Indian  merchandise  were 
for  1891-92  (59^  crores,  for  1892-93 
66  crores,  and  for  1893-94  77  crores.  I 
shall  say  a  word  prenently  about  the 
imports  for  1 893-94.  That,  at  uH  events, 
does  not  show  thnt  the  falling-off  of 
Indian  trade  as  a  whole  has  l>een 
very  scrions  or  alarming.  1  have 
searched  for  other  indications  to  corrobo. 
rate  the  alarmist  view8  of  mv  noble 
Friend,  bnt  I  confess  I  have  not  hitherto 
been  successful.  On  the  coutrarv,  there 
are  many  indications  that  the  trade  of 
the  £mpire  has  not  been  affected.  I  am 
told,  on  good  authority,  that  the  rice  trade 
between  Burma  and  the  Straits,  which, 
of  course,  forms  a  part  of  our  trade  with 
silver-using  countries,  never  wsh  more 
active  and  flourishing  than  it  is  at  the 
present  moment.  The  recently-pnblislied 
traffic  Returns  of  the  largest  of  our 
Indian  railwavs  for  the  firnt  mouths  of 
the  current  vear  show  a  verv  liealthv 
condition  of  things.  The  gro»8  receipts  of 
the  £ast'Indian  Railwav  for  the  last  half- 
year  of  1 893  were  three  lakhs  of  rupees 
better  than  the  estimate,  the  amount 
received  being,  a»  was  pointed  out  by 
(general  Strachey,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Company,  the  largest  ever  recorded 
in  the  second  half  of  the  year.  For 
the  half-year  just  ending  the  gros» 
receipts  show  an  increase  of  19  lakhs,  or 
more  than  7  per  cent,  over  those  of  the 
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oorrespondiDg  period  of  1893,  and  an  in- 
crease  of  5  per  cent,  over  the  receipts  of 
1892,  which  were  the  heat  till  now  re- 
corded. My  Lords,  there  are  no  indica- 
tions of  a  general  collapse  of  Indian 
trade.  But  mj  noble  Friend  says  that  the 
China  trade  is  being  rained  ;  and  he  points 
to  the  fact  that  there  was  a  considerable 
falling  off  last  year  in  the  exports  to 
China.  Ue  says  that  upon  a  priori  rea- 
soning, China  ought  to  gain  and  India 
to  suffer  by  the  change  which  has  taken 
place.  Now,  I  am  well  aware  that  it  is 
firmly  believed  by  many  people  that  a 
depreciating  currency  is  of  advantage  to 
the  country  which  makes  use  of  it.  My 
noble  Friend  believes  that  China,  at  this 
moment,  gains  an  advantage  of  about  20 
per  cent.,  as  compared  with  that  of  India, 
owing  to  the  depreciation  of  her  silver 
currency.  That  a  depreciating  currency 
is  an  extremely  advantageous  thing  to 
the  country  making  use  of  that  currency 
is,  I  know,  a  belief  very  prevalent  in  many 
quarters.  The  argument,  as  I  understand 
it,  is  as  follows.  It  is  said  that  in  such  a  case 
the  wages  of  labour  and  prices  of  com- 
modities in  the  silver-using  country  do 
not  generally  rise  pari  passu  with  the 
fall  in  the  gold  value  of  silver  ;  and  so 
it  comes  to  pass  that,  while  the  merchant 
receives  more  rupees  in  exchange  for  his 
sovereigns  or  for  his  imports  than  he 
used,  he  finds  that  each  rupee  still  com- 
mands the  same  amount  of  labour  or 
the  same  quantity  of  commodities  as 
it  did  before  in  the  local  markets.  It 
is  admitted  that  in  time  prices  will  adjust 
themselves,  but  the  process  is  slow,  and 
meanwhile  one  would  expect  that  trade 
would,  to  a  certain  extent,  be  stimulated 
by  the  conditions  which  I  have  described. 
There  was,  I  know,  a  very  general  belief 
that  Indian  trade  had  received  a  con- 
siderable stimulus  of  this  sort,  owing  to 
the  depreciation  of  the  rupee.  My 
Lords,  this  argument  was  fully  discussed 
in  the  Report  of  the  noble  and  leameil 
Lord's  Committee.  Grave  reasons  are 
adduced  in  support  of  the  view  that  the 
alleged  advantages  which  I  have  de- 
scribed are  very  much  less  valuable  than 
has  been  commonly  supposed.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  and  his  colleagues  were, 
at  any  rate,  able  to  point  to  figures  show- 
ing that  there  was  certainly  reason  to 
doubt  whether  the  effect  of  a  falling  ex- 
change had  had  any  very  considerable 
effect  in  increasing  the  export  trade  of 
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India.  It  has,  I  must  say,  always  seemed 
to  me  that  a  stimulus  of  this  kind  could 
only  be  ephemeral,  and  that  even  if  some 
temporary  advantage  accrued  from  this 
cause  to  certain  members  of  the  mercan- 
tile community,  it  was  gained  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  rest  of  the  community,  and 
did  not  afford  a  very  satisfactory  basis 
on  which  to  rest  the  commercial  pro- 
sperity of  a  nation.  It  is  a  little  remark- 
able that  the  representatives  of  the  China 
trade,  who,  according  to  this  theory, 
ought  to  be  the  greatest  gainers  by  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  existing  state  of  things, 
are  clamouring  for  the  re-opening  of  the 
Mints — ^a  step  which  would,  I  need  not 
point  out,  have  the  effect  of  depriving 
them  of  the  alleged  advantage.  If  a 
depreciating  currency  is  a  benefit  to  the 
country  which  possesses  it,  it  would 
follow  that  the  most  blessed  of  all 
countries  would  be  one  (like,  let  us  say, 
the  Argentine  Republic)  with  an  un- 
convertible paper  currency,  the  value  of 
which  outside  the  country  b  absolutely 
nt7,  although  it  re  tains  a  very  considerable 
purchasing  power  within  the  country  itself* 
Then,  my  Lords,  my  noble  Friend  draws 
a  most  alarming  picture  of  the  expansion 
which  is  taking  place  of  the  commerce  of 
China  and  Japan  in  consequence  of  our 
currency  legislation.  Now,  I  should  like 
to  remind  my  noble  Friend,  with  regard 
to  Japan,  that  the  introduction  of  cotton 
mills  into  that  country  liad  taken  place 
long  before  our  currency  legislation  was 
dreamt  of.  There  are  at  this  moment,  I 
am  told,  already  46  cotton  mills  in  Japan, 
the  outturn  of  which  stood  at  70,000  bales 
in  1889,  and  had  risen  to  200,000  bales  in 
1892.  It  is,  therefore,  quite  clear  that 
this  industry  would  have  sprung  up  in 
Japan  whether  we  had  closed  the  Mint« 
or  not.  And  it  seems  to  me,  I  must  say, 
idle  to  expect  that  in  a  country  like 
Japan,  with  an  intelligent  population, 
quick  at  imitating  European  arts,  and 
possessing  ai  its  doors  great  quantities 
of  cheap  coal,  industries  of  this  kind 
should  not  spring  into  existence.  It  is, 
at  any  rate,  quite  clear  that  this  par- 
ticular industry  does  not  owe  its  origin 
or  its  expansion  to  Indian  currency  legis- 
lation. 

The  Earl  or  LEVEN  and  MEL- 
VILLE  :  If  my  noble  Friend  will  forgive 
me  for  interrupting  him,  I  certainly  did 
not  intend  to  say  that  the  growth  of 
Japanese     manufactures    was     entirely 
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owing  to  the  Indian  Mints.  On  the 
contrary,  I  stated  that  the  Japanese 
manafactnres  were  flourishing,  but  I 
pointed  out  that  there  was  a  large  and 
sudden  increase  last  year  at  the  time  the 
Mints  were  closed,  and  that,  taking  the 
other  figures  into  account,  that  was 
probably  due  to  the  closing  of  the  Indian 
Mints. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
I  admitted  at  the  outset  that  the  closing  of 
the  Mints  was  not  unlikely  to  have  a  dis* 
turbing  effect  on  the  trade  with  silver-using 
countries ;  but  my  point  is,  that  in 
this  case  the  transfer  of  trade  has  been 
at  the  most  accelerated  thereby.  I 
pass  from  Japan  to  China,  the  other 
country  mentioned  by  my  noble  Friend.  My 
noble  Friend  was  not  able  to  tell  us  that 
any  mills  have  yet  been  opened  in  .China, 
nor  have  any,  I  believe,  as  a  matter  of  fact 
jet  been  closed  in  Bombay.  China  is  a 
very  conservative  country.  China  has  at 
present  no  railways,  no  telegraphs,  and 
she  has,  so  far  as  we  are  aware,  a  rooted 
objection  to  allow  herself  to  be  opened  up 
to  European  enterprise.  It  is  possible, 
of  course,  that  the  cotton  industry  may 
spring  up  in  China  ;  but  I  am  inclined  to 
say  that,  supposing  this  should  happen, 
and  that  China  should  be  opened  up 
to  foreign  enterprise,  nothing  could  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  commerce  of 
the  British  Empire  as  a  whole.  I  feel 
ooovinced  that  if  China  were  to  become 
accessible  to  British  enterprise,  the  Em- 
pire, and  to  some  extent  even  India,  would 
gain  by  the  change.  But  are  we  justified 
ii\  attributing  the  disturbance  of  the  China 
trade  entirely  to  the  closing  of  the  Mints  ? 
I  had  occasion  to  go  into  this  question 
shortly  before  I  left  India,  and  it  was 
then  reported  to  me  that  during  the  three 
years  preceding  the  closing  of  the  Mints 
there  had  been  an  enormous  export  of 
cotton  yarns  from  India  to  China,  that 
stocks  had  consequently  accumulated  in 
China,  with  the  result  that  priqes  natu- 
rally fell  very  low,  and  that,  as  the  manu- 
facture became  unprofitable,  it  was 
decided  by  the  Indian  millers,  about  the 
end  of  February  last  year,  to  work  short 
time.  This  decision  was  not  carried  into 
effect  until  the  20th  of  April,  at  which 
time  the  Yarn  Merchants'  Association  at 
Hong  Kong  telegraphed  to  the  mill- 
owners  of  Bombay — 

**  Chinese  merchants  meeting  ananimously 
Jidvocate    miUs    working    short.      Szcessive 


over-supply    detrimental     to   general     trade 
interests." 

It  was  thereupon  decided  to  close  the 
mills  for  three  days  per  week  for  the  next 
three  months.      Your  Lordships  will  ob- 
serve that  all  this  happened  before,  and  not 
after,  the  closing  of  the  Mints,  so  that  in 
this  case  even  the  post  hoc  ergo  propter 
hoc  argument  of  my  noble   Friend,   of 
which  he  is  so  fond,   does  not  apply. 
There  seems  to  be   no   doubt  whatever 
that  the  interruption  of  the  China  trade  was 
due  at  least  as  much  to  over-supply  and  a 
falling  demand  as  to  the  stimulus  which 
my  noble  Friend  believes  was  given  to 
Chinese  competition  by  the  stoppage  of 
the  free  coinage  of  silver  in  India.     But, 
my  Lords,   as  to   this   alleged   transfer 
of       manufactures      from       India       to 
other     Eastern     countries,     I      would 
ask  your  Lordships  whether  it  is  quite 
clear  that  such    a  transfer   necessarily 
means  the  permanent  ruin  of  the  Indian 
millowners  ?      Your    Lordships     should 
remember  that  many  of  the  Indian  mills* 
were  built  before  the  divergence  which 
took  place  between  the  value  of  silver 
and  gold,  and  that  they  were  constructed 
in  order  to  supply  the  requirements,  not 
of  China  and  Japan,  but  of  India  itself. 
It  is  quite  possible  that  the  conditions  of 
our  Indian  trade  are  undergoing  a  con- 
siderable alteration,  and  that  they  may 
have  to  adjust  themselves  to  a  new  state 
of  things  ;  but  I,  for  one,  shall  refuse  to 
believe  that  with  cheap  labour,300,000,0(X) 
of  customers  at  their  doors,  and  a  popu- 
lation increasing  at  the  rate  of  33,000,000 
in  every  10  years,  the  Indian  manufac- 
turers are  going  to  be  driven  out  of  the 
market  merely  because  they  are  threatened, 
as  they  are  sure  to  be  sooner  or  later, 
with  competition  in  Japan  or  elsewhere. 
These  transfers  of  industry  from  one  part 
of  the  world  to  another    have    always 
occurred;  they  are  part  of  the  conditions 
under  which  the  commerce  of  the  world 
is  carried  on,  and  India  cannot  expect  to 
escape  from  them  any  more  than  Man- 
chester. Then,  my  Lords,  my  noble  Friend 
is  terrified  because  during  the  few  months 
which  followed  the  closing  of  the  Mints 
the  balance  of  trade  which  had  up  to  that 
time  been  in  favour  of  India  suddenly 
showed  signs  of  turning  against  her,  and 
he  sees  in  this  phenomenon  a  warning 
that  she  will  be  unable  to  meet  her  obli- 
gations, and  that  she  is  threatened  with 
bankruptcy.     Now,  my  Lords,  it  is  un- 
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doabtedlj  a  fact  that  during  the  last  six 
months  of  1893  the  balance  of  trade  was 
unusaallj  adverse  to  India ;  but  it  is 
most  important  that  jour  Lordships  should 
remember  that  this  was  due,  not  to  anj 
large  failure  of  exports,  but  to  a  most 
extraordinary  expansion  in  the  imports  of 
those  six  months.  If,  however,  your 
Lordships  will  take  the  trouble  to  examine 
the  figures  you  will  find  that  there  are 
many  reasons  for  which  we  can  afford  to 
look  on  this  sudden  spurt  in  the  imports 
without  over -much  concern.  It  is,  in  the 
first  place,  to  be  remembered  that  in  the 
preceding  year,  1892,  the  imports  of  mer- 
chandise for  the  same  months  were 
abnormally  low.  They  stood  at  32  crores, 
as  compared  with  36  crores  and  35  crores 
in  1890  and  1891.  Stocks  had  been 
depleted,  and  it  was  to  be  expected  that 
in  1893,  under  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  that  year,  persons  desiring  to  remit  to 
India  should  have  sent  out — as  they  ac- 
tually did — very  large  quantities  of  piece- 
goods.  But  even  if  all  these  facts 
be  taken  into  consideration,  your  Lord- 
ships will  find  that,  although  the  total 
of  the  imports  for  the  last  six  months  of 
the  year  was  certainly  high,  amounting, 
as  it  did,  to  Rx. 48,250,000,  it  was  not 
higher  than  the  total  of  the  imports  for 
the  year  1890,  which  reached  no  less 
than  Rx.48,500,000.  Whether,  how- 
ever, the  state  of  things  was  as  serious 
as  my  noble  Friend  supposes,  it  is  satis- 
factory to  know  that,  although  the 
balance  of  trade  was  against  India 
in  the  months  immediately  follow- 
ing the  closing  of  the  Mints,  it  has 
inclined  in  the  opposite  direction  since 
November  of  last  year.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  find  that  in  the  month  of 
July,  1893  (the  Mints  were  closed  in 
June),  the  balance  of  trade  turned 
against  India,  the  net  imports  of  treasure 
and  merchandise  exceeding  the  exports 
by  six  lakhs.  In  August  the  balance 
against  India  was  nearly  three  lakhs  ;  in 
September,  1^  lakhs  ;  in  October,  18^ 
lakhs.  But  in  November  the  tide  turned, 
and  we  had  a  balance  in  our  favour  of 
over  a  lakh,  which  in  December  rose  to 
10  lakhs,  in  January  to  12  lakhs,  in 
February  to  15  lakhs,  and  in  March  to 
33  lakhs.  I  am  told  that  both  April 
and  May  have  shown  balances  in  our 
favour.  My  Lords,  I  would  sum  up 
what  I  have  to  say  with  regard  to  this 
part  of  the  subject  in  the  following  pro- 
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positions  : — We  all  of  us  expected  that 
our  currency  legislation  would  lead  to 
some  dislocation  of  the  trade  of  India 
with  silver-using  countries,  and  that  dis* 
location  has  taken  place.  It  is  less 
serious  than  my  noble  Friend  supposes, 
and  there  is  no  reason  for  believing  that 
trade  will  not  in  time  adjust  itself  to  the 
new  conditions  which  have  arisen. 
If  India  is  losing  trade,  a  part  of  that 
trade  would,  there  is  reason  to  suppose, 
have  been  lost  to  us  anyhow,  and  it  will 
probably  be  replaced  by  other  trade 
after  the  markets  have  had  time  to  adjust 
themselves.  Biit  the  real  gravamen  of 
my  noble  Friend's  complaint  is,  I  think, 
that,  while  we  have  injured  the  China 
trade,  we  have  failed  to  secure  the  com- 
pensations which  we  had  expected  in 
the  shape  of  increased  stability  and  a 
higher  exchange  value  for  the  rupee.  I 
might  say  in  passing  that  my  noble 
Friend  ought  to  be  the  last  person  in  the 
world  to  complain  if  the  rupee  has  not 
risen  to  Is.  4d.,  for  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that,  if  he  anticipates  so  much  trouble 
with  the  rupee  at  Is.  Id.,  the  case  would 
be  infinitely  worse  if  it  had  risen  at 
once  to  the  higher-water  mark  of  Is.  4d. 
What  I  have  to  say  with  regard  to  this 
part  of  the  case  is  that  to  the  best  of  my 
belief  no  one  of  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  legislation  of  last  year  ever 
ventured  to  hold  confidently  that  it  would 
be  immediately  successful.  In  his  speech 
on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  the  distinguished  financier  quoted 
by  my  noble  Friend,  Sir  David  Barbour, 
expressly  said'  that,  in  his  opinion,  time 
alone  could  show  whether  the  measure 
would  produce  immediate  results,  or 
whether  it  might  not  involve  a  long  and 
arduous  struggle  and  necessitate  very 
heavy  sacrifices.  I  do  not  think  we  need 
be  ashamed  to  confess  that  in  some 
respects  the  struggle  has  turned  out  to  be 
even  more  arduous  than  we  anticipated  ; 
but  I  hold  strongly  that  nothing  has 
occurred  to  show  that  success  is  unattain* 
able.  What  was  the  essence  of  the 
policy  of  1893  ?  It  was  a  belief  in  the 
possibility  of  enhancing  the  gold  value 
of  the  coined  silver  of  India  by  the  con- 
traction of  the  supply  of  such  coinage.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  this  could  be  affected 
only  in  one  of  two  ways— either  by  re- 
ducing the  redundant  currency  of  the 
country,  or  by  refusing  to  increase  the 
supply  of  that  currency  and  allowing  the 
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demaiul  to  overtake  the  supply.  Whe- 
ther it  would  have  beeu  possible  to 
accelerate  the  operatiou  of  the  measure 
bjr  reduciog  the  curreocj  I  will  not  uow 
pause  to  inquire  ;  such  a  course  would 
obviousljr  have  been  costly,  and  in  many 
respects  inconvenient.  For  the  present 
we  are  relying  entirely  upon  the  first  of 
the  two  courses.  It  is  impossible  to  say 
bow  long  it  will  be  before  the  cause 
produces  the  desired  effect.  I  will  not 
now  venture  to  decide  whether  the 
ittempt  of  the  noble  Earl,  now  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  to  accelerate 
the  operatiou  of  the  currency  measure  by 
holding  back  his  Council  bills  was  well 
ftdTised  or  not.  It  was  made  at  the  instiga- 
tion of  the  Government  of  India,  and  it 
WIS  generally  believed  iu  India  that  it 
Blight  have  been  successful  had  the  noble 
Earl  not  abandoned  it  when  he  did,  as 
wc  believe,  on  the  very  eve  of  success. 
That  attempt,  however,  formed  no  part 
of  tlie  essential  policy  of  the  Government 
of  India  ;  it  wa«  a  mere  excrescence,  and 
iti  abandonment  does  not  by  any  means 
imply  the  failure  of  the  g^eat  experiment 
of  uuit  year.  I  am  one  of  those  who  are 
ttili  unconvinced  that  the  experiment 
cither  has  failed  or  is  destined  to  failure. 
Tbeu  came  the  long  struggle  between 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  remitters 
to  India.  Nothing  could  have  l>een  more 
promising  than  the  position  on  paper. 
The  Government  of  India  closed  the 
Mints ;  the  remitters  could  no  longer  send 
Mlion  to  be  coined  ;  and  it  was  hoped 
that  they  would  consequently  buy  the 
Serrotary  of  State's  bills  at  a  figure 
profitable  to  the  Government  of  India. 
A»  I  have  already  told  your  Lordships, 
it  imfortunately  happened  that  the  stocks 
of  piece-goods  had  been  depleted  during 
tlfce  year  1892,  and  the  remitter,  instead 
ol  buying  bills,  was  able  to  meet  his 
obli^tiouB  by  sending  cotton  goods  to 
India.  Then  came  the  huge  imports  of 
•Iver  bullion,  of  which  no  less  than  7^ 
(Tores*  worth  found  its  way  to  India  dur- 
iar  the  last  six  months  of  the  year.  All 
thu  while  gold  was  appreciating,  and 
iilver  depreciating,  and  the  silver  in  the 
rtipee,  which  we  were  endeavouring  to 
bebter  up,  continued  to  fall  in  value. 
No  combination  of  circumstances  could 
have  been  more  unpropitious.  It  was  in 
the  face  of  all  these  obstacles  that  the 
GoTemmeat  of  India  undertook  the  task 
of  giving  a  fictitious  value  to  what  the 


noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
properly  described  as  a  token  currency 
of  unparalleled  magnitude.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  it  is  an  answer  to 
those  who  tell  us  that  the  failure  of  the 
experiment  has  been  demonstrated,  to  say 
that,  in  spite  of  all  these  obstacles  and 
drawbacks,  the  rupee  has  at  this  moment 
an  exchange  value  of  more  than  2d* 
above  its  intrinsic  value  as  silver  bullion* 
To  that  extent  we  have  succeeded  iu 
carrying  out  the  main  object  of  the 
legislation  of  last  year,  which  was  to 
effect  a  divorce  between  the  gold  value 
of  the  rupee  and  its  bullion  value. 
This  result  has,  moreover,  beeu  achieved 
in  the  face  of  the  largest  sales  of 
Council  bills  which  have  ever  taken 
place  in  the  same  number  of  months* 
Between  April  1  and  June  27  of  the 
present  year  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
succeeded  iu  selling  9 J  crores'  worth 
of  Council  bills — an  amount  far  exceed- 
ing the  average  of  the  four  preceding 
years.  In  spite  of  these  huge 
sales,  the  exchange  value  of  the 
rupee  is  not  only  not  falling,  but 
has  lately  shown  a  tendency  to  rise. 
I  say,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  alto- 
gether unreasonable  to  contend  that  the 
legislation  of  last  year  has  already  broken 
down.  I  earnestly  trust  that  no  such 
view  will  receive  the  support  of  Her 
Majesty*s  Government.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we,  who  are  responsible  for  the 
financial  policy  of  last  year,  have  a  right 
to  ask  that  it  should  be  fairly  tried. 
That,  I  believe,  is  the  desire  of  the  mer- 
cantile community  of  India.  It  is  a 
remarkable  fact  that  at  a  recent  meeting 
of  the  Calcutta  Chamber  of  Commerce  a 
resolution  iu  favour  of  reopening  the 
Mints  to  the  free  coinage  of  silver — 
though  proposed  by  one  of  its  ablest  and 
most  infiuential  members,  Mr.  Robert 
Steele — was  rejected  by  a  very  large 
majority — a  majority,  I  believe,  of  three 
or  four  to  one.  No  responsible  authority 
has,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  recommended 
the  re-opening  of  the  Mints  iu  the  in- 
terests of  India.  The  legislation  of  last 
year  receive<l  the  support  not  only  of 
the  Government  of  India,  but  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  mercantile  classes 
of  the  country.  It  was  approved,  after 
the  amplest  consideration,  by  Uer  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  it  received  the 
support  of  the  remarkable  body  of  experta 
presided   over    by  no  less  au  authority 
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thaD  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack.     Currency  legislation,  under- 
taken under  such  circumstances  and  with 
such  sanctions  behind  it,  should  not  he 
lightly  abandoned,  or  discredited  because 
difficulties,   many   of    which   had    been 
foreseen,  have  presented   themselves  in 
its  course.      Some   of  those   difficulties 
have,  I  believe,  been  mainly  due  to  want 
of  confidence  on  the  part  of  the  public, 
and  to  the  belief  that  either  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  or  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment   were    themselves    irresolute.       I 
deprecate    strongly   any    action    which 
might  have  the  effect  of  strengthening 
such  an  impression  ;  and,  although  I  am 
far  from  regretting  that  my  noble  Friend 
should  have  brought  on  this  discussion, 
I   earnestly  trust  that   it  will  not  end 
without  an  explicit  statement  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
have   no   intention   of    abandoning    the 
legislation  of  last  year,  and  that  it  will 
remain  in  force  until  its  failure  has  been 
demonstrated  by  arguments  much  more 
conclusive  and  cogent  than  those  which 
my  noble  Friend  has  been  able  to  lay 
before  us  this  evening. 

•Lord  REAY  :  After  the  interesting 
speeches  of  my  noble  Friends  I  need 
not  detain  the  House  very  long,  but  I 
should  like  to  go  a  little  more  fully  into 
the  trade  statistics.  The  trade  of  India, 
taken  as  a  whole  and  compared  with 
previous  years,  gives  the  following 
results  : — The  exports  of  merchandise 
(Rx.106,51 5,000)  were  loss  by  only 
Rx.80,000  than  in  1892-93,  and  higher 
than  in  any  previous  year  except 
1891-92,  and  in  that  year  the  ex- 
ports of  wheat  were  quite  abnormal, 
being  7^  millions  above  the  average 
of  other  years.  The  exports  of  1893-4 
exceeded  by  nearly  3^  millions 
the  average  of  the  last  five  years. 
The  imports  of  merchandise  were 
Rx.77,026,000,  or  7|  millions  above  the 
average  of  the  previous  five  years.  The 
increase  of  imports  represents,  of  course, 
payments  in  kind  for  exports,  and  it  is 
impossible  that  imports  of  goods  can  affect 
the  trade  of  India,  or  of  any  country, 
prejudicially.  The  aggregate  trade  in 
1893-94,  amounting  in  mercliandise  to 
Rx.  183,500,000,  exceeds  by  more  than 
11  millions,  or  nearly  7  per  cent.,  the 
average  trade  of  the  five  years  1888-93, 
and  by  about  6  millions,  or  some  3^  per 
4}ent.,  the  trade  in  1891-92,  hitherto  the 
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best  year  on  record.  The  exports  of 
Indian  produce  and  manufactures  were 
Rx.  102,024,000.  This  figure  has  only 
been  exceeded  once — namely,  in  1891-92, 
when  it  was  Rx.  103,551, 000  ;  but  in 
that  year  the  exports  of  wheat  were,  as 
I  have  already  mentioned,  quite  abnor- 
mal. The  reduction  in  the  exports  of 
wheat  was  not  due  to  the  closing  of  the 
Mints.  They  fell  from  Rx.l 4,380,000 
in  1891-92  to  Rx.7,440,000  in  1892-93, 
and  Rx.5,193,000  in  1893-94.  But 
during  the  last  nine  months  of  1893-94 
there  was  an  improvement  of  Rx .  493,000 
as  compared  with  the  last  nine  months  of 
1892-93.  This  improvement  occurred 
after  the  closing  of  the  Mints.  The  gold 
price  of  wheat  in  Europe  is  the  deter- 
mining factor  of  the  wheat  trade.  With 
regard  to  rice,  the  exports  in  1891-92 
were  Rx.  13,387,000,  in  1892-93 
Rx.l2,409,000,in  1893-4  Rx.l 0,389,000. 
The  reduction  in  this  case  was  foreseen 
in  a  circular  issued  by  Messrs.  Fraser 
and  Company  in  January,  1893,  which 
stated  that  the  prices  would  range  lower 

"  than  any  which  have  hitherto  been  recorded 
in  the  annals  of  the  rice  trade/* 

The  fall  in  price  in  this  case  also  accounts 
for  the  shrinkage.  Opium  shows  a  fall- 
ing ofi*.  Exports  in  1891-92  amounted 
to  Rx.9,562,000,  in  1892-93  to 
Rx.9,255,000,  in  1 893-94  to  Rx.9,01 9,000. 
Government  sold  at  Calcutta  in  1891-92 
56,250  chests,  in  1892-93  48,852,  in 
1893-94  43,353.  Here  the  failure  is  due  to 
bad  harvests,  shrinkage  of  cultivation,  and 
exhaustion  of  stocks.  In  cotton  goods 
manufactured  in  India  the  exports  of 
1891  -  92  were  Rx.  6,905,000,  in 
1892-93  Rx.7,999,000,  in  1893-94 
Rx.6,149,000.  The  markets  in  China  had 
been  overstocked  ;  the  falling-off  com- 
menced before  the  Mints  were  closed, 
and  the  latest  figures  are  more  satisfac- 
tory. The  exports  of  cotton  twist  and 
yam  and  piece-goods  to  China  in  the 
second  quarter  of  1893-94  were 
Rx.8 15,000,  in  the  third  quarter 
Rx.l, 065,000,  in  the  fourth  quarter 
Rx.l, 332,000.  Comparing  the  qnarters 
we  find  that  the  falling-off  in  the  total  ex- 
ports of  cotton  manufactures,  which  began 
in  March,  1893,  was  very  heavy  in  the 
second  quarter,  less  so  in  the  third,  and 
in  the  fourth  the  exports  are  hardly  in- 
ferior to  the  average  of  the  preceding 
five  years.  We  had,  therefore,  falling 
markets  before  the  closure,  and  we  have 
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ft  risiiig  market  after  the  closure.      Bat 
it  ma  J    be  said  that  the  exports   were 
beiginiung  to  increase  just  before  theMiuts 
were  closed,  and  that  a  revulsion  then 
oecurred ;  and  this  is  true  to  a  certain, 
bat  not  a  very  great,  extent.    Compared 
with   the   average  of  the  corresponding 
qnarten  for  the  five  previous  years,  the 
exporta  of  merchandise  increased  from 
April  to  June  by  12  per  cent.,  from  July 
to  September  they  were  3  per  cent,  below 
the  average,  from  October  to  December 
they  were    better   by  2   per  cent.,  and 
from  January  to  March  better  by  1 1  per 
cent.,  than  the  average.     Grold,  which  at 
present     is    merely     a    commodity,     is 
amally       imported       into       India      in 
eoQtiderable   quantities,    and,    in     spite 
of    a     net     export     in       1891-92      of 
RxA4 14,000,   the  net   imports  on    the 
ftverage    of    the   last    five  years    were 
RxJ2,533,000.     But  in  the  last  quarters 
of  1893-94    the   current   was    reversed, 
ud  gold  was   exported    to   the   extent 
of  Rx.5l5,000.      It  was  supposed  that, 
with  the   cessation  of  coinage  of  silver 
ia  the   Indian    Mints,    the    imports   of 
tliift  metal    would    have   been    checked, 
bat  that    expectation    has  not  been  ful- 
filled.   It  is,  however,  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pone  that  t  hey  have   been  exceptionally 
stimnlated*      From   April  to  June,  when 
there  was  a  general  belief  that  some  mea- 
Ufe  might  be  adopted   which  would  im- 
prove the  value  of  coined  silver  in  India, 
the  net    imports   exceeded  the  previous 
five   yean*'  average   by    Rx.  1,009,000  ; 
from     July     to     September,    although 
Rx.  1,800,000    was  in  transit   when  the 
HiatA     were  closed,     the   net    imports 
vfTB  below   the  average  by  Rx.44,000  ; 
ia  the   three   months   from   October  to 
Derember     they    were     above     it     by 
Rx.462,000 ;     and     from     January     to 
Ibrefa  below  it  by  Rx.  139,000.    So  that 
ia  the  nine  months  following  the  closing 
of  the   Mints  the  net  imports   of  silver 
have    exceeded     the  average    by   only 
Rx^9,000.     Your  Lordships  will   see 
that  it  would  be  premature  to  draw  any 
conclusions  from   the  statistics  which  I 
have  given,  even  if  the  closure  of  the 
Mints  bad  alone  to  be  taken  into  account. 
Bat  in   August,    1893,  the  free  sale  of 
bills  waa  checked,  and  was  only  resumed 
by  direction  of  the  noble  Earl,  the  pre- 
•eiit    Secretary   of    State    for   Foreign 
Af&ira    (who   regrets    that    his   official 
doties  do  not  allow  him  to  be  present) 
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towards  the  end  of  January.  The  noble 
Marquess  has  complained  of  the  fact  that 
we  resumed  the  sale  of  Council  bills, 
but  I  would  ask  ray  noble  Friend  whe- 
ther he  would  have  contemplated  with 
equanimity  the  increase  of  the  gold  debt 
of  India,  which  would  have  been  the 
inevitable  alternative  of  not  resuming 
the  sale  of  Council  bills. 

•The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
What  I  said  was,  that  the  Government 
of  India  would  have  been  glad  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  could  have  seen  his 
way  to  hold  his  hand  a  little  longer. 

•Lord  RE  AY  :  I  understand  that  my 
noble  Frieud^s  criticism  did  not  go  be- 
yond an  expression  of  regret  that  further 
delay  had  not  been  deemed  possible. 
The  influence  on  trade  of  the  ex- 
periment of  closing  the  Mints  cannot  be 
traced  in  the  statistics  of  1893-94,  and  it 
will  be  necessarv  to  allow  further  time 
in  order  to  see  what  its  efl^ects  are,  when 
Council  bills  are  available.  I  need 
not  go  into  the  financial  aspect  of  the 
questiou.  The  answer  to  much  of  what 
my  noble  Friend  who  spoke  first  has  said 
was  given,  in  anticipation,  in  the  Report 
of  the  (yommittee  on  the  Indian  Currency. 
Before  sitting  down,  I  can,  however,  give 
the  noble  Marquess  the  assurance  which 
he  asked  for.  I  wish  to  state  that  there 
is  no  intention  whatever  of  re-opening  the 
Mints,  and  that  the  experiment  will  bo 
given  a  full  and  fair  trial. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  It  is  not  my  in- 
tention to  prolong  the  Debate  to  any 
extent  nor  to  i|dd  one  single  figure  to  the 
mass  of  figures  which  have  been  laid 
before  us.  ^o  one  can  be  more  painfully 
aware  than  I  am  of  the  difficulticn  which 
beset  the  Finance  Minister  of  India 
during  the  past  few  years.  The  fall  of 
the  rupee  was  so  serious,  and  no  ono 
knew  how  much  lower  it  might  go,  nor 
what  would  be  the  result  to  India  if  it 
did  go  still  lower.  These  considerationa 
lead  me  to  the  belief  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  and  the  Home  Government 
were  right  in  trying  what  means  could 
be  devised  by  which  this  terrible  diffi- 
culty to  the  Finance  Minister  of  India 
might  be  avoided.  The  difficulty  of  the 
Finance  Minister  of  India  can  hardly  be 
imagined  when  having  to  make  up  his 
Budget,  for  he  could  not  tell  whether  he 
would  have  in  hand  a  surplus  of 
£1,000,000,  for  which  he  budgette^l,  or  a 
deflcit  of  £2,000,000  or  £8,000,000   at 
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the  end  of  the  year.    That  position  was 
absolutely  impossible,  and  some  remedy 
had  to  be  found,  supposing  that  a  remedy 
were  indeed  possible.    I  do  not  envy  the 
position  of  those  gentlemen  who  sat  on 
the  Currency  Committee,  presided  over 
by   the   noble   Lord   on  the   Woolsack. 
They  had  a  very  difficult  task  to  perform, 
and  they  did  not  arrive  at  their  conclu- 
sions  without   very    full  and   adequate 
inquiry  and  due  consideration.      Under 
the  circumstances,  I  do  not  wonder  at  the 
Government    of    India     accepting     the 
Report    of    the   Committee   and  acting 
upon  it.     The  noble  Marquess  said  that 
he  was  perfectly  aware  of  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  step  which  the  Government 
of  India  then  took.     It  was  a  grave  step, 
carrying  with  it  a  disturbance  in  the  trade 
with  foreign  countries,  and  it  could  not,  I 
feel  sure,  have  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment without  grave  consideration  of  the 
serious  responsibility  resting  upon  them. 
That  step   has  been    taken — I   am   not 
saying  whether  it  was  right  or  wrong — 
and  we  have  not  yet  had  time  to  see  what 
the  actual  result  of  tbat  step  will  really 
be.     As  I  said,  I  do  not  desire  to   say 
whether  the  step  that  has  been  taken  by 
the  Indian  Government   in   closing   the 
Mints  was  right  or  wrong,  but  I  am  not 
surprised  that   the  Government  has    at 
present  refused  to  dislocate  trade  again 
by  reversing  their  action  in  the  matter.  I 
say  "at  present,"   because   the   subject 
must  be  carefully  reconsidered  from  time 
to  time  in  order  to  see  what  the  effect  of 
the  alteration  has  been.     I  am  sure  the 
Government  themselves  would  say  that 
they   will   watch   the   effect   of  it  very 
anxiously,  because  it  may  turn  out  that 
some  other  method  of  meeting  the  finan- 
cial difficulty  may  be  better  than  the  plan 
we  have  got ;  but  I  do   not  think  that 
any  step  should  be  taken  in  a  new  direc- 
tion until  the  present  plan  has  had  a  fair 
and  full  trial. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  do  not  want  unneces- 
sarily to  add  anything  to  what  has  fallen 
from  my  noble  Friend  who  has  spoken  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  but  this  sub- 
ject is  of  such  transcendent  importance 
to  the  prosperity  of  India  Uiat  I  trust 
that  your  Lordships  will  per\nit  me,  as 
having  been  Chairman  of  the  Gommittee 
which  sat  to  consider  this  question,  to  say 
a  few  words  with  regard  to  it.  U  desire, 
in  the  first  place,  to  say  that  thare  is  a 
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fallacy    involved  in  separating — as  my 
noble  Friend  who  introduced  the  subject 
did — the  exports  to  the  silver-using  East 
from  the  rest  of  the  exports,  when  we 
are  striking  the  balance  of  trade  of  im- 
ports over  exports.      The  total  imports 
of  merchandise,  and  the  total  exports  of 
merchandise,  should,  in  my  judgment,  be 
taken.     It  is,  therefore,  of  the  highest 
importance  to  observe  that  in  the  financial 
year  which  terminated  with  the  end  of 
March  last  the  total  exports  of  merchan- 
dise from  India  were  within  a  fraction 
the  same  as  the  total  exports  of  merchan- 
dise of  the  previous  year.     The   figures 
approximate  extraordinarily  close  to  each 
other.      In    1892-93   the   total   exports 
were  Rx.  106,595,000,  and    in    1893-94 
the  total  exports  were  Rx.  106,5 15,000. 
There  has  been,  it  is  true,  a  great  falling 
off  in  the  exports  of  Indian  wheat,  but  of 
that  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will  not 
regret,  considering  the  complaints  that 
have  been  made  of  the  large  importations 
of  Indian  wheat  into  this  country.     But 
the  exports  of  wheat  last  year  was  some- 
thing   like     Rx.3,000,000     below     the 
average  of  the  past  five  years — it  was 
lower,    indeed,    than    it    has    been     in 
any  year  during  the  past   five  years — 
but     that,  lof    course,  had    nothing    to 
do    with    the    closing    of     the    Mints. 
Therefore,  had  the  export  of  wheat  last 
year  equalled  that  of  tbe  average  of  the 
last  five  years,  the  total  export  of  mer- 
chandise from  India  last  year  would  have 
exceeded  the  total  export  of  merchandise 
of  any  previous  year.      That  is  a  fact  of 
very  great  importance.  But  it  is  said  that 
the  balance  was  to  some  extent  less  than 
it  would  be  because  of  the  large  imports 
of    merchandise ;  and  no  doubt  the  im- 
ports last  year  were  several  millions  in 
excess   of  previous  years.     But  that  is 
not  a  bad  thing  for  India.     People  do  not 
suffer  because  they  buy  more  goods  im- 
ported from  another  country.     The  noble 
Lord  who  brought  forward  this  subject 
has  said  that  the  closing  of  the  Mints  in 
India  have  caused  a  great  dislocation  of 
trade  with  silver-using  countries.      But, 
supposing  that  in  consequence  of  keeping 
the  Mints  open  and  in  consequence  of  the 
repeal  of  the  Sherman  Act  the  value  of 
the  rupee  had  fallen  from  Is   3d.  to  ]0d«, 
what  effect  would  that  have  had  in  dis- 
locating and  even  paralysing  the  export 
trade  with  gold-using  countries,  which  is 
twice  as  great  as  the  trade  with  silver^ 
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QsJDg  coantries  ?     I  may  go  further,  and 
ask  what  woald  have  been  the  effect  of 
that  fall  in  raltte  of  the  rapee  upon  the 
oottOD    trade  of  Lancashire  ?      In   my 
<»pinionf  such  a  fall  in  the  value  of  the 
rupee  would  have  had  a  far  more  dis- 
astrous effect  upon  that  branch  of  trade 
than  the  effect  which  my  noble  Friend 
who    introduced    the    subject  said    the 
«l«>6iDg  of  the  Mints  has  had  on  the  trade 
between  India  and  China.     No  doubt  we 
bmve  heard  very  loud  complaints  with  re- 
mnl    to    the    falling    off   of  the  trade 
between  India  and  China,  but  we  must 
receive     those     complaints    with    some 
eautton,    because   thej   chiefly   emanate 
from  those  who  are  interested  in  keeping 
op  the  price  of  silver,  which  the  closing 
of  the  Mints  has  tended  to  lower.    These 
people  are  likely  to  suffer  from  any  fall 
an   the  value  of  silver,  and  they,  there- 
fore, are  not  inclined  to  make  the  best  of 
the  effects  of  closing  the  Mint.  No  doubt 
the  closing  of  the  Mints  has  had  some 
ctfect  on  the  trade  between  China  and 
Japan,  but  the  effect  of  that  operation 
ha*  undoubtedly   been  far  less  upon  the 
tnuie   between    India    and    China  than 
night    have    been    supposed.      Indeed, 
those  of  us  who  have  studied  the  qnos- 
tioo,  BO  far  from  being  surprised  that  there 
wait  such    a  dislocation  of  trade  as  has 
been  proved  to  be  the  case,  are  surprised 
that  there  was  so  little  dislocation.     My 
noble     Friend     has     quoted     statistics, 
nrtnctpally  comparing    1H93  with  1892. 
But    the    noble    Marquess  has   already 
«alled  attention  to  the  fact  that  in   1893 
there  was  such  a  glut  of  these  goods  in 
tiie  China  market,  that  even  before  the 
Mints    were   closed  the  merchants    saw 
that  it  was  absolutely  essential  to  work 
short  time  in  order  to  diminish  the  ex- 
ports.    Let  me   compare  this  year  with 
lH9i,  In  January,  February  and  March 
of  1892,  the  exports  of  cotton  goods  to 
China  were  Rx.1,207,000  in  value,  andl  in 
Jaonary,  February  and  March  of  1893, 
the  exports  to  China  were  Rx.1,077,000 
io  value*     But  in  the  first  three  months 
«f    the    present   year    the     exports    to 
China    were    Rx. 1,332,000,  as    against 
Bx.  1,207,000  in  the  first  three  months  of 
the  ytmr  before  last.     Therefore,  taking 
tho    firat  three  months  of  1894  and  the 
Ibst  three  months  of  1891,  there  was  an 
abetoal  inerease  in  the  trade  between  the 
two      eomitnes     in     the     former,     as 
ipared     with     the     latter      period. 


I  therefore  think  that  it  is  clear  that  there 
has  not  been  that  mighty  revolution  in 
trade  between  the  two  countries  which  it 
has  been  assumed  that  the  closing  of  the 
Indian  Mints  has  brought  about.  With 
regard  to  the  course  which  was  taken  of 
closing  the  Mints,  my  noble  Friend  who 
brought  forward  this  subject  has  admitted 
that  the  position  of  the  Government  at 
the  time  when  they  arrived  at  this 
decision  was  one  of  enormous  difficulty, 
and  that  their  determination  was  not 
come  to  with  a  light  heart.  The  various 
matters  to  which  my  noble  Friend 
alluded  were  most  anxiously  considered, 
and  it  was  only  after  looking  at  the 
subject  all  round  that  the  Government 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  course 
which  they  subsequently  adopted  was 
the  one  that  would  give  rise  to  the  least 
danger.  We  had  then  to  look  forward. 
We  have  now  had  the  experience  of 
a  year.  Since  the  policy  .of  the  Go- 
vernment has  been  carried  into  effect  I 
have  watched  the  result  of  its  operation 
very  closely  from  day  to  day,  as  I  have 
been  in  business  myself.  I  have  made 
myself  acquainted  with  the  rates  of 
exchange  every  day,  and  I  have  read 
everything  that  has  been  written  by  those 
in  authority  in  relation  to  the  effect  that 
the  closing  of  the  Mints  has  had  upon 
the  trade  of  India,  and  the  result  of  my 
examination  has  been  to  lead  me  to  the 
conclusion  that  if  I  were  again  consulted 
upon  the  subject  I  should  give  precisely 
the  same  advice  that  I  did  before.  The 
noble  Marquess  has  shown  that  it  would 
be  difficult  indeed  to  say  that  the  step 
taken  has  been  a  failure.  The  circum- 
stance that  had  to  be  faced  was  the 
imminent  repeal  of  the  Sherman  Act. 
What  was  the  effect  of  that  Act  ?  It  was 
to  set  free,  as  it  were,  in  the  market  silver 
amounting  to  many  millions  in  value. 
Supposing  that  step  had  been  suddenly 
taken  with  the  Mints  open,  can  it  for  a 
moment  be  doubted  that  there  must  have 
been  an  enormous  fall  in  the  price  of 
silver  ?  Some  say  that  if  the  Indian  Mints 
had  been  kept  open  the  price  of  silver  would 
have  been  kept  up.  I  am  utterly  unable  to 
follow  the  reasoning  which  leads  to  that 
conclusion.  I  could  understand  it  if  it 
could  be  shown  that  India  had  taken,  say, 
£1 1,000,000  less  of  silver  during  the  past 
year,  which  might  have  been  to  some  ex- 
tent filled  up  by  the  supply  so  set  free. 
But  during  last  year  the  Indian  demand 
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has  been  as  great  as  ever  it  was.  The 
closing  of  the  Mints  in  India  has  not 
made  India  at  all  a  worse  customer  for 
silver.  Then,  how  was  this  £11, 000,000 
to  be  disposed  of  ?  Was  it  to  go  into 
India  in  addition  to  the  normal  demand  ? 
and  is  it  conceivable  that  there  should  not 
have  been  in  such  circumstances  an  enor- 
mous fall  in  the  price  of  silver  ?  If  jou 
have  your  previous  customer — who  may 
be  even  as  ready  to  buy  as  before — can 
you  get  rid  of  your  customer  for  one- 
third  of  tbe  total  production  of  the  world 
without  a  tremendous  fall  in  the  price  of 
the  article  ?  because,  however  matters 
might  in  time  adapt  themselves  and  new 
pnrchasers  be  found,  it  is  obvious  that 
the  fall  must  have  been  great.  I  have 
already  touched  upon  what  would  have 
been  the  consequences  of  so  great  a  fall 
upon  the  trade  of  India  generally,  and 
what  would  have  been  the  consequences 
as  regards  the  Government  of  India. 
When  it  is  said  that  the  experiment  has 
failed,  I  would  like  to  call  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  one  single  fact.  During 
the  last  three  months,  that  is,  the  first 
three  months  of  this  financial  year,  the 
Government  of  India  disposed  of  Council 
bills  which  have  fetched  a  trifle  over 
£5,000,000  sterling.  If  they  had  been 
sold  at  the  intrinsic  value  of  the  rupee, 
according  to  the  price  of  silver  in  the 
silver  market,  the  Indian  Government 
would  have  got  more  than  £750,000  less 
for  those  bills  than  they  have  got.  Surely 
it  is  very  difficult  in  the  face  of  such  a 
fact  as  that  to  say  that  the  experiment 
has  failed.  No  doubt  it  has  not  suc- 
ceeded as  some  expected  and  hoped  that 
it  would  ;  but  enough  has  been 
said  to  show  that  it  is  much  too 
early  to  even  entertain  the  idea  of 
going  back  from  this  experiment 
and  reverting  to  the  old  condition  of 
things — namely,  open  Mints,  although, 
of  course,  the  Government  would  do 
wisely  in  India  and  in  this  country  in 
keeping  their  ears  open  to  the  suggestion 
of  any  new  course  which  would  commend 
itself  to  people  generally  as  being  a 
better  or  more  satisfactory  one  than  the 
present.  There  is  just  one  point  I  should 
like  to  say  a  woid  upon,  otherwise  mis- 
apprehension mny  be  caused.  My  noble 
Friend  spoke  of  the  effect  upon  India  of 
the  fall  of  the  rupee  as  being  this — that 
she  has  to  pay  twice  as  much  as  before 
in  paybg  her  debts  because  she  has  to 
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pay  double  the  number  of  rupees.  Thai 
statement  involves  a  fallacy  to  which  it 
is  most  desirable  to  call  attention,  because 
it  would  be  very  desirable  that  the  people 
of  India  should  be  led  to  think  that 
their  burden  had  been  increased  in  a  waj 
and  manner  in  which  it  had  not  been  in* 
creased.  It  depends  on  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  rupee.  India  pays  her 
debt  nominally  in  rupees,  but  really  i& 
produce.  She  may  pay  many  more 
rupees  than  she  did  before  ;  but  if  the 
gold  price  of  her  produce  remains  the 
same,  she  gets  for  it  a  great  many  more 
rupees  than  she  did  before.  If  you  have 
the  gold  price  remaining  the  same  yoar 
rupee  may  depreciate  as  much  as  you: 
please,  you  will  get  so  many  more  rupees- 
for  the  produce,  and  inasmuch  as  ulti- 
mately the  balance  is  really  settled  bj 
the  transfer  of  produce  from  India  to  this 
country  for  the  purpose  of  making  pay- 
ments, it  does  not  follow  because  she  ia 
paying  in  appearance  so  many  more 
rupees  that  she  is  being  subject,  except 
in  the  slightest  degree,  to  a  greater 
burden  than  before.  Of  course,  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  gold  price  falls,  te 
the  extent  to  which  she  does  not  get  the 
iucreased  number  of  rupees  for  the  gold 
price  of  her  produce  corresponding  to  the 
depreciatioD,  no  doubt  the  burden  is  in- 
creased, but  to  nothing  like  the  amount 
which  you  would  suppose  if  you  were  to- 
regard  the  whole  of  this  increased 
number  of  rupees  as  an  increase  of 
burdens.  No  doubt,  in  one  respect  India 
has  suffered  in  the  payment  of  her  debt, 
but  it  is  in  a  respect  in  which  all  nations 
that  have  to  pay  debts  have  suffered.  Id 
so  far  as  produce  has  been  lower  in  price 
before;  if,  for  example,  the  same  quantity 
of  wheat  fetches  only  half  the  price^ 
it  will  only  go  half  as  far 
towards  paying  heavy  debt,  and  in  that 
respect  India  has  suffered  in  the  way  in 
which  other  nations  have  suffered.  I 
should  like  to  disabuse  your  Lordships 
of  the  impression  that  because  an  in- 
creased number  of  mpees  have  to  be  paid 
in  order  to  discharge  the  gold  debt  te 
this  country  it  necessarily  represents  ao 
increase  of  burdens.  There  are  just  twe 
other  matters  to  which  I  should  like  to 
allude.  My  noble  Friend  spoke  of  the 
silver  which  is  held  by  the  people  of 
India  as  not  now  being,  as  it  was  before,, 
equivalent  to  its  weight  in  rupees.  The 
noble  Lord  speaks  as  though  the  people 
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of  IndiA  who  hiul  got  the  silver  were 
gettiDg  lese  for  it  than  tbej  would  if  the 
JiintA  hftd  been  open.  No  doubt,  if  the 
Mtnt«  were  open  and  the  rupee  had  fallen 
io  ralne  to  the  same  extent  as  silver  as 
before,  jou  would  have  to  weigh  your 
«Uver  as  against  rupees.  But  if  by 
«loeing  the  Mints  the  rupee  has  a  higher 
value  than  the  silver,  and  will  produce 
more  than  the  same  amount  of  silver, 
then,  although  the  man  who  sells  silver 
l^tfl  fewer  rupees  than  is  equivalent  to 
the  weight  of  silver,  he  may  get  pre- 
cisely the  same  purchasing  power  as  he 
4iid  before,  because  the  rupees  will  pur- 
chase more  ;  therefore,  the  real  truth  is 
it  is  a  fallacy  to  suppose  that  those  who 
bare  in  India  any  silver  had  suffered  in 
chat  way  by  the  closing  of  the  Mintn. 
The  final  point  with  which  I  will  trouble 
joor  Lordships  is  this  :  I  do  not  alto- 
cecber  agree  with  the  view  suggested 
by  mj  noble  Friend  that  the  ability  of 
ladta  to  pay  her  debt  depends  upon  this 
balaiioe  of  exchange.  India  would  have 
iu  pay  her  debt  if  there  were  no  balance 
of  exchange.  It  would  have  to  l>e  done 
in  this  way  :  Suppose  you  had  no 
balAnce  of  exports  over  imports  the 
GoTemment  of  India  would,  of  course, 
have  in  her  coffers  the  nipees  collected 
In  taxes.  She  would  have  to  pay  her 
debt  iu  England.  She  might  do  it  iu  a 
Tariety  of  ways.  One  way  would  be  to 
go  into  the  market  and  buy  produce  and 
•end  it  to  England  for  sale,  and  the  sale 
of  produce  purchased  for  rupees  in  India 
froai  the  Government  Treasurv  and  sold 
bere  for  gold  would,  of  course,  pay  the 
debt.  It  is  quite  true  you  might,  under 
tboae  circumstances,  have  to  go  into 
tbe  market  and  enter  U|H>n  theoreti- 
cal transactions  not  on  the  mo»*t 
favonrmMe  terms  for  the  (lovertmient  of 
fjidia,  bat  you  would,  pro  tanlo^  arti- 
ficially increase  the  exports  of  India 
for  tbe  purpose  of  paying  your 
debt.  So  long  as  you  have  a  debt 
to  pay,  and  pay  it,  the  surplus  of 
porta  over  imports  must  l>e  sufficient, 
tLey  will  have  to  be  made  suffi* 
lo  pay  yoor  debt.  Of  course,  I  do 
for  a  moment  dispute  that  under 
tbeae  circumstances  your  transaction  may 
BoC  be  as  favourable  a  one  for  the  Go- 
Yomroeot  aa  it  is  if  you  have  a  natural 
sorpliM  of  exports  over  imports,  hut  nil 
I  would  point  out  to  my  noble  Friend 
is  thia :  I   tlunk  it  is  a  mistake  to  sup* 


pose  that  it  is  the  surplus  of  exports  over 
imports  wliich  enables  India  to  pay  its 
debts.  It  affords  a  more  convenient  and 
more  advantageous  method.  The  rupees 
which  the  Government  of  India  has  to 
convert  into  gold  may  go  further,  but  it 
is  not  upon  that  that  the  payment  of 
debt  depends.  I  will  not  trouble  your 
Lordships  further.  It  is  only  the  great 
importance  of  the  subjcH:t  which  has  in- 
duced me  to  trouble  you  so  far. 

[The  subject  then  dropped.] 

THK  INDIAN  TAUIKF  BILL. 
motion  for  an  address. 

The  Earl  of  NORTIIBROOK 
moved — 

•*That  an  humble  AddrenA  be  nresente*!  to 
Her  Majesty  for — (1)  A  copy  of  the  Rep^^rt  of 
discuHsioDs  in  the  LegiMlative  Council  of  the 
(rovernor  General  of  India,  concerning  tbe 
Indian  Tariff  Bill  of  1894  ;  (2)  A  copy  of  tbe 
dissents  reconleil  by  McmbefH  of  tbe  Council 
of  India  relating  to  the  same  subject ;  and  (3) 
Copy  of  the  Kast  India  Financial  Statement 
for  1894-95,  and  of  the  proccoilings  thereon  in 
tbe  Legislative  Council  of  India.*'  * 

He  said,  he  had  l>een  informed  by  his 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  that  the  Correspondence 
between  the  Secretarv  of  State  and 
the  Government  of  India  was  not 
at  present  completed,  and  therefore 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  did 
not  consider  it  desirable  that  it  should  be 
laid  l)efore  Parliament  in  its  present  con- 
dition. He  would  only  say  he  felt 
certain  when  it  was  complete  it  woold 
Ik*  absolutely  necessary  that  that  Cor- 
respondence should  l>e  laid  before  Par- 
liament, becaufte  the  responsibility  in  thin 
matter  evidently  rested  entirely  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India. 

•L(»Ri>  RE  AY  :  There  is  no  objection 
to  this  Return. 

Address  agreed  to. 

orTDOOR   KELIKF  (FRIENDLY    SOCIK- 
TIKS)  BILL.— (No.  88.) 

House  in  CommittcHi  (acoording  to 
Order.) 

The  MABgiEss  or  SALISBURY  : 
There  are  some  Amendments  which 
ought  to  be  made  to  this  Hill,  but  I 
think  they  will  be  made  more  satisfactory 
in  the  Standing  Committee. 

The  MARi^t'Esn  or  RIPON  :  I  quite 
agree  they  will  be  better  made  in  the 
Standing  Committee. 
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and  re*committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  (PB0SECUTI0N8) 
BILL.— (No.  183.) 

Order  of  tlie  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which,  he 
explained,  contained  only  one  clause.  It 
was  the  outcome  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  Lord 
Onslow,  and  was  an  earnest  of  the 
assurance  given  by  Lord  Playfair  some 
time  ago  in  that  House,  that  the  same 
powers  should  be  given  to.  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  as  were  at  present  exercised 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  cases  of  mis- 
representation under  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act,  Section  2.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Second  Reading. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Lord  Ribblesdale.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1*  ; 
to    be    printed  ;    and    referred    to   the 
Examiners.     (No.  138.) 


PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  139.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  12)  BILL. 
(No.  117.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 


PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  76.) 

Read  3%  with  the  Amendments  :  A 
further  Amendment  made  ;  Bill  passed^ 
and  returne<l  to  the  Commons. 

BISHOPRIC  OF  BRISTOL  ACT  (1884) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  131.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  pa8t  Seven 

o*clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


'  X  i"^  v^-v  -'X  - 
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THAMES    CONSERVANCY    BILL 
(iy  Order). 

On  the  Order  for  the  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  the  consideration  of  this  Bill  as 
amended,  the  lOthof  Julv  was  mentioned 
on  the  part  of  the  promoters  for  resuming 
the  Debate  on  the  Amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  that  while  he  should  offer  do 
opposition  to  the  date  fixed  bj  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  he  should  have  pre- 
ferred an  earlier  date.  He  and  his  friends 
would  have  been  perfectly  prepared  to 
take  the  Debate  on  Monday  next. 

Adjourned  Delmte  further  adjourned 
till  Tuesday,  lOth  July. 


BARRY  RAILWAY  BILL. 
•Mr.  a.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan,  S.), 
who  had  a  Notice  ou  the  Paper  to  le- 
commit  this  Bill  to  Committee,  and  also 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  aRELAND)  PRO-    a  Notice  moving  an  Instruction  to  the 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  11)  BILL.         \  Committee,  on  behalf  of  the  Glamorgan 
(No.  118.)  County  Council,  that  a  clause  should  be 

Read  3*   (according   to   Order),    and 


passed. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL.— (No.  110.) 

Read    3*  (according   to   Order),   and 
passed. 


inserted  in  the  Bill  providing  that  the 
proposed  line  should  be  opened  for  pas- 
senger traffic  within  a  reasonable  period^ 
said,  he  was  glad  to  say  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  him  to  move  this  Resol^ 
tion.  The  House  would  remember  tw 
according  to  the  opinion  of  Lord  BaUpur 
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of  Bnrteigii,  before  whom  a  similar  Bill 
oame,  the  Local  GoverDment  Act  of 
IHSS  had  imposed  on  Countj  Couooils 
the  datj  of  looking  after  the  interests  of 
the  public  io  railway  matters,  and  espe- 
cially when  any  new  line  was  proposed 
to  Parliament,  In  the  case  of  this  line, 
which  was  a  public  railway  but  was 
only  used  for  mineral  traffic,  it  was 
of  great  importance  to  the  people  of 
the  district  throngh  which  it  would  pass 
that  it  should  be  opened  to  passenger 
traffic  as  soon  as  possible. 

Ma.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.) :  May  I  ask  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  what  is  the  Question  before  the 
iiOQse  ^ 

•Mr,'  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  appealed  to  me,  and 
I  was  obliged  to  tell  him  that,  under 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case, 
be  could  not  move  the  Instruction,  and 
the  hon.  Member  is  now,  I  understand, 
prefacing  with  some  remarks  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Notice.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  in  Order  to  propose  to  make  it 
ft  rooditioo  precedent  to  the  sanction  by 
th«  House  of  n  particular  line  that  on 
ftU  the  lines  of  the  system  of  the  Com- 
MT  a<*commodation  should  be  provided 
tor  paAseuger  traffic.  It  would  be  cou- 
Uwrj  to  the  practice  of  the  House  to 
impose  such  a  condition  on  a  Company 
Wore  a  particular  Hue — a  mineral  line, 
on  which  no  question  of  passenger  traffic 
fcrisss — isiiauctioned.  If  thought  desirable, 
g«tienil  legislation  should  be  invoked. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  Then 
the  hou.  Member  is  not  in  a  position  to 
nake  the  Motion  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  No  ;  the  hon.  Mem- 
W  is  Addressing  the  House  by  way  of 
uplaoatioD  and  on  the  understanding  I 
kave  mentioned. 

Ma.  A.  WILLIAMS,  continuing, 
Aid,  the  Bill  which  was  now  reported  to 
Uie  House  was  a  Bill  for  a  small  exten- 
ftioD  of  the  main  hue  of  the  Barry  Rail- 
way Company.  This  Company  obtained 
•a  Act  to  1884  in  onler  to  obtain  commu- 
Bteatiou  from  the  dock  to  the  coal  district, 
about  12  miles  away.  From  that  year 
<>awanlg  there  had  been  carried  a  large 
qoaotitj  of  coal  and  large  dividends  had 
"eea earned,  and  th^re  was  now  an  appli- 
cation for  extension  of  the  main  line 
powerw  being  taken  to  carry  passseugcrs 
••  well  an  minerals.  Neither  the  (ila- 
■w^an  County  Council  nor  the  public 


had  any  desire  whatever  to  oppose  the 
line.  Indeed,  they  were  anxious  the  line 
shduld  be  inade.  The  only  object  in 
view  in  the  action  he  was  taking  was 
that,  in  the  interest  of  the  Company  and 
the  public  alike,  the  Company  should  be 
called  upon  to  give  some  undertaking 
that  within  a  reasonable  time  they  would 
provide  for  passenger  traffic  on  the  new 
line.  The  accommodation  was  greatly 
needed,  and  he  would  appeal  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  bring  their  influence  to  l>ear 
in  the  matter. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  liave  to  point  out 
that  there  is  no  Question  before  the 
House,  as  the  hou.  Member  does  not 
move  the  Motion  standing  on  the  Paper 
in  his  name.  But  the  hon.  Member  has, 
perhaps,  said  enough  as  to  the  facts  of 
the  case  and  the  policy  involved.  I  do 
not  think  the  discussion  can  be  con- 
tinued. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
Would  it  bo  out  of  Order,  Sir,  for  me  to 
reply  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  should  not  have 
permitted  the  hon.  Member  to  have  gone 
so  far  as  I  did  if  I  had  not  known  that 
there  was  a  sort  of  sanction  to  what  he 
said  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  May  I  take  it  from 
what  you  have  said,  Sir,  that  I  am  at 
lil>erty  to  make  a  few  observations  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  there  is  a  dif- 
ference of  view. 

Mr.  BHVCE  :  In  the  nature  of  a 
response  to  the  appeal  made  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  I  should  like  to  say  that  I  am 
glad  that,  by  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  Motion  cannot  be  brought  on,  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  not  attempted 
to  bring  it  on,  for,  whatever  are  the 
merits  of  the  cace,  I  should  have  con- 
sidered it  my  duty  to  warn  the  House  of 
the  danger  and  imprudence  of  interfering 
with  the  procedure  of  Committees  of  the 
House,  except  in  special  cases — that  is 
to  say,  in  cases  where  questions  are 
raised  which  could  not  be  brought  before 
the  Committee  or  large  public  interests 
are  involved.  With  regard  to  the  appeal 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  will  say  just 
this.  I  understand  that  the  people 
of  the  district  through  which  the  new 
line  will  pnss  are  greatly  in  need  of  rail- 
way accommodation.  The  attention  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ban  been  called  to  the 
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matter,  and  we  are  of  that  opinion.  I 
understand  the  Railway  Company  have 
given  some  sort  of  indication  that  they 
will  endeavour  to  bring  about  what  is 
desired.  On  the  part  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that, 
recognising  the  need  that  exists  for 
passenger  traffic  along  the  line,  they  will 
consider  it  their  duty  to  take  every 
proper  means  of  pressing  upon  the  Com- 
pany the  necessity  and  desirability  of 
opening  the  proposed  line  for  passenger 
traffic  as  soon  as  they  can  possibly  do  so. 
That  is  to  say,  as  soon  as  they  have 
obtained,  with  or  without  Parliamentary 
powers,  connection  with  the  Taff  Vale 
system.  I  hope  that  will  be  sufficient 
answer  to  what  the  hon.  Member  has 
6aid. 

Sir  T.  fry  (Darlington)  said,  he 
desired  to  say  a  word  on  a  personal 
matter.  He  understood  the  hou.  Member 
(Mr.  A.  Williams)  to  say  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  placed  in  a  position  of 
great  difficulty.  He  could  assure  the 
House  that  the  Committee  never  had  the 
slightest  difficulty  in  coming  to  a  decision. 
The  same  result  was  arrived  at  both 
before  the  Railway  Commissioners  and 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Q  UE  STIOXS. 


*-THE  COSTA  RICA  PACKET." 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Afiairs  whether  he  is  now  in 
a  position  to  state  the  purport  of  the 
latest  Despatch  from  the  Netherlands 
Government  with  respect  to  the  claim  for 
compensation  submitted  on  behalf  of  the 
captain  of  the  Costa  Rica  Packet  f 
•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  I  hope  to  be  in  a  position  to  give 
some  information  in  a  few  days. 

IRISH  ORDNANCE  SURVEY 
DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  Circular  has  been  issued  bv  the  Director 
General  at  Southampton  approving  of  a 
reduction  in  the  staff  of  Irish  empht/es  ; 
and  that  a  monthly  notice  has  been  given 
to  those  men,  but  no  reference  has  been 

Mr.  Bryce 


made  to  compensation  although  they 
have  been  in  the  service  from  five  to 
fifteen  years ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  pursue  this  practice  of 
summary  dismissal  in  the  Irish  Ordnance 
Survey  Department  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  have  made 
inquiry  into  this  matter,  and  I  find  that 
it  is  not  the  case  that  any  Circular  has 
been  issued  on  the  subject  of  the  redac- 
tion of  the  Ordnance  Survey  Department 
in  Ireland,  nor  is  there  any  practice  of 
summary  dismissal  such  as  that 
suggested  in  the  concluding  para- 
graph of  the  question.  A  certain 
limited  number  of  men,  both  in  Ire- 
land and  in  England,  have  received  a 
month^s  notice,  because  their  services  are 
not  required  for  the  completion  of  the 
programme  of  the  present  year,  which 
entails  the  employment  of  an  increased 
number  of  engravers  instead,  and  possibly 
the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  based 
upon  this  fact.  It  is  not,  of  course, 
possible  for  me,  in  view  of  the  varying 
character  of  the  work  of  the  Survey,  to 
guarantee  permanent  employment  to 
every  man  whom  we  temporarily  engage, 
and  in  the  circumstances  I  do  not  think 
the  notice  given  can  be  said  to  be  un- 
reasonable. It  would  certainly  be  my 
wish  that  in  the  exercise  of  a  difficult 
duty  every  possible  consideration  should 
be  shown  to  the  men  concerned,  and  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  in  some  cases  the 
men  will  be  entitled  to  gratuities  under 
the  Superannuation  Act  of  1887. 

SALES  UNDER  "THE  GLEBE  LANDS 

ACT,  1888;' 

Sir  J.  SAVORY  (WeslmorelamU 
Appleby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  he  will 
arrange  that  notices  shall  be  given  to  the 
Governors  of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty  of 
sales  proposed  and  effected  under  **  The 
Glebe  Lauds  Act,  1888,'^  and  whether  he 
will  direct  a  fuller  Return  of  proceedings 
under  the  Act  in  the  form  submitted  to 
him  by  the  Governors  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  Under  the 
Glebe  Lands  Act  of  1888,  the  Governors 
of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty  are  entitled  to 
receive  notice  of  an  intended  sale  in  every 
case  in  which  they  are  mortgagees  or 
creditors  of  (he  benefice,  and  I  have 
made  special  arrangements  with  a  view 
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lo  see  that  the  reqairementu  of  the  Act 
in  this  respect  are  duly  complied  with. 
I  canoot  enter  into  any  general  engage- 
ment as  to  the  notification  to  the 
(lovemors  of  the  receipt  of  applications 
to  sell  glebe  lands  in  other  cases,  for 
reasons  which  I  have  explained  at 
length  in  a  letter  which  I  have  addressed 
to  the  (Tovemors  on  the  subject,  hut  I 
shall  be  glad  to  supply  such  information 
as  to  sales  eflfected  under  the  A<a  as  will 
enable  the  Governors  to  keep  up  full  and 
sufficient  reconls  respecting  the  augmen- 
tations made  by  them,  and  I  propose  that 
the  officers  of  my  Department  should 
confer  with  the  officers  of  the  Bounty 
Office  as  to  the  means  by  which  this  may 
be  most  conveniently  effected. 

BOVINE  TUBERCULOSIS  REPORT. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
wben  the  Bovine  Tuberculosis  Report 
war  be  expected  to  be  issued  ?  and  in 
patting  it  I  should  like  to  remind  the 
ri|(bt  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  is  about 
ttw  sixteenth  time  I  have  asked  it. 

The  president  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
LtFEVRE,  Brailford,  Central)  :  I  am 
tinkX  I  can  only  give  an  answer  such  as 
I  have  given  on  previous  occasions. 

Mr.  FIELD:  Is  this  matter  ever 
going  to  be  finished  ? 

Ml,  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  That  does 
not  depend  on  me.  I  can  only  give  the 
in«wer  of  the  Commissioners. 

VisrorNT  CRANBORNE 
(Rorbester)  :  I  recollect  this  question 
being  raised  two  years  ago. 

Mt.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  Com- 
an»ionens  are  now  considering  their 
R«port- 

Mr.  FIELD  :  Cannot  the  right  hon. 
Ototleman  bring  any  pressure  to  l>ear  on 
^  Commissioners  ? 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forwt  of  Dean)  :  Is  not  the  proper 
ojyportnnity  to  raise  this  question  on  the 
^  ote  for  Public  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE :  Certainly. 

HTRKL  COMPANY  OF  NEWTON. 
Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
H.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scothind  whether  any  Government  orders 
have  been  phu^  with  the  Steel  Com- 
pMT  of  Newton  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  steel  dressers  employed  there  have 


lieen  on  strike  for  over  13  weeks  for  an 
advance  of  ^d.  per  hour,  the  present  rate 
being  6jd.  and  the  recognised  Trade 
Union  rate  in  the  district  6|d.  ;  and  that 
the  places  of  the  men  on  strike  have 
been  filled  by  labourers  who  are  being 
paid  18s.  per  week  ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  at  once  put  the  Fair 
Wages  Rt^solution  of  the  House  into 
force  ^ 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kat-Shittleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  Steel  Com- 
pany are  executing  some  work  for  the 
Admimlty,  some  of  this  being  under  a 
sub-contract  with  Messrs.  J.  and  G. 
Thomson,  of  Glasgow.  A  complaint  as 
to  the  wages  which  they  pay  under  that 
sub-contract  has  been  lately  received 
through  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  from 
the  Associate<l  Iron  Dressers  of  Scot- 
land, and  is  now  under  consideration  at 
the  Admlraltv. 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCE. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether,  seeing  that  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates  annually  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment give  the  exact  numbers  of  the 
Regular  and  Auxiliary  Forces,  Ships, 
and  Seamen  maintained  by  the  United 
Kingdom  for  the  defence  of  the  Empire, 
and  that  the  exact  sum  required  for  their 
pay,  equipment,  and  training  is  voted  by 
the  House  of  Common^,  as  also  the 
capita]  and  annual  cost  of  all  Imperial 
fortifications  and  other  defences,  and  that 
like  information  is  publisbe<l  by  all 
foreign  nations,  he  will  consent  to  inform 
the  House,  as  a  guide  to  adequately  pro- 
viding for  Imperial  defence,  to  what 
extent  local  assistance  c«u  Ih»  counted  on 
from  the  self-governing  colonies  in  the 
event  of  any  emergency  arising,  and 
what  has  been  the  capital,  and  what  is 
the  annual  expenditure  incurred  on  those 
heads  by  Canada,  Australasia,  New  Zea- 
land, Cape  Colonv,  and  Natal  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  the  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
BrxTOX,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I 
cannot  say  what  amount  of  local  assist- 
ance would  be  forthcoming  from  each 
self-governing  colony  for  Imperial  de- 
fence in  the  event  of  any  emergency 
arising,  as  it  would  largely  depend  on 
(he  nature  of  the  emergency.     But  there 
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can  be  no  question  as  to  the  spirit  of  the 
colonies,  and  their  readiness  to  assist  the 
Mother  Country,  as  was  evidenced  by  the 
numerous  offers  of  help  received  from  all 
parts  of  the  Empu'e  during  the  opera- 
tions in  the  Soudan.  As  regards  the 
capital  and  annual  cost,  I  v«*ill  obtain  the 
information  the  hon.  Gentleman  desires 
and  forward  it  to  him. 

THE  PLAGUE  AT  HONG  KONG. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  in 
a  position  to  state  as  to  the  present 
aspect  of  the  plague  in  Hong  Kong  ; 
and  what  steps  have  been  taken  by  the 
authorities  in  that  colony  to  safeguard 
the  sanitary  condition  of  the  inhabi- 
tants ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  A  telegram  was 
yesterday  received  from  the  Governor 
of  Hong  Kong  reporting  that  an  improve- 
ment has  taken  place,  and  that  the  epi- 
demic is  abating.  The  total  mortality 
to  date  has  been  2,215.  Despatches  have 
just  been  received  reporting  as  ta  the 
first  outbreak,  and  the  earlier  stages  of 
the  plague,  which  appears  to  have  been 
introduced  into  the  colony  from  Canton. 
Energetic  steps  were  taken  by  the 
Colonial  Authorities  to  cope  with  it  by 
the  provision  of  special  hospitals,  the 
employment  of  additional  medical  men, 
a  house-to-house  visitation,  and  the 
regular  flushing  and  disinfecting  of  all 
drains  and  infected  houses.  As  regards 
the  future,  steps  are  already  being  taken 
to  consider  the  question  whether  the 
water  supply  of  the  colony  needs  to  be 
supplemented,  to  reduce  the  risk  of  future 
visitations  of  this  kind. 

THE  ALBION  COLLIERY  EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
seeing  that  close  on  300  men  and  lads 
have  been  killed  in  the  Albion  Colliery 
explosion  in  Wales,  and  that  the  sur- 
viving relatives  include  a  large  number  of 
widows  and  children,  and  other  dependent 
relatives,  the  Government  will  vote 
whatever  sum  may  be  necessary  to  sup- 
plement any  private  funds  which  may 
be  raised,  in  order  to  provide  those  ren- 
dered destitute  by  the  explosion  with  an 
adequate  subsistence  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER     (Sir      W.      Harcourt, 

Mr,  S.  Buxton 


Derby)  :  The  facts  of  this  lamentable 
case  have  been  carefully  considered,  bat 
it  is  too  early  for  me  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  it  until  the  facts  are  more 
fully  ascertained, 

THE  ATTBRCLIFFE  VACANCY. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  the  Government  will  give  an 
indemnity  to  Mr.  George  Hill  Smith,  the 
Unionist  candidate  for  the  Atterclifie 
Division  of  Sheffield,  to  Mr.  Frank 
Smith,  the  candidate  of  the  Independent 
Labour  Party  and  Federated  .  Trades 
Council,  and  to  Mr.  Battey  Langley,  the 
official  delegate  of  the  Government 
Whips,  in  respect  of  their  election  ex- 
penses, should  the  Committee  find  that 
the  grant  of  the  Stewardship  of  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds  to  a  person  in  a 
wrong  name  invalidates  the  Writ  issued 
at  the  Government  instance  on  Tuesday 
last ;  and,  if  not,  how  they  will  recover 
their  expenditure  should  the  election  be 
declared  null  and  void  ? 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  On 
a  point  of  Order,  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  it  is  in  Order  to  insert 
the  statement  in  a  question,  ''  Official 
delegate  of  the  Government  Whips,'*  a 
statement  which  is  notoriously  false  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
and  had  I  seen  the  question  it  should 
not  have  appeared  on  the  Paper  in  that 
form. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  The  answer 
to  the  que^^tion  is  in  the  negative. 

THE  CUSTOMS  AND   FOREIGN    PRISON- 
MADE    GOODS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  is  aware  that,  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  Canada,  and  other 
democratic  communities  prohibit  the  im- 
portation of  all  goods,  wares,  articles^ 
and  merchandise  manufactured  wholly  or 
in  part  in  any  foreign  country  by  convict 
labour,  and  that  the  proper  authorities 
are  authorised  by  law  to  make  such 
Regulations  as  are  necessary  for  the  en- 
forcement of  that  provision  ;  could  be 
explain  why  Her  Majesty's  Customs  are 
alleged  to  be  less  competent  to  dis- 
tinguish prison-made  goods  than  the 
Customs  officials  elsewhere;    and  if  he 
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hM  ooosolcad  the  Heads  of  the  Customs 
Service  oo  the  matter  ? 

Thk  president  of  thb  BOARD 
ow  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
Xa,  Sir ;  I  have  no  information  as  to  the 
pfttctice  of  the  Customs  Authorities  of 
the  United  States  or  Canailaon  the  point 
referred  to,  though  I  believe  that  the 
•o-oilled  M*Kinley  Tariff  Act  of  the 
United  States  contains  a  provision  for- 
bidding the  importation  of  prison-maile 
goods,  ami  that  a  similar  provision  exists 
in  the  recent  Canadian  Tariff*  Act.  I  do 
not  know  to  what  other  States  mj  hon. 
Friend  refers  in  his  phrase  ^' other 
democratic  communities."  As  at  pre- 
sent advised,  the  Boanl  of  Trade  do  not 
know  by  whtit  means  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  Customs  Authorities  of  this 
Kingdom  to  determine  whether  goods 
imported  in  the  ordinary  course  were  or 
were  not  made  in  prisons  abroad. 


'  the  door  to  suspicions  of  favouritism  and 
jobberj,  and  would  be  highly  undesirable 
in  the  public  interests.  The  fact  that 
lack  of  work  and  consequent  distress  has 
existed  in  certain  shipbuilding  districts 
is  much  to  be  deplored.  But  this  con- 
dition is  not  peculiar  to  London.  It  is 
not  admitted  that  the  work  for  the  Navy 
in  the  Loudon  district  has  been  superior 
to  that  done  elsewhere  ;  for  example,  in 
Scotland  and  the  North  of  England, 
where  the  recent  orders  have  been  placed 
with  thoroughly  competent  firms.  Nor 
do  we  admit  that  the  Thames  Company 
can  build  a  battleship  20  per  cent,  cheaper 
than  it  can  be  built  in  a  Government 
yard.  It  is  not  true  that  in  order  to  build 
the  dockyard  battleships  the  men  will 
have  to  work  night  and  day.  Overtime 
is  being  kept  within  very  reasonable 
bounds,  and  is  only  resorted  to  tem- 
porarily in  cases  of  necessity. 


THE  THAMES  IRONWORKS. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George^s)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  West  Ham,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  Admiralty,  after  the  recent  statement 
made  by  the  nmnager  of  the  Thames 
Ironworks  to  the  effect  that  his  firm 
i»  prepared  to  build  an  ironclad  at  20  per 
cent.  Ie«8  cost  than  the  Government  can 
do  it  when  working  overtime,  is  prepared 
to  give  an  undertaking  that  some  share 
in  the  construction  of  the  next  ironclad 
■hall  be  given  to  the  Thames  yards  in 
view  of  the  distress  prevailing  in  the 
Eaat  End  of  London,  of  the  necessity  of 
wainfining  the  existence  of  the  present 
yards  on  the  Thames  as  repairing  stations 
in  time  of  war,  and  of  the  well-known 
quality  of  the  London  work  ? 

SiK  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  practice  of  the  Admiralty,  when 
■hips  are  to  be  built  by  contract,  is  to 
iBvite  tenders  from  selected  firms,  and  to 
five  the  preference  to  those  who  tender 
k>weat,  provided  that  they  fulfil  all  other 
necesaary  requirements,  including  con- 
ditiocis  as  to  workmanship,  date  of 
delivery,  and  the  other  points  usually 
specified  when  tenders  are  invited. 
Therefore,  we  cannot  promise  to  give  a 
preference,  on  the  next  occasion,  either 
to  the  Thames  Ironworks  Company  or 
to  any  other  firm.  Any  such  preference, 
or  any  departure  from  the  present  prac- 
tieo  of  competitive  tenders,  would  open 


COMMANDEERING  IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  GeorgeV,  Han- 
over Square)  :  May  I  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  he 
has  received  any  further  information  as 
regards  the  present  Mission  of  Sir  Henry 
Loch  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  state  that  Sir  H.  Loch,  who  has 
been  in  personal  communication  with 
President  Kruger  at  Pretoria,  telegraphs 
that  the  South  African  Republic  have 
agreed  not  to  commandeer  any  more 
British  subjects,  and  to  enter  into  a  Con- 
vention giving  us  a  Most  Favoured  Nation 
Clause  as  reganls  military  service.  They 
have  also  agreed  to  extend  the  existing 
Swaziland  Convention  for  six  months. 
I  roust  be  alloAveil  to  express  my  in- 
debtedness to  those  hon.  Meml)er8  who 
have  more  than  once  postponed  their 
questions  at  my  request. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTS  AND  THAMES 
SHIPBUILDING  FIRMS. 
Mr.   MACDONALD    (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow)  :    1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  letter  which  appeared 
in  yesterday's  Daily  Chronicle,  from  the 
I  Managing   Director  of  the  Thames  Iron 
and  Shipbuilding  Works,  in  which  it  is 
stated   that  the  tenders  sent   in  by  that 
firm  in  Decern l>er  last  for  the  constructioo 
of  the  Fotttrful  and  the   Terrible  were 
only   £6,000  in   excess  of  those  of  the 
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successful  competitors  on  the  Clyde  od  a 
total  of  about  £550,000;  whether  the 
construction  of  ouo  of  the  ne>v  first-class 
battleships  was  offered  to,  and  declined 
on  the  score  of  insufficiency  of  price  by, 
a  large  Clyde  firm,  which  was  not  the 
lowest  on  the  tendering  list,  but  that  no 
similar  offer  was  made  to  the  Thames 
firm  ;  whether  the  Thames  firm  ex- 
pressed its  willingness  to  construct  one 
of  these  vessels  at  a  less  cost  than  the 
lowest  price  quoted  from  the  North  for 
the  sake  of  finding  some  remedy  for  the 
distress  prevailing  amongst  the  workmen 
of  the  Thames  ;  and  whether  he  will  lav 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Paper 
specifying  what  firms  were  invited  to 
tender  for  the  new  ships,  what  the 
amounts  of  the  tenders  were,  and  which 
of  them  were  accepted  ? 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  At  the  same 
time,  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  his  attention  has  l)een 
called  to  a  letter  published  in  the  daily 
papers  of  Thursday,  the  28th  June, 
signed  A.  F.  Hills,  Chairman  and 
Managing  Director  of  the  Thames  Iron- 
works and  Shipbuilding  Company 
{Limited)  ;  whether  the  tender  made  by 
this  Company  for  the  two  first-class 
cruisers  Powerful  and  Terrible  was  only 
£5,000  in  excess  of  those  accepted,  and 
the  tender  price  was  £550,000  ;  whether 
the  Thames  Ironworks  tender  included 
French  tubulous  boilers  of  an  experi- 
mental type  which  added  £50,000  to  the 
cost,  so  that  deducting  this  sum  the 
tender  of  the  Thames  Ironworks  Com- 
pany was  £45,000  under  that  of  the  firm 
which  received  the  contract ;  whether 
the  Admiralty  offered  a  Clyde  firm  which 
was  not  in  the  tendering  list  one  of  the 
ships  to  be  built,  and  whether  a  similar 
offer  was  made  to  the  Thames  Ironworks 
firm  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  explain  for 
what  reasons  ;  and  whether,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  5,000  men  out  of  work  in 
consequence  of  their  action,  the  Admi- 
Talty  will  reconsider  the  matter  with  a 
view  to  send  one  or  more  of  these  ships 
to  be  built  in  the  East  End  of  London  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  statement  that  the  tender  sent  in 
last  December  by  the  Thames  Ironworks 
Company  for  the  Powerful  was  only 
£5,000  in  excess  of  those  of  the  succes- 
ful  competitors  is  not  correct.  The 
dtfferencewas  much  larger.  The  Thames 
Company  also  offered  an  alternative  and 

Mr,  Macdonald 


lower  price,  but  not  as  much  as  £50,000 
lower  than  their  tender  for  the  ship  as 
designed,  upon  a  proposed  design  of  toeir 
own  with  different  boilers.  But  the  in- 
troduction of  tubulous  boilers  was  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  design  for  which 
tenders  were  invited.  The  tubulous 
boilers  as  adopted  in  the  Powerful  and 
Terrible  are  not  experunental.  But 
it  is  useless  to  quote  or  discuss  a  tender 
upon  a  design  not  proposed  or  wanted  by 
the  Admiralty.  Any  tender  that  could 
be  entertained  must  be  in  accordance 
with  the  design.  I  now  turn  to  the  case 
of  the  tenders  for  two  battleships.  When 
these  had  been  examined  in  March  an 
offer  was  made  to  a  Clyde  firm,  as  indi- 
cated in  the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley,  be- 
cause that  firm  was  among  those  who  had 
tendered  lowest.  The  same  offer  was 
made  at  the  same  time  to  another  of 
those  who  had  tendered  lowest — the 
latter  firm  accepted  ;  the  former  de- 
clined. A  similar  offer  was  then  made 
to  a  third  firm,  also  one  of  the  lowest 
tenderers,  and  accepted.  The  Thames 
Ironworks  Company  were  not  among  the 
lowest  tenderers,  therefore  no  such  offer 
could  be  made  to  them.  Nor  was  any 
offer  made  to  any  firm  not  in  the  tender- 
ing list.  After  both  the^battleship  con- 
tracts had  been  placed,  the  Thames  Iron- 
works Company  made  proposals  to  build 
a  battleship  for  the  amount  of  the  lowest 
tender  or  somewhat  less,  and  asked  for 
the  transfer  to  them  of  the  order  for  one 
of  the  battleships  provided  for  in  the 
dockyard  programme.  This  proposal 
could  not  be  entertained,  because  it  would 
have  deranged  that  programme  and  left 
one  of  the  dockyaixis  with  insufficient 
work  for  the  employment  of  its  work- 
people, thus  necessitating  their  discharge 
in  large  numbers.  With  regard  to  the 
last  question  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley,  he  will 
recognise  that  the  amounts  of  tenders 
which  are  not  accepted  cannot  be  pub- 
lished without  a  breach  of  confidence. 
But,  as  I  have  before  stated,  a  Return 
will  be  presented,  as  soon  as  all  the  con- 
tracts are  complete,  which  will  give  the 
amounts  of  the  actual  contracts  made,  as 
well  as  the  name  of  each  contractor. 

Mr.  MACDONALD:    May    I    ask 
whether,   in   view  of  the   fact  that  the 
ManagingfDirector  of  the  Thames  Iron- 
I  works  Company  has  published  the  figures 
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in  coDoectioD  with  the  tender  of  that 
finn,  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  state 
bj  how  much  that  tender  was  in  excess 
of  tbe  tender  of  tbe  Clyde  firm  ? 

•Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
I  cannot  be  a  party  to  publishing  any- 
thing prematurely.  The  amount  of  each 
contract  actually  made  will  appear  in  the 
promised  Parliamentary  Return. 

Mk.  ALLAN  (Gateshead)  asked  by 
whom  the  royalty  for  ih^  French  boilers 
paid? 


•SiB  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Tbe  royalty  is  part  of  tbe  price  which 
the  Admiralty  nave  to  pay  for  the 
work. 

Mr.  KEIRHARDIE  :  Is  it  tbe  case 
that  tbe  Thames  Ironworks  Company 
have  been  building  these  ships  for  many 
jrttuispast  and  have  drafted  a  large  number 
of  skilled  workmen  into  tbe  locality  ; 
and  is  it  a  fact  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  Government  orders  having  been  with- 
tewD  from  the  firm,  nearly  the  whole  of 
theie  men  have  been  out  of  employment 
for  nearly  two  years  ?  Will  the  Govem- 
neot  give  serious  consideration  to   this 

Sir  U.  KAY-SULTTLEWORTH  : 
All  has  l>eeu  done  that  could  be  done. 
Tbe  Company  have  been  invited  on  every 
oecation  to  tender.  They  must  take 
tb«ir  cbanoe  with  otber  firms  as  to  whe- 
ther they  are  successful  or  not.  I  much 
regret  that  workmen  on  the  Thames 
»hould  be  out  of  work,  but  that  is  also 
the  caj»e  in  otber  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  Is  it  not  the 
cue  that  this  firm  have  ofllered  to  accept 
the  tender  for  one  of  the  ships  on  terms 
•qnal  to  the  lowest  terms  accepted,  and 
■hoald  not  that  remove  the  difficulty 
vhich  appears  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
Government  ? 

Sir  V.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  have  already  explained  how  the  case 
stands.  The  Thames  Ironworks  Com- 
pany was  not  among  the  lowest  ten- 
derers, and  therefore  they  were  not 
successful. 

Mb.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
It  it  the  custom  to  allow  tenderers  to 
ravLse  their  tenders  and  so  to  bring  them 
down  below  a  tender  which  has  been 
Rooeptad  ? 


Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 

Such  a  course  would  be  most  objection- 
able. Sometimes,  of  course,  there  are 
circumstances  which  make  the  lowest 
tenderers  unacceptable. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Were  the  Company  in  questioa 
among  the  lowest  tenderers  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
They  were  not  only  not  among  the 
lowest,  but  they  were  very  much  higher 
than  those  whose  tenders  were  accepted. 

WIMBLEDON  RIFLB  RANGE. 
Mr.  MACDONA  (South  wark,  Rother- 
hi  the)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware  that 
on  Monday  last,  25 th  instant,  whilst  a 
large  number  of  children  and  their  parents- 
were  enjoying  a  holiday  treat  on  Wimble- 
don Common,  a  bullet  was  heard  by 
Harry  Harvey,  one  of  the  rangers  of 
tbe  Common,  and  a  young  lady  artist 
who  was  sketching  at  the  time  near  to- 
Queen's  Mere  Lake,  at  five  minutes  past 
5  o'clock,  passing  a  few  feet  over  their 
heads,  being  a  spent  bullet  shot  from  the- 
rifle  range  near  there  ;  and  whether  he- 
will,  if  this  be  tbe  case,  countermand  the 
order  he  has  recently  given  for  practising 
on  this  range  until  the  Committee  now 
taking  evidence  upon  the  subject  has- 
made  its  Report  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 

WAR  (Mr. CAMI»BELL-BAXNERMAN,Stir- 

ling,  &c.)  :  No,  Sir.  The  incident  re- 
feired  to  in  tbe  question  has  not  been 
brought  to  my  knowledge,  and  in  the 
absence  of  more  definite  information  I  am 
not  prepared  to  stop  practice  at  tbe  ranges. 
I  expect  in  a  very  few  days  to  receive 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  consider  how  far  the  ranges  can  be- 
safely  used. 

PEERS  AND  THE  NEW  LOCAL  GOVERN- 
MENT ACT. 
Mr.  CORNWALLIS  (Maidstone)  :  I 
l>eg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  how  a  Peer  who  is 
owner  of  property  in  a  parish,  but  doea 
not  occupy  such  property,  is  to  have  his 
name  inserted  on  the  list  of  parochial 
electors  for  that  parish,  seeing  that  his 
name  is  not  inserted  on  either  tbe 
Parliamentary  or  Local  Government 
registers  ? 
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FINANCE  BILL.— TNo.  190.) 

COMMITTEE.     ^Progress,  28ih  June,'] 

[twenty-second  night.] 

Bill  coosidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  31. 

Amendment  again  proposed,  ic  page 
19,  line  5,  to  leave  oat  the  words  *' re- 
duced by  a  sum  equal  to  one-tenth  part 
thereof, "  in  order  to  insert  the  words, 
'' assessed  on  the  nett  profits  derivable 
from  an  estate.'" — {Mr.  Newdigate.) 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the 
words  '  reduced  bj  a  sum '  stand  part  of 
the  Clause.'' 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY 
said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  very  many  times  affirmed  that  the 
principle  of  his  scheme  was  equality  of 
treatment  as  between  realty  and  person- 
alty, and  whenever  an  Amendment  was 
moved  in  favour  of  realty  it  was  met  by 
the  argument  that,  as  there  must  be 
equality  of  treatment,  the  Amendment 
could  not  be  accepted.  What  they  were 
asking  for  was  that  realty  should  be 
treated  on  the  same  footing  as  personalty. 
Personalty  could  claim  to  be  assessed  to 
the  Income  Tax  on  the  profits  made,  and 
their  object  was  that  realty  should  have 
the  same  benefit.  The  landowners  have 
been  twitted  with  not  having  conducted 
their  affairs  in  a  business-like  way.  By 
this  Amendment,  however,  they  were 
asking  that  landowners  should  be  allowed 
to  manage  their  estates  in  the  same  way 
as  commercial  businesses  were  managed, 
and  be  subjected  to  taxation  on  the  same 
principle  as  traders.  It  was  most  unfair, 
when  they  asked  for  this  equality  of 
treatment,  that  it  should  be  refused  to 
them  on  the  ground  that  it  would  involve 
an  increase  of  Government  machinery  to 
meet  that  demand.  That  meant  that  a 
demonstrable  inequality  was  to  be  main- 
tained because  the  machinery  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  inadequate  to  the  discharge 
of  necessary  duty.  Surely  it  would  be 
enough  to  ask  for  delay  until  the 
machinery  could  be  increased.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George's,  by 
his  Budget,  gave  fanners  the  option,  on 
the  production   of  accounts,    of^.  being 


assessed  under  Schedule  (D)  as  though 
they  were  traders,  and  many  Sootch 
farmers  and  some  English  farmers  had 
availed  themselves  of  this  privilege. 
There  was  a  good  deal  of  miscou* 
ception  as  to  what  was  really 
meant  by  the  difference  between  the  gross 
income  and  the  net  income  of  an  estate 
— that  was  to  say,  when  it  really  reached 
the  pockets  of  the  landlords.  Id  one 
case  in  which  he  had  verified  the  items 
the  gross  income  was  £2,917  and  the  net 
£1,279.  The  difference  did  not  inclade 
a  single  farthing  for  luxuries,  nor  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  mansion  and  grounds, 
for  keepers  or  for  stables  ;  it  inclnded 
simply  the  expenditure  without  which 
the  estate  could  not  be  maintained,  and 
without  which  the  estate  would  not  yield 
any  income.  In  another  case  in  which 
there  was  more  cottage  property  the 
gross  was  £700  and  the  net  £500.  Then, 
coming  to  a  typical  small  property,  he 
found  a  case  in  which  the  income  was 
£707  a  year,  which  it  took  a  sum  of  no 
less  than  £633  to  maintain.  Such 
cases  showed  that  the  Amendment  was 
based  on  the  principle  of  justice  and 
equality,  and  its  supporters  impaled  the 
Government  on  the  horns  of  a  dilemma, 
which  was  that  they  denied  equality 
because  of  the  defects  of  their  machinery, 
or  they  refused  to  amend  their  machinery 
in  order  to  do  justice.  It  might  be  urged 
that  this  Amendment  was  impracticable, 
and  that  they  were  not  going  the  right  way 
to  gain  the  end  they  had  in  view.  He 
could  not,  however,  accept  that  as  con- 
clusive, because  if  what  they  asked  for 
was  an  act  of  justice  it  stood  to  reason 
that  the  machinery  of  the  Government 
ought  to  be  altered  so  that  their  end  would 
be  met.  It  might  be  said  that  they  could 
make  a  better  bargain  for  those  who  had 
entrusted  their  interests  to  them  if  they 
fell  back  on  a  subsequent  Amendment. 
Until  these  arguments  were  put  before 
him  in  support  of  the  subsequent  Amend- 
ment he  must  support  the  Amendment 
before  the  Conunittee. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  (Bristol,  W.) 
said,  he  had  given  much  attention  to  this 
matter,  and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  con- 
vince his  hon.  Friend  that  it  was  not  only 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  the  Revenue, 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pro- 
perly stated  last  night,  but  it  was  also 
in  the  interests  of  the  taxpayer  that  this 
Amendment  should  not  be  pressed.     Ob 
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the  whole,  hU  view  was  that  the  matter 
ihoald  be  dealt  with  on  the  basis  adopted 
by  the  GovernmeDt.     It  had   been  uni- 

w 

Tereallj  admitted  that  a  deduction  for 
repairs  shonld  be  arrived  at  In  some 
wajT  or  another  from  the  gross  assess- 
Bient  nnder  Schedule  (A)  before  the 
Income  Tax  was  levied.  The  Grovern- 
ment  had  proposed  that  this  deduction 
should  be'  made  upon  a  fixed  scale  such 
IS  that  which  had  reference  to  assess- 
ments to  the  poor  rate ;  but  his  hon. 
Friend  behind  him  had  proposed  that 
the  actual  expenditure  should  be  al- 
lowed in  everj  individual  case  according 
to  the  sjrstem  which  now  prevailed  in 
reference  to  Schedule  (D)  of  the  Income 
Tax«  and  that  the  person  assessed  should 
be  compelled  to  prove  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax — 
which  in  practice  generally  meant  to  the 
Attsfaction  of  the  Surveyor  of  Taxes — 
that  a  certain  sum  had  been  expended 
for  repairs,  which  might  be  allowed  by 
vay  of  deduction  from  the  assessment. 
Thsy  were  not  now  discussing  the 
qaestion  of  principle,  but  only  the  way 
in  which  it  could  be  applied.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  very 
properly  contended  that  as  a  matter  of 
practice  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Commissioners  of  Income  Tax  to  apply 
this  principle  in  the  8,000,000  separate 
cases  of  assessment  under  Schedule  (A). 
He  most  say  that  he  thought  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
very  forcible.  Would  the  House  let  him 
pat  the  other  side  of  the  case  ?  How 
would  it  be  with  the  taxpayer  if  the 
Amendment  were  accepted  ?  He  thought 
it  would  be  felt  to  be  an  intolerable 
Boiaance  to  the  large  number  out  of  the 
f^fOOO/XX)  persons  who  were  separately 
tiwssod,  who  were  occupiers  and  not 
ovaera,  if  they  were  compelled  to  prove 
every  year  in  every  ease  the  amount 
thst  not  they,  but  the  owners,  had  ex- 
pended on  repairs  to  the  property  for 
which  ihey  were  assessed,  before  the 
deductions  from  the  tax  were  allowed. 
No  doubt,  as  every  owner  of  landed 
property  knew,  repairs  might  amount  to 
a  very  large  proportion  of  the  rent  re- 
ceived if  repairs  and  improvements  were 
reckoned  together.  It  was  very  difficult 
to  separate  them  ;  for  he  had  hardly  ever 
spent  any  considerable  sum  in  repairs 
without  also  making  improvements,  and 
that,  he  thought,  would  be  the  experience 
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of  most  people.  Therefore,  if  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  were 
carried,  it  would  make  it  necessary  that 
the  occupiers  who  wore  assessed  should 
divide  the  amount  of  money  spent  upon 
repairs  to  the  property  by  the  owners  from 
the  amount  spent  upon  improvements. 
He  expected  that  if  they  did  that  the 
amount  expended  in  repairs  would  not 
come  up  to  the  percentage  anticipated. 
But  that  was  a  matter  for  future  discus- 
sion, not  for  discussion  upon  the  present 
Amendment ;  and  he  thought  with 
regard  to  this  a  forcible  argument  had 
been  urged  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division,  when, 
he  pointed'out  the  effect  of  the  enormous 
decrease  of  rental  of  agricultural 
properties  in  the  last  10  years.  It 
had  ^happened  in  many  cases  that  the 
gross  rental  of  agricultural  property 
assessed  to  Schedule  (A)  was  now  only 
half  the  amount  it  was  10  years  ago, 
though  repairs  remained  the  same :  so 
that  the  proportion  of  the  gross  rental 
which  had  to  be  expended  in  repairs 
would  be  much  greater  now  than  10  years 
ago.  That  was  a  fair  argument,  which  he 
was  sure  would  be  considered  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  they 
came  to  deal  with  the  question  of  what 
the  percentage  of  the  allowance 
which  was  to  be  made  should  be ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  he  thought  his 
hon.  Friends  were  advocating  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  cause  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  in  proposing  that  the  allowance 
should  be  on  the  system  adopted  in 
Schedule  (D)  instead  of  on  the  luisis  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  Ho  did  not 
think  the  average  allowance  for  repairs 
under  Schedule  (D),  which  was  closely 
limited  by  the  words  of  the  Act, 
amounted  in  practice  to  more  than 
10  per  cent.  He  thought  his  hon. 
Friends  were  making  a  mistake  in 
pressing  forward  their  view  as  agaiut^t 
the  basis  which  the  Government  had 
adopted  ;  and  if  he  might  venture  to  do 
so,  he  would  express  to  them  his  earnest 
desire  that  the  Amendment  should  be 
withdrawn,  so  that  they  might  take  a 
fresh  discussion  on  the  proposal  of  the 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  course  of 
which  they  might  perhaps  be  able  to 
convince  him  that  he  ought  to  go  some- 
what further  in  the  direction  of  doing 
justice  to  agricultural  properties. 
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MR.GRANTLAWSON  (york,N.R., 
Thirsk)  said,  he  was  very  sorry  to  have 
to  disagree  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  would  not, 
however,  have  risen,  except  that  he 
tiiought  he  saw  a  way  oat  of  the  difficulty. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  the  question 
was  not  now  to  be  discussed  as  one  of 
principle.  It  was  one  of  administration, 
possibility,  and  convenience.  So  far  as 
the  logic  of  the  case  was  concerned,  there 
was  no  reason  that  he  could  see  why  a 
single  word  should  be  said  against  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend.  Equity 
required  that  as  traders  had  their  Income 
Tax  levied  upon  their  net  income,  that 
landownerri  should  not  be  treated  in  a 
different  manner.  They  were  not  a  class 
by  themselves  to  be  treated  specially  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
answer  to  this  Amendment  seemed  to  be 
that  the  Income  Tax  Commissioners 
could  not  afford  to  take  the  time  and 
tot>uble  necessary  to  give  effect  to  it. 
Up  to  that  moment  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  Amendment  had  not  been  read 
in  its  proper  connection  with  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  think  any  hon.  Member  would 
inaiutain  that  there  were  8,000,000 
separate  occupations  of  land  in  the 
country.  Of  course,  the  fact  that  the 
Amendment  dealt  only  with  land  was  a 
blot  upon  its  logical  perfection,  but  it  did 
away  with  the  argument  that  8,000,000 
separate  assessments  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with.  The  land  in  this  country 
was  in  comparatively  few  hands,  and  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  count  each 
occupation.  When  counting  the  assess- 
ments under  Schedule  (D)  the  Inland 
Revenue  authorities  did  not  count  each 
separate  shop  or  business,  but  they 
counted  the  number  of  traders.  In  the 
same  way,  under  Schedule  (A),  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  count  each  occupa- 
tion of  land,  but  only  necessary  to  count 
the  number  of  owners.  It  was  necessary 
to  make  certain  deductions  from  the 
assessments,  and  all  the  Amendment 
asked  was  that  when  the  assessments 
were  reconsidered  for  the  purpose  of 
making  these  deductions  they  should  be 
reconsidered  on  a  rational  basis — the 
basis  of  making  them  correspond  with 
the  value  of  the  land.  In  a  case  where 
there  was  one  owner  but  a  large  number 
of  occupiMi,  it  would  be  more  convenient 
to  col'''^™^  •*\oney  from  the  one  owner 
^  multiplicity  of  occupiers. 


The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
deny  the  abstract  justice  of  the  proposai^ 
and  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert)  had  said  that  if  it  could 
be  carried  out  it  would  be  an  equitable 
arrangement.  Under  those  oircumstances,. 
he  (Mr.  Lawson)  would  offer  -to  the 
Committee  bis  suggestion  as  to  the  best 
method  of  carrying  it  out.  There  was 
an  Amendment  standing  a  little  lower 
down  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Loughborough 
Division  of  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Johnson*^ 
Ferguson).  That  Amendment  proposed 
to  make  it  optional  whether  the  owner 
of  land  should  accept  the  concession  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  under  Schedule 
(A)  or  place  himself  under  Schedule  (D)^ 
and  it  also  proposed  that  when  the 
assessment  was  once  made  it  should  be 
valid  for  seven  years.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  prepared  to  receive  that 
Amendment  favourably  he  (Mr.  Lawsou) 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Newdigate) 
would  be  well  advised  in  withdrawing 
his  Amendment.  If  the  only  objection 
to  the  Amendment  was  that  it  would 
largely  increase  the  number  of  assess- 
ments required  to  be  made,  it  was  obvious 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Loughborough  Division  would 
meet  that  objection.  He  was  sure  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  desired 
that  there  should  be  equality  in  his  pro» 
posals,  but  there  was  no  way  of  making^ 
the  tax  fall  equally  unless  it  were  made 
to  fall  upon  the  net  income  of  all  classes, 
and  not  merely  upon  the  net  income  of 
traders.  He  hoped  that  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  did  not  inti- 
mate that  he  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Lough- 
borough Division,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Newdigate)  would  adhere  to  his  Amend- 
ment, as  it  appeared  to  be  the  only  meaos 
Members  had  of  protesting  on  behalf  of 
the  landowners  that  they  desired  to  be 
treated  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
traders. 

•Mb.  JOHNSON  -  FERGUSON 
(Leicestershire,^  Loughborough)  said  that, 
after  what  the  hon.  Member,  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  said,*  he  thought  he 
should  not  be  acting  honourably  to  Mem 
hers  opposite  if  he  allowed  them  to  with- 
draw the  present  Amendment  on  the 
supposition  that  he  would  afterwards 
move  his.  After  hearing  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  as 
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^  the  aUohite  tnabilitj  of  the  officials  of 
Somarset  Hoose  at  preseot  to  undertake 
tbe  ooUactioo  of  this  revenne  under 
Schedule  (D),  and  the  remarks  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M. 
Hick»-Beach),  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  fair  to  the  Committee  for  him  to  move 
hi«  Amendment  and  waste  the  time 
of  the  Committee  by  its  discussion.  He 
thought  they  would  have  certain  facts  of 
importance  to  bring  forward  when  they 
discussed  the  Amendment  standing  next 
OQ  the  Paper,  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Metnl>er  opposite  (Mr.  Newdigate)  would 
either  allow  a  Division  to  1x3  taken  at 
ooce  or  would  withdraw  the  Amendment, 
fto  that  the  Committee  might  proceed  to 
discus.4  matters  of  more  practical  import- 


CoLo.vEL  BRIDGEMAN  (Bolton) 
taid,  he  entirely  disagreed  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
M.  Hicks-Beach).  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  referred  to  tlie  difficulty  of  discrimi- 
naxing  between  what  were  properly  de- 
•cribed  as  an  improvement  and  what 
ought  to  be  describcil  as  repairs.  The 
real  test  would  be  whether  there  was  any 
increase  in  the  rent  in  consequence  of  the 
money  being  spent  upon  the  property. 
All  large  owners  of  agricultural  land 
knew  that  whatever  improvements  they 
mMie,  and  whatever  money  they  spent 
upon  such  improvements,  they  obtained  no 
increase  in  their  rent-roll.  No  doubt 
Members  who  took  an  interest  in  agri- 
cultnre  would  have  noticed  the  evidence 
given  a  few  days  back  by  the  Duke  of 
Ktcbmond  before  the  Royal  Commission 
oo  Agrtoulture.  The  Duke  mentioneil 
the  immense  sums  spent  in  late  years  on 
his  large  estates,  and  showed  that  there 
had  been  no  increase  in  his  rent-roll  in 
eoaaequenco  of  his  expenditure.  In  n 
esse  of  this  kind  he  (Colonel  Bridgeman) 
tbooght  that  the  alterations  effected  munt 
be  ft* garded  as  necessary  repairs,  and  not 
a*  improvements  that  added  to  the  value 
of  the  property.  There  was  no  addition 
to  the  value  of  property  unless  the  rent- 
roll  was  increased. 

Mr.  HENEA6E  (Great  Grimsby) 
•aid,  he  wished  to  join  in  the  appeal 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks^Beach)  to 
the  hoD.  Member  for  the  Nuneaton 
Division  (Mr.  Newdigate),  that  he  shouKl 
withdraw  his  Amendment  and  allow  the 
Committee    to  proceed  to  business.     It 


was  quite  clear  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  carry  the  Amendment.  He 
(Mr.  Heneage)  had  himself  intended 
originally  to  put  down  an  Amendment 
of  the  same  description,  but  having,  like 
the  Member  for  Bristol,  looked  very  care- 
fully into  the  matter,  he  saw  so  many 
objections  to  it  that  he  had  refrained  from 
doing  so,  and  had  put  down  a  different 
proposal.  No  doabt  the  system  suggested 
in  the  Amendment  would  be  much  more 
equitable  to  landlords  than  the  system 
proposed  in  the  Bill,  because  under  it 
everybody  would  get  practically  what 
they  deserved  to  get,  whilst  under  a  hard- 
and-fast  line  those  who  deserved  the 
least  would  get  the  raost^  and  vice  versa^ 
He  thought  Uie  Committee  ought  to  try 
and  get  some  extension  of  the  deduction 
proposed  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  W.  LONG  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  attributed  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach)  language  which 
be  certainly  never  used.  It  was  quite 
true  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
expressed  his  opinion  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  effect  its  object,  but  he 
had  not  said  that  the  Committee  in  dis- 
cussing  it   was  not  engaged  upon    real 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  had  not 
meant  to  say  that.  What  he  had  meant 
was,  that  the  subject  was  pretty  nearly 
threshed  out,  and  that  it  would  be  better 
now  to  divide  upon  it  and  proceed  with 
fresh  business. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  the  Amendment 
raised  a  very  large  question.  It  was 
clear  from  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  speech  of  bis 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach) 
that  there  was  no  difference  between  the 
two  sides  of  the  House  as  to  the  desire  to 
meet  the  owners  of  agricultural  land  as 
fairly  as  they  could  be  met  and  to  have 
regard  to  the  exceptional  circumstances 
in  which  they  were  situated.  The 
speeches  that  had  been  delivered  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  and  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach) 
had  been  addressed  to  the  practical 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  adopting  the 
Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Long)  was  yety 
unwilling  to  look  a  gift  horse  in  the 
mouth  or  to  show  any  want  of  apprecia- 
tion of  the  desire  of  the  Government  to 
meet  the  owners  of  real  estate,  and  he  was 
also    very    reluctant     to     find     himself 
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differing  from  his  right  bon.  Friend  (Sir 
M.  Hicks-Beach),  for  whose  opinion  and 
guidance  he  had  always  had  the  greatest 
respect ;  bat  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  adopt  the 
Amendment.     It  had  been  admitted  that 
the    justice    of    the    claim    was    fairlj 
established,  and,  that  being  so,  he  thought 
hon.  Members  had  a  right  to  discuss,  not 
at  any  undue  length,  a  proposal  of  such 
importance.     Under  this  Bill  a  man  was 
to  be  taxed  not  according  to  the  amount 
he  received,  but  according  to  the  value 
of  the  estate  from  which  he  received  it. 
This  principle    was    not   carried  out  in 
regard    to   the    Income  Tax,    but    the 
position  was  a  very  unsatisfactory  one. 
He  would  take  two  cases  of  men  suc- 
ceeding to  large  landed  estates.     In  the 
first  case  the  property  had  been  kept  in 
good  order,  while  in  the  other  instance 
the  reverse  was  the  case,  and  the  suc- 
cessor had  during  his  tenure  transferred 
a  very  large  sum  quite  out  of  proportion 
to  his  receipt  in  bringing  the  property 
into  a  proper  condition.     The  policy  of 
the  Government,  however,  was  to  ignore 
the  fact  that    the   man    had  to  pay  so 
largely  for  succeeding  to  an  estate  in  this 
condition,  and  to  fix  an  equal  percentage 
of  deduction  for  both  the  cases  he  had 
mentioned.     The  man  who  had  to  spend 
a  large  sum  in  keeping  up  his  estate  for 
the  benefit  of  his  successors,  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  community  at  large,  was 
to  be  allowed  no  larger  deduction  than 
the  man  who,  on  succeeding,  found  every- 
thing in  good  order,  and   consequently 
had  a  much  larger  income  to  spend.     It 
therefore  work^  out  in  this  way  :  that  a 
man  might  pay  a  large  Death  Duty,  and 
pay  a  large  sum  in  respect  of  repairs, 
whilst  his  neighbour,  paying  possibly  a 
small  sum  for  Death  Duty,  would  get  a 
larger  income,  and  would  have  exactly 
the  same  remission.     That  was  an  illus- 
tration that  must  be  familiar  to  every- 
body  who  had  watched   the  history  uf 
landed  estates  in  this  country.  It  pointed 
to  the  fact  that,  if  the  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  some  such  system  as  that  the 
hon.   Gentleman  had   pointed    to   were 
only  of  administration,  they  ought  not  to 
atand  in  the  way.     The  Committee  had 
now   become   tired  of  listening   to   the 
complaints   and  sorrows   of   the  landed 
interests,  but  that  was  only  because  they 
were  anxious  to  conclude  their  business, 
and   did   not  care    whether    land     was 
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injured  or  whether  it  was  not.     But  he 
could  assure  the  Committee  that   this 
new    taxation,    which    was   falling   on 
land,    would     be    felt    very   seriously. 
It  was  possible  that  the  large  number  of 
assessments  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had   referred  to  formed  an  in- 
superable objection,  but  he  would  make 
one  suggestion.     He  would  suggest  that 
a  remission  might  be  made  on  the  form 
in  which  the  Income  Tax-payer    pro- 
ceeded when  he  claimed  that  he  had  been 
unduly  taxed  by  allowing  the  owner  of 
real    estate    to     appeal    to    the    Com- 
missioners   in    instances    where  it  was 
thought  that  he  had  been  unduly  assessed, 
producing  at  the  same  time  a  statement 
of  outgoings    in    connection   with     the 
property    showing   what    was    the   net 
remainder  of  the  receipts.     This  remedy 
was  a  rough-and-ready  one  no    doubt. 
The  surveyors  had  hitherto  insisted,  with 
considerable  determination,  on  maintain- 
ing what  they  believed  to  be  correct,  and 
the  owners  of  property  had  not  thought 
it  necessary  to  press  their  case  intensely. 
But  now  the  position  would  be  changed. 
The  taxation  would  be  increased,  and  the 
owners    of    real    estate,    already    over- 
burdened with  taxation,  would  be  inclined 
to  appeal  to  the  Commissioners.     If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  see 
his  way  to  go  beyond  the  fixed  amount 
of  remission  in  the  case  of  owners  of  real 
property   who   were   heavily    burdened, 
through  no  fault  of  their  own,  he  would 
be  taking   a   course   which,   without    a 
doubt,  he  would  be  glad  to  take.     In  99 
cases  out  of  100  the  burdens  had  been 
created   not   for  the  enjoyment   of    the 
tenant  for  .life,  but  in  order  to  improve 
the   property — ^in  order  that   the   farms 
might  be  better  arranged  and  more  use- 
fully occupied  by  the  tenant.     Whether 
through  payment  of  interest  on  mortgages 
or  payment  on  the  up-keep  of  estates  he 
ventured  to  say  that  the  position  of  land- 
owners was  a  very  hard  one  at  the  pre- 
sent time.       He    gladly    and    cordially 
acknowledged  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   had  in   a    previous    speech 
shown  the  Committee  that  he  was  fully 
alive  to  the  difficulties  under  which  they 
were    labouring,  and    he    (Mr.     Long) 
believed  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  see  his  way  to  dbpose  of  the  ad- 
ministrative difficulties  be  would  find   it 
an  easy  matter  to  adopt  his  suggestion. 
If  the  Amendment  led  to  any  such  result 
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M  thU^  ban.  Members  woald  feel  that 
thetr  time  had  not  been  wasted.  If  on 
the  other  hand  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
was  unable  to  made  anj  concession  of 
the  kind,  they  could  only  hope  that  what 
had  passed  on  this  occasion  woald  have 
prepared  him  to  be  a  little  more  generous 
towards  land  when  thej  came  to  deal 
with  the  fixed  amount  of  remission. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  they  were  proposing  especially  ad- 
Taotageons  terms  to  property  in  houses 
he  forgot  that  he  himself  differentiated 
betweeo  the  ownership  of  land  and 
booses.  Therefore,  in  whatever  sugges- 
tion they  had  made  they  had  only  been 
following  the  right  hon.  Grentleman^s 
example. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  it  was  hard 
tfast  he  should  be  accused  of  not  giving 
reasons  for  what  he  had  said.  He  had 
■coepted  the  speech  of  the  Member  for 
Bristol  as  explaining  exactly  the  views 
be  held  himself.  What  be  had  said  re- 
ferred to  the  great  inconvenience  and 
well-nigh  impossibility  of  differentiating 
between  improvements  and  repairs.  He 
believed  that  the  most  practical  way  of 
dealing  with  the  question  was  the  mode 
which  the  Government  had  proposed, 
though  he  hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  be  a  little  more 
liberal. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  it  almost 
doe  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  ftido — the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  having 
especially  alluded  to  me  yesterday — that 
I  should  say  a  few  words  on  this  ques- 
ttOD.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friends  on 
tbl»  side  of  the  House  in  thinking  that 
tbis  is  an  extremely  important  question, 
bat  the  difficulty  is  whether  allowances 
will  ever  be  satisfactory  to  constitute  an 
SYsrage.  The  circumstances  of  estates 
urt  so  different  that  allowances  which 
would  be  ample  and  generous  in  one  part 
of  the  country  would  not  cover  the 
justice  of  the  case  in  another  part  of  the 
eottutry,  or  on  different  kinds  of  estates. 
That  is  the  difficulty  in  which  we  find 
oorvelves.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will,  I  think,  admit  that  it  is 
not  a  question  of  giving  more  or  leMt^ 
money,  but  how  to  distribute  it,  and  the 
representatives  of  property  are  thom- 
setves  not  agreed  what  will  be  the  best 
mode  of  distributing  it.  I  think  the 
Committee  will  feel,  looking  at  the  im- 
portanee  of  this  case,  that  this  discussion 


has  not  been  a  waste  of  time,  even 
though  hon.  Members  may  not  carry 
their  point,  and  that  it  is  the  case  that 
the  administrative  difficulties  are  in- 
superable. Two  different  points  of  view 
have  been  laid  before  the  Committee — 
one  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bristol,  and  the  other  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sleaford.  It  is  thought  in 
the  one  case  that  it  would  be  an  ad- 
vantage to  land  to  have  a  fixe^  allow- 
ance, and  in  the  other  that  it  would  be 
of  advantage  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
What  is  clear  is  this — that  on  those 
owners  of  property  where  the  outgoings 
are  very  large  no  system  of  average  can 
ever  be  perfectly  satisfactory,  or  can  come 
home  to  their  sense  of  justice.  The 
whole  House  will  be  agreed  upon  this, 
that  if  we  could  do  it,  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  no  man  should  be  taxed  on  a 
higher  income  than  he  actually  makee. 
What  my  hon.  Friends  feel  is  that  the 
system  proposed  by  the  Government  is 
one  which^  with  every  desire  to  be 
equitable,  can  scarcely  meet  that  sense 
of  justice  which  they  think  is  involved  in 
this  case,  and  it  is  necessary  to  prove  to 
them,  I  think,  more  elalmrately  than  has 
been  done  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer— if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so^ 
and  to  bring  home  to  them  very  dis- 
tinctly, that  every  effort  will  be  made  to 
make  additional  arrangements  to  meet  the 
administrative  difficulties  alluded  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Hitherto  the 
matter  has  not  perhaps  been  of  so  much 
importance,  because  land  is  favoured  as 
reganls  the  Death  Dutien,  and  has  put  up 
with  this  injustice.  I  think,  so  far  as 
the  preseut  system  is  concerned,  it  must 
strike  anyone  whose  business  is  in  land 
that  he  must  pay  upon  an  arbitrary 
assessment,  while  a  man  whose  business 
is  in  trade  pays  upon  the  exact  amount 
he  makes  ;  and  not>ody  can  have  listened 
to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend,  who 
moved  this  Amendment  last  night,  and 
who  pointed  out  the  deductions  which 
are  enjoyed  by  trade,  without  feeling 
thatithose  who  trade  in  agriculture,  com^ 
and  cattle,  are  placed  in  a  very  difficult 
and  disadvantageous  position  as  regards 
their  assessments.  The  Goverimient 
reply  that  the  administrative  difficultiea 
are  so  great  that  the  proposal  would 
practically  take  the  whole  Income  Tax 
to  pieces,  and  that  adifferent  system  would 
have   to  be  inaugurated.      I  think  the 
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difficulty  with  regard  to  the  8,000,000 
assessments  is  not  precisely  that  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  if  you 
were,  by  a  change  in  the  system — which 
1  admit  would  be  a  very  great  change — 
to  deduct  the  individual  owner  of  the 
property,  then,  of  coarse,  you  enormously 
diminish  the  number  of  persons  with 
whom  you  have  to  deal,  and  you  might 
more  easily  arrive  at  an  administrative 
system  on  this  basis  ;  but  I  must  frankly 
say  that  from  all  I  have  learned  the  re- 
construction of  Schedule  (A)  on  this 
Paper  is  a  matter  that  could  not  be  taken 
in  hand  in  the  course  of  a  few  months. 
I  understand  that  the  administrative 
difficulties  connected  with  the  Death 
Duties  will  be  enormous.  The  Depart- 
ment will  have  the  reconstruction  of  a 
vast  system  of  taxation,  and  to  put  two 
reconstructions  upon  them  would,  I  gather 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
almost  break  them  down.  It  is  extremely 
difficult  for  myself  to  contend  against  a 
declarution  of  that  kind  ;  but  if  that  is 
80,  I  should  wish  to  follow  np  what  has 
been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sa!  down,  and  that  in,  whether  the 
Government  cannot  consider  whether,  in 
cases  which  nrc  not  covered  fairly  by  the 
average,  there  are  not  certain  claims 
which  might  be  cnterlained  on  the 
principle  that  the  Government  does  not 
wish  to  tax  incomes  above  their  real 
amounts.  The  Committee  will  be  aware 
that  where  abatements  of  rent  are  made 
by  the  landowner,  he  may  appeal  for  a 
return  of  the  tax.  Then  there  is  the 
question  of  Land  Tax.  I  know  some 
very  high  authorities  say  that  there  are 
few  bad  debts  in  land.  I  do  not 
know  that  myself  ;  but  at  all  events  we 
know  that  in  Ireland  the  losses  from 
arrears  are  extremely  great,  and  it 
does  seem  to  me  an  injustice,  not 
only  upon  the  landowners,  but  upon 
any  class  of  the  community,  if  bad 
debts  are  to  be  treatetl  as  in- 
come. We  heard  yesterday  that 
bad  debts  are  allowed  in  trade,  and  I 
throw  it  out  as  a  suggestion  whether  the 
case  of  bad  debts  should  not  be  allowed 
to  be  considered  by  landowners  in  the 
same  way  as  bad  debts  are  allowed  to  be 
considered  by  other  classes  of  the  com- 
muuitv,  and  whether  some  svstem  cannot 
be  devised  by  which  men  should  not  pay 
largely  more  than  they  themselves  re- 
ceive.    It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  the 
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Government  mvnt  have  an  average.  Not* 
withstadding  all  the  years  I  have  been 
at  the  Treasury,  I  have  never  been  able 
to  see  the  justice  of  an  average  as  re- 
gards the  taxpayer,  though  in  regard  to 
the  Death  Duties  an  appeal  has  had  occa- 
sionally to  be  made  to  an  average.  The 
argument  that  it  would  be  against  the 
State  is  one  which  will  never  come  home 
to  the  taxpayer  himself,  and  the  fact 
that  the  allowance  which  may  ultimately 
be  arrived  at  is  one  which  is  a  fair  avt^rage 
can  scarcely  be  conclusive  as  regards  bad 
debts.  I  cannot  support  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  because  it  has  been 
stated  so  strongly  that  Schedule  (A) 
would  entirely  break  down  under  it ;  but 
although  it  cannot  be  accepted,  at  the 
same  time  the  Debate  has  shown  that 
there  are  strong  reasons  for  considering 
whether,  in  the  case  of  estates  where  a 
much  larger  tax  is  imposed  than  the 
amount  actually  received,  in  some  way  or 
other  arrangements  could  not  be  made  to 
diminish  the  injustice  which,  I  am  sure, 
no  one  would  wish  to  see  exist. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  sure 
gentlemen  sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  will  be  pleased  at  the  prospect 
that  at  some  future  time — an  early 
future  time — the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  St.  George's  will  be 
ready  to  re-cousrruct  the  Income  Tax. 
[Mr.  GoscHEN  :  I  never  said  so.]  But 
he  has  also  very  fairly  admitted  the 
great  administrative  difficulties  and 
changes  which  the  Amendment  would 
involve,  that  in  order  to  carry  it  out  it 
would  be  necessary  to  revolutionise  the 
whole  system  of  the  Income  Tax  ;  in 
fact,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  devise 
a  new  Income  Tax  altogether,  and  to 
place  it  on  a  new  basis  entirely.  The 
present  Income  Tax  is  levied,  as  I  pointed 
out  not  long  ago,  not  upon  the  owner, 
but  upon  the  occupier,  and  the  occupier 
has  the  right  to  recover  the  tax  from  the 
owner.  The  great  ma^s  of  these  asses?*- 
ments  depend  upon  that  ground.  The 
Income  Tax  authorities  have  no  such 
knowledge  as  would  be  required  by  this 
Amendment,  nor  have  thev  the  means  to 
acquire  it.  Therefore,  you  must  revolu- 
tionise the  whole  basis  of  the  Income 
Tax  ;  the  Amendment  would  practically 
destroy  the  plan  of  the  Income  Tax.  I 
do  not  complain  at  all  that  this  matter 
has  been  brought  forward  for  discussion  ; 
it  is  a  very  proper  one  to  be  considered. 
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and  Uie  diaoussioo  may  throw  light  in  the 
f  a  tore  upon  the  changes  which  maj  pos- 
«iblj  be  niade.  I  Jo  not  express  any 
opinion  npon  that,  but  I  will  ask  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  made  this  Motion 
not  to  press  it,  for  he  roust  see  that 
it  cannot  succeed,  and  even  if  it  does 
It  will  be  impossible  to  carry  it  out  at 
the  present  time.  I  shall  be  perfectly 
ready  to  discuss  the  matter  with  hon. 
Members.  •  There  is  one  point  I  should 
like  to  observe  upon.  What  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
G«orge*8  said  on  the  subject  of  land  is 
true.  Any  average  charge  may  be  too 
much  for  one  man  and  too  little  for 
Another,  but  for  convenience  of  colleo- 
lioD  every  Local  Authority  acts  upon 
that  principle.  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  this  matter  further  now.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  be  satisfied  with 
having  tto  ably  brought  it  forward,  and  I 
hope  he  will  also  be  satisfied  with  what 
hat  been  said  by  two  Kx-Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  it  is  a  thing  which 
cannot  now  be  done  practically,  and  that 
he  will  allow  us  now  to  proceed  with  the 
other  proposals  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  for  wood  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  that  this  matter  had  l>een  dis- 
cussed principally  by  those  who  were 
directly  interested  in  laud.  As  one  who 
had  the  smallest  possible  connection  with 
laiid,  he  would  like  to  say  a  few  words 
before  it  was  disposed  of.  This  Bill 
abaolutely  revolutionised  the  position  land 
had  hitherto  held  in  the  taxation  of  the 
country.  There  had  been  undoubtedly 
very  gO'id  reasons  why  there  should  be  a 
distinction  between  the  principle  on 
which  the  Income  Tax  was  levied  on 
trade  and  that  on  which  it  was  levied  upon 
land.  Land  haA  had  a  benefit  hitherto 
which  personal  property  had  not  had, 
and  DOW  when  both  were  placed  in  the 
aame  position  he  thought  it  was  right 
that  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  the 
•jrstem  of  taxation  should  be  equalised 
OD  both  forms  of  property  in  reganl  to 
the  Income  Tax  as  well  as  the  Death 
Duties.  His  experience  had  relation  to 
trading  and  manufacturing  concerns  and 
Doi  to  land,  but  he  could  not  possibly  see 
why  the  manufacturer  owning  a  factory, 
whether  a  Joint  Stock  Company  or  an 
individual,  should  be  allowed,  as  at  pre- 
sent, Co  place  to  the  debit  of  his  manufac- 
taring  account  all  the  costs  and  charges 
to  which  he  was  subjected  in  earning  his 


profits,    while     the     landowner    whose 
plant  was  his  laud   was  not  allowed  to 
deduct  the  sums   expended    in  draining 
and    hedging    that    land.      He   thoaght 
the    system    of    an    average   allowance 
might  be  most  unsatisfactory  and  unfair 
between  one    part    of   the   country  and 
another,  and  it  also  might  be  most  un- 
fair   to    the    trading    interests.      There 
could  only  be  one   safe  system  of   jus* 
tice  to  go    upon,  and    that  was  to  find 
how  much    went   into    a    man^s  pocket 
which  he  was    able    to  spend  from  the 
occupation  iu    which    he    was  engaged. 
The  Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer  had 
urged    that    there    were    administrative 
difficulties  in  the  way.     He  quite  under* 
stood  that  there  were  8,000,000  assess- 
ments, as    had    been    stated,    but    there 
were  not  8,000,000  individuals  concerned. 
There  were  8,000,000  estates  and  tene- 
ments in  this  country,  but  they  belonged 
to  a  comparatively    small    number    of 
people.     Now  the  tax  was  raised  from 
the  occupiers,  and  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said  he  did  not  know 
who  the  owner  was  and  did   not  care, 
because  he  got  his  tax  from  the  occupier. 
But  why  should  not  the  owner  of  that 
property  make  just  the  same  return  to 
the    Income    Tax    Commissioners   that 
traders  had  to  make  ?     Then  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  bo  in  this 
position   as  against  the  property  owner, 
which  he  did  not  occupy  as  against  the 
trader  :  that  he  could  compel  the  oocupior 
of  the  property  to  return  to  him  the  name 
of  the  owner  ami  the  amount  of  rent  paid, 
and  thus  check  the  returns  of  the  owner. 
He  admitted  that  there  were  mlministra- 
tive  difficulties  in  undertaking  a  scheme 
of  this  sort  at  once,  hut  where  there  was 
a  will  there  was  a  wav,  and  he  was  satis- 
fied  in  collecting  the  tax   from  the  pro- 
perty owners  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  a  better  security  and  a  better 
check  than  he  possihly  could  have  in  the 
case  of  the  trading  classes.     He  would 
give  an  illustration  which  had  occurred 
within  the  last  two  or  three  days,  with 
the  object  of  showing  how  unfairly  the 
present  system  of  taxation  worked  in  the 
levying  of  the  Income  Tux  upon  traders 
as  compared  with  landowners.      A  large 
manufacturing  undertaking  was  built  up 
by  advertising  ;  the  cost  of  that  adver- 
tising was  a  trade  expense,  and  that  was 
deducted  yearly  from  the  income.     But 
what  did  they  see  as  the  result  of  judicious 
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difficulty  with  regard  to  the  8,000,000 
assessmeDts  is  not  precisely  that  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  if  you 
were,  by  a  change  in  the  system — which 
1  admit  would  be  a  very  great  change — 
to  deduct  the  individual  owner  of  the 
property,  then,  of  course,  you  enormously 
diminish  the  number  of  persons  with 
whom  you  have  to  deal,  and  you  might 
more  easily  arrive  at  an  administrative 
system  on  this  basis  ;  but  I  must  frankly 
say  that  from  all  I  have  learned  the  re- 
construction of  Schedule  (A)  on  this 
Paper  is  a  matter  that  could  not  be  taken 
in  hand  in  the  course  of  a  few  months. 
I  understand  that  the  administrative 
difficulties  connected  with  the  Death 
Duties  will  be  enormoui^.  The  Depart- 
ment will  have  the  reconstruction  of  a 
vast  system  of  taxation,  and  to  put  two 
reconstructions  upon  them  would,  I  gather 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
almost  break  them  down.  It  is  extremely 
difficult  for  myself  to  contend  a«:ainst  a 
declaration  of  that  kind  ;  but  if  that  is 
80,  I  should  wish  to  follow  up  what  has 
been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sal  down,  and  that  is,  whether  the 
Government  cannot  consider  whether,  in 
cases  which  are  not  covered  fairly  by  the 
average,  there  are  not  certain  claims 
which  might  be  enterlained  on  the 
principle  that  the  Government  does  not 
wish  to  tax  incomes  above  their  real 
amounts.  The  Committee  will  be  aware 
that  where  abatements  of  rent  are  made 
by  the  landowner,  he  may  appeal  for  a 
return  of  the  tax.  Then  there  is  the 
question  of  Land  Tax.  I  know  some 
very  high  authorities  say  that  there  are 
few  bad  debts  in  land.  I  do  not 
know  that  myself  ;  but  at  all  events  we 
know  that  in  Ireland  the  losses  from 
arrears  are  extremely  great,  and  it 
does  seem  to  me  an  injustice,  not 
only  upon  the  landowners,  but  upon 
any  class  of  the  community,  if  bad 
debts  are  to  be  treated  as  in- 
come. We  heard  yesterday  that 
bad  debts  are  allowed  in  trade,  and  I 
throw  it  out  as  a  suggestion  whether  the 
case  of  bad  debts  should  not  be  allowed 
to  be  considered  by  landowners  in  the 
same  way  as  bad  debts  are  allowed  to  be 
considered  by  other  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, and  whether  some  system  cannot 
be  devise<]  by  which  men  should  not  pay 
largely  more  than  they  themselves  re- 
ceive.    It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  the 

Mr.  Goschen 


Government  mmt  have  an  average.  Not* 
withstadding  all  the  years  I  have  been 
at  the  Treasury,  I  have  never  been  able 
to  see  the  justice  of  an  average  as  re- 
gards the  taxpayer,  though  in  regard  to 
the  Death  Duties  an  appeal  has  had  occa- 
sionally to  be  made  to  an  average.  The 
argument  that  it  would  be  against  the 
State  is  one  which  will  never  come  home 
to  the  taxpayer  himself,  and  the  fact 
that  the  allowance  which  may  oltimately 
be  arrived  at  is  one  which  is  a  fair  average 
can  scarcely  be  conclusive  as  regards  bad 
debts.  I  cannot  support  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  because  it  has  been 
stated  so  strongly  that  Schedule  (A) 
would  entirely  break  down  under  it ;  but 
although  it  cannot  be  accepted,  at  the 
same  time  the  Debate  has  shown  that 
there  are  strong  reasons  for  considering 
whether,  in  the  case  of  estates  where  a 
much  larger  tax  is  imposed  than  the 
amount  actually  received,  in  some  way  or 
other  arrangements  could  not  be  made  to 
diminish  the  injustice  which,  I  am  sure, 
no  one  would  wish  to  see  exist. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  1  am  sure 
gentlemen  sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  will  be  pleased  at  the  prospect 
that  at  some  future  time — an  early 
future  time — the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  St.  George's  will  be 
ready  to  re-construct  the  Income  Tax. 
[Mr.  Goschen  :  I  never  said  so.]  But 
be  has  also  very  fairly  admitted  tbe^ 
great  administrative  difficulties 
changes  which  the  Amendment  wo^ 
involve,  that  in  order  to  carry  it  ou! 
would  be  necessary  to  revolutionise 
whole  system  of  the  Income  Tax ; 
fact,  that  it  would  be  necessary 
a  new  Income  Tax  altogethei^ 
place  it  on  a  new  basis  entire! 
present  Income  Tax  is  levied,  as 
out  not  long  ago,  not  upon  tlu- 
but  upon  the  occupier,  and  the 
has  the  right  to  recover  the  tax  fl 
owner.  The  great  mat's  of  tbest 
ments  depend  upon  that  grouu* 
Income  Tax  authorities  hav^  * 
knowledge  as  would  be  requi 
Amendment,  nor  have  they  tl 
acquire  it.  Therefore,  you  m 
tionise  the  whole  basis  of  1 
Tax  :  the  Amendment  would 
destroy  the  plan  of  the  Incom* 
do  not  complain  at  all  that  tl 
has  l)een  brought  forward  for  d 
it  is  a  very  proper  one  to  be  o 
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and  the  discussion  may  throw  light  in  the 
future  upon  the  changes  which  maj  pos- 
sibly be  made.  I  do  not  express  any 
opinion  upon  that,  but  I  will  ask  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  made  this  Motion 
not  to  press  it,  for  he  must  see  that 
it  cannot  succeed,  and  even  if  it  does 
it  will  be  impossible  to  carry  it  out  at 
the  present  time.  I  shall  be  perfectly 
ready  to  discuss  the  matter  with  hon. 
Members.  •  There  is  one  point  I  should 
like  to  observe  upon.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's  said  on  the  subject  of  land  is 
true.  Any  average  charge  may  be  too 
much  for  one  man  and  too  little  for 
Another,  but  for  convenience  of  collec- 
tion every  Local  Authority  acts  upon 
that  principle.  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  this  matter  further  now.  I  hope 
the  hoD.  Member  will  be  satisfied  with 
having  so  ably  brought  it  forward,  and  I 
hope  he  will  also  be  satisfied  with  what 
has  been  said  by  two  Ex-Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  it  is  a  thing  which 
cannot  now  be  done  practically,  and  that 
he  will  allow  us  now  to  proceed  with  the 
other  proposals  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  FOR  WOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  that  this  matter  had  been  dis- 
cussed   principally  by  those   who   were 
directly  interested  in  land.     As  one  who 
had  the  smallest  possible  connection  with 
land,  he  would  like  to  say  a  few  words 
before  it  was    disposed   of.      This  Bill 
absolutely  revolutionised  the  position  land 
had  hitherto  held   in  the  taxation  of  the 
country.     There  had  been   undoubtedly 
very  good  reasons  why  there  should  be  a 
distinction    between     the    principle    on 
which  the   Income    Tax  was  levied  on 
trade  and  that  on  which  it  was  levied  upon 
land.     Land  had  had  a   benefit  hitherto 
which  personal    property  had    not  had, 
and  now  when  both   were  placed  in  the 
«ame  position  he  thought  it  was  right 
that  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  the 
system  of  taxation  should  be  equalised 
on  both  forms  of  property  in  regard  to 
the  Income  Tax    as  well  as  the  Death 
Duties.     His  experience  had  relation  to 
trading  and  manufacturing  concerns  and 
not  to  laud,  but  he  could  not  possibly  see 
why  the  manufacturer  owning  a  factory, 
w^hether  a  Joint  Stock  Company  or  an 
individual,  should  be  allowed,  as  at  pre- 
sent, to  place  to  the  debit  of  his  manufac- 
turing account  all   the  costs  and  charges 
to  which  he  was  subjected  in  earning  his 


profits,    while     the     landowner    whose 
plant  was  his  land   was  not  alloived  to 
deduct  the  sums    expended    in  draining 
and    hedging    that   land.      He   thought 
the    system    of    an    average   allowance 
might  be  most  unsatisfactory  and  unfair 
between  one    part    of   the   country  and 
another,  and  it  also  might  be  most  un- 
fair   to    the    trading    interests.     There 
could  only  be  one   safe  system  of   jus- 
tice to  go    upon,  and    that  was  to  find 
how  much    went   into    a    man^s  pocket 
which  he  was    able    to  spend  from  the 
occupation  in    which    he    was  engaged. 
The  Chancellor   of   the  Exchequer  had 
urged    that    there    were    administrative 
difficulties  in  the  way.     He  quite  under^ 
stood  that  there  were  8,000,000  assess- 
ments, as    had    been    stated,    but   there 
were  not  8,000,000  individuals  concerned. 
There  were  8,000,000  estates  and  tene- 
ments in  this  country,  but  they  belonged 
to   a   comparatively    small    number    of 
people.     Now  the  tax  was  raised  from 
the  occupiers,  and  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said  he  did  not  know 
who  the  owner  was  and  did  nqt  care, 
because  he  got  his  tax  from  the  occupier. 
But  why  should  not  the  owner  of  that 
property  make  just  the  same  return  to 
the    Income    Tax    Commissioners   that 
traders  had  to  make  ?     Then  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  bo  in  this 
position   as  against  the  property  owner, 
which  he  did  not  occupy  as  against  the 
trader  :  that  he  could  compel  the  occupier 
of  the  property  to  return  to  him  the  name 
of  the  owner  and  the  amount  of  rent  paid, 
and  thus  check  the  returns  of  the  owner. 
He  admitted  that  there  were  administra- 
tive difficulties  in  undertaking  a  scheme 
of  this  sort  at  once,  hut  where  there  was 
a  will  there  was  a  wav,  and  he  was  satis- 
fied  in  collecting  the  tax  from  the  pro- 
perty owners  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  a  better  security  and  a  better 
check  than  he  possibly  could  have  in  the 
case  of  the  trading  classes.     He  would 
give  an  illustration  which  had  occurred 
within  the  last  two  or  three  days,  with 
the  object  of  showing  how  unfairly  the 
present  system  of  taxation  worked  in  the 
levying  of  the  Income  Tax  upon  traders 
as  compared  with  landowners.      A  large 
manufacturing  undertaking  was  built  up 
by  advertising  ;  the  cost  of  that  adver- 
tising was  a  trade  expense,  and  that  was 
deducted  yearly  from  the  income.     But 
what  did  they  see  as  the  result  of  judicious 
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advertisiug  ?  It  was  this  :  that  while  a 
man  deducted  this  as  a  charge  over  a 
number  of  years  before  he  paid  Income 
Tax,  yet  in  due  time  he  was  able  to  sell 
the  property  for  f 750,000— simply  the 
result  of  judicious  advertising,  on  which 
he  had  paid  no  Income  Tax.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  no  doubt  seen  in  the 
papers  this  week  this  case  of  a  very  large 
manufacturing  concern,  which  was  known 
all  over  the  country,  which  simply  by 
this  advertising  had  been  able  to  sell 
the  property  divided  into  two  parts 
—  the  manufacturing  and  goodwill. 
The  advertising  had  brought  it  a 
goodwill  of  £700,000,  which  was  a  trade 
expense.  Now  that  amount  did  not 
come  as  income  ;  it  came  as  capital,  and 
all  those  charges  which  had  been  de- 
ducted from  the  cost  in  years  past  would 
be  only  liable  to  Income  Tax  in  future 
on  the  dividend  derived  from  the  goodwill 
which  had  accrued.  The  question  might 
have  arisen  whether  that  advertising  was 
a  fair  and  just  charge,  but  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  all  persons 
engaged  in  trade  had  a  right  to  make 
that  deduction  ;  but  why  should  not  the 
landlord  when  he  undertook  charges  and 
costs  to  improve  his  estate  have  a  right  to 
make  these  charges  ?  He  admitted  that 
it  might  be  impossible  to  carry  it  through 
at  present,  but  a  social  distinction  ought 
not  to  be  drawn  between  the  two  kinds 
of  property,  and  they  should  be  put  on 
the  same  level  footing  as  regarded  taxa- 
tion. 

Mr.  NEWDIGATE  said  that,  after 
the  sympathetic  answer  which  he  had 
received  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, he  would  ask  permission  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Mr.  8TRACHEY  (Somerset,  S.) 
moved,  in  page  19,  line  6,  to  leave  out 
"one-tenth"  and  insert  "one-sixth." 
He  said,  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
DOW  come  to  a  subject  which  could  be 
discussed  practically,  after  the  almost 
academic  discussion  they  had  had,  al- 
though he  entirely  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
who  were  anxious  to  have  an  assess- 
ment under  Schedule  (D).  He  would 
have  willingly  supported  any  such 
Amendment  had  it  been  practicable. 
But  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
not  pressed  it  to  a  Division  showed,  he 

Mr,  Farwood 


thought,  that  the  hon.  Member  himself 
did  not  believe  it  to  be  practicable.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  truly 
said  that  from  the  difficulties  of  the  case 
at  present  it  would  not  be  practicable 
to  apply  Schedule  (D)  to  them.  He 
thanked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  the  concession  he  had  made 
on  this  point.  His  only  complaint  was 
that  the  concession  had  been  one-tenth 
instead  of  one-sixth.  He  could  not  see 
what  reason  there  could  be  why  land  had 
not  as  good  a  claim  to  have  one-sixth 
reduction  as  house  property.  He  knew 
he  would  be  met  with  the  argument  with 
regard  to  local  assessments,  but  he 
ventured  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Derby  Division  of  Liverpool,  who 
had  said  that  that  argument  had  very 
little  to  do  with  the  question.  The  points 
they  had  to  consider  was  whether  a  suffi- 
cient deduction  was  given  to  the  land  in 
consideration  of  the  expenses  in  keeping  it 
up  as  a  going  concern.  They  were  told 
that  this  10  per  cent,  ought  to  be  enough  ; 
but  when  they  considered  the  expenses 
of  management  and  repairs,  and  insure 
ances,  and  also  the  rates  which  had  to 
be  borne,  it  would  be  admitted,  at  any 
rate  by  those  who  had  a  practical  know- 
ledge of  the  subject,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  manage  an  estate  by  an 
expenditure  of  10  per  cent.  It  would 
be  nearer  20  or  even  30  per  cent. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  some 
people  were  inclined  to  suppose  that  this 
was  merely  a  question  of  redaction  on 
the  laud  without  any  buildings.  But 
they  had  got  to  consider  that  land  in- 
cluded farm-houses  and  other  buildings, 
and  also  cottages.  As  regarded  farm- 
houses, they  were  increasing  in  size  and 
comfort,  and  more  money  had  to  be  spent 
upon  them.  The  same  remark  applied 
to  outbuildings.  As  to  cottages,  as  a 
general  rule,  they  were  let  with  the  farm 
and  were  assessed  with  it,  so  that  under 
the  proposal  as  it  stood  there  would  onlj 
be  a  reduction  of  one-tenth  in  regard  to 
cottages.  In  a  large  number  of  counties 
the  cottages  were  assessed  with  the  farms, 
so  that  the  remissions  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended from  one-tenth  to  one-sixth.  He 
contended  that  it  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible for  land  properly  managed — having 
regard  to  the  charges  for  repairs,  insur- 
ance and  general  expenses — to  be  main- 
tained at  a  sum  in  amount  less  than  the 
16  per  cent,  which  was  given  in  the  case 
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of  boose  property.  Hitherto  he  had 
▼oted  ooDsiflteDily  in  every  Division 
for  iocreasiog  the  Death  Duties  on 
real  property,  because  he  considered  it 
wa«  not  right  or  proper  to  tax  personal 
property  at  a  heavier  rate  than  real 
property.  It  had  always  seemed  to  him 
that  there  should  be  no  distinction  drawn 
between  capital  invested  in  laud  and  capital 
invested  in  shares,  or  Railway  Stock,  or 
Consols,  and  that  the  only  argument  in 
hvoor  of  any  exemptiou  of  land  was  that 
it  was  unfairly  taxed  under  Schedule  (A). 
Now  when  they  were  equalising  the  Death 
Duties  in  all  cases,  then  he  ventured  to 
think  the  assessment  for  Income  Tax 
ought  to  be  levied  in  the  same  way,  and 
that  incomes  from  capital,  whether  derived 
bxMD  land  or  business,  ought  to  be  treated 
m  exactly  the  same  manner.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment. 

Ameodment  proposed,  in  page  19,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  **  one-tenth,**  and  insert 
"ooe^ixth." 

Question  proposed,  **  That  *  one-tenth ' 
•taod  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  said,  that  his 
boa.  Friend   in  moving  this  Amendment, 
tod  he  thought  hon.  Grentlemen  opposite, 
had  been  good  enough  to  acknowledge 
that  in  the  proposals  the  Government  bad 
made  they  had  desired  at  least  to   do, 
what  appeared  to  them,  justice  to  the 
landed  interest.  He  should  like,  first  of  all, 
to  4tate  the  grounds  upon  which  the  Go- 
vernment made  the  proposals  which  were 
contained  in  the  Bill  upon  this  subject. 
Of  course,  they  endeavoured  to  ascertain 
w  well  as  they  could  what  might  be  con- 
•idered  a  fair  deduction  in  cases  of  this 
kind.     They  went,  first  of  all,  to  the  best 
authorities   to    which    they  could  go- 
namely,  Committees  of  this  House,  who 
bad  carefully,  on  evidence,  examined  this 
matter;  and,  in  the  second  place,  they  went 
to  the  Local  Authorities  who  had  them- 
ftelves  dealt  with,  if  not  exactly  identical 
questions,  at   all   events   cognate    ques- 
tions in  regard  to  this  matter.     Dealing 
first  of  all  with  Committees  of  ihh  House, 
he  would  refer  to  a  Committe  which  sat 
in  1861  upon  the  question  of  the  Income 
Tax,  and  upon  this   very    point  of   the 
deduction  that   ought  to  be  made  under 
the  Income  Tax  so  as  fairly  to  give  the 
owner  of  the  land  the  net  value.     There 
were  some  gentlemen  present — the  right 


hon.  Member  for  St.  George's  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bristol — 
who  would  remember  the  eflibrts  of  Mr* 
Hubbard  on  this  question.  His  hon* 
Friend  who  moved  this  Amendment  said 
he  could  not  see  why  there  should  be  any 
difllerence  made  In  the  allowances  upon 
land  and  houses.  He  ventured  to  say  hift 
hon.  Friend  in  that  respect  differed  from 
everybody  who  had  ever  considered  thia 
question.  Everybody  who  had  devoted 
attention  to  the  subject  had  seen  that 
there  must  be  a  distinction  between  land 
and  houses.  Mr.  Hubbard  was  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  which  sat  on  this 
subject  in  1861,  and  in  his  draft  Report 
he  said  this — 


"The  proportion  of  rent  which,  upon  an 
avciage  of  years,  is  expemled  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  dwellingR,  buildings,  and  fences  con- 
nectetl  with  landed  property,  has  been  variously 
valued  by  the  surveyors  calle<l  before  vour  Com- 
mittee at  6,  8,  and  10  per  cent.  Until  such  out- 
goings have  been  defrayetl,  the  landowner 
cannot  be  said  to  have  a  net  rent  available  for 
his  expenditure,  and  your  Committee  recommend 
that  upon  the  rent  of  all  Unda  (requiring  build- 
ing reparation)  an  abatement  be  made  of  one- 
twelfth  part  (Riper  cent.)  prior  to  aseeesment" 

Therefore,  Mr.  Hubbard  iiame  to  the 
conclusion,  upon  the  evidence  of  sur- 
veyors, that  8j  per  cent,  was  a  sufficient 
and  proper  allowance  to  be  made.  When 
he  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  saw  that  Report, 
he  determined,  especially  having  refer- 
rence  to  the  existing  condition  of  agri- 
culture, to  take  not  8}  per  cent.,  but  the 
highest  maximum  figure  which  was  given 
by  the  surveyors  at  that  time,  and  that 
was  why  he  put  10  per  cent,  in  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  did  not  see  why  a  dis- 
tinction should  be  made  as  between  houses 
and  lands,  but  the  reason  for  that  waa 
stated  by  Mr.  Hubbard  in  the  following 
terms : — 

♦*The  assewment  of  houses  is  attended  with 
more  injustice  than  that  of  hmd,  for  not  only 
arc  the  outgoings  in  insurance  and  repair  pro- 
portionately heavier,  but  the  irregularity  with 
which  the  law  is  itself   atlministerwd   involves 
at  times  serious  \om  to  the  house  owner.    The 
maintenance  of  house  property  in  iu  full  value 
implies  insurance  against  fire,  the  annual  re- 
pafr,  and  the  ultimate  renewal  of  the  fabric 
when  ilecayed  bv  age  ;  and  the  proportion  of 
rent  absorbed  by  those  outgoings  is  esUmated 
by  Mr.  C.  Lee,  a  surveyor  of  lengthened  experi- 
ence, at  an  average  of  16  i>cr  cent,  upon  ho^ 
property  of  all  ages  antl  all  descriptions.     His 
estimate  was,  in  the  main,  concurred  in  by  Mr. 
Vigers,  while  Mr.  Clutton  rated  the  outgoing* 
at  174  per  cent,  and  Mr  Hunt  at  30  per  cent. 
In  corrobomtion  both  of  the  policy  and  of  the 
amount  of  the  projiosed  allowance  for  outgoings 
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Mr.  Lee  notices  that  in  amessments  of  house 
property  for  the  poor  rate  he  has  habitually 
deducted  n  per  cent.,  and  that  in  every  case 
of  rating  brought  judicially  before  the  Ck>urt 
of  Queen's  Bench  allowances  have  been  made 
for  these  purposes.  Apart,  however,  from  the 
taxation  on  outgoings,  a  further  injustice  is 
^metimes  inflicted  by  charging  Income  Tax  on 
the  amount  of  rates  and  taxes  paid  by  the 
landlord  for  houses  let  by  the  vear,  or  for 
shorter  terms  ;  but  this  defect  of  acuninistration 
can  easily  be  remedied  by  providing  the 
assessors  and  surveyors  with  more  definite  in- 
structions. Your  Committee  recommend  that, 
prior  to  the  assessment  of  houses,  an  abatement 
be  made  of  one-sixth  part  for  outgoings  from  the 
assessable  value." 

It  would  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the 
allowances  in  the  present  Bill  were  upon 
a  higher  scale  in  regard  to  both  lands  and 
houses  than  that  which  was  recommended 
by  Mr.  Hubbard  in  his  Report.  Then 
there  was  another  Committee  which  sat 
in  the  year  1867,  and  a  very  powerful 
Committee  it  was.  The  Chairman  was 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Villiers),  whom, 
unhappily,  they  now  very  seldom  saw  in 
the  House.  Among  its  Members  were 
Mr.  Childers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach, 
Mr.  Hibbert,  and  other  gentlemen  very 
well  fitted  to  form  a  judgment  on  this 
matter.  He  would  read  from  the  Report 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  Committee  the 
clause  with  reference  to  the  allowance  to 
be  made  on  land — 

"  Motion  made,  and  Question,  *That  the  de- 
duction under  this  class  be  10  per  cent.* — 
(J/r.  Beaumont,^ — put,  and  agreed  to." 

On  that  occasion  10  per  cent,  was 
put  as  the  maximum  deduction 
upon  an  authority  not  at  all  adverse  to 
the  interest  of  land.  He  did  not  rent 
there,  because  it  might  be  said,  and  it  had 
been  said,  that  the  circumstances  had  a 
good  deal  altered,  and  that  they  ouglit  to 
look  to  what  may  he  called  the  highest 
authority,  bocauseithe  Union  Assessment 
Committees  had  what  he  might  call  an 
upper  House  in  the  County  Council 
Assessment  Committee,  and  the  County 
Council  asses<(ments  were  made  with  verv 
great  care  by  able  men,  who  were  fully 
competent  to  deal  with  these  matters.  He 
would  take  two  counties,  the  County 
Councils  of  which  were  under  the  direc- 
tion of  two  friends  and  colleagues  of  his, 
and  he  thought  he  might  say  without 
dispute  that  they  might  be  regarded 
rather  as  model  counties  in  their  adminis- 
tration. One  was  the  County  Palatine 
of  Lancashire,  over  the  County  Council 
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of  which  bis  right  hoo.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  was  Chairman,  and  the 
other  was  the  County  of  Northampton, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  being  the  Chairman  of 
its  County  Council.  In  the  County  of 
Lancashire  the  deduction  for  the  assess- 
ment of  land  with  buildings  upon  it  was 
8^  per  cent. ;  in  the  County  of  North- 
ampton, which  was  a  purely  agricultural 
county,  it  was  10  per  cent.  It  might  be 
said  that  in  taking  Lancashire  he  had 
taken  a  county  which  was  wholly  a 
manufacturing  and  industrial  county. 
That  was  not  so.  A  good  many  parts  of 
that  county  were  as  purely  agricultural 
as  any  in  England,  and  there  it  was 
rather  remarkable  to  see  that  they  took 
the  deduction  on  land,  with  or  without 
the  County  Council  assessment,  at  8^, 
and  they  took  buildings  at  16f  per 
cent.  He  had  taken  their  estimate  for 
buildings.  As  he  bad  said  before,  he  had 
raised  the  allowance  on  land  beyond  that 
which  this  figure  gave.  He  did  not  look 
merely  at  the  County  Council  assess- 
ments, but  he  exami'jed  the  assessments 
of  the  various  Unions  in  the  county,  and 
what  did  he  find  ?  He  found  in  almost 
all  these  rural  assessments  the  allowance 
for  land  was  much  lower  than  the 
County  Council  assessment,  though  he 
believed  the  Union  assessments  were 
taken  upon  the  Income  Tax  valuation. 
In  the  Cborley  Union  the  allowance  on 
land  without  buildings  was  6  per  cent.  ; 
in  the  West  Derby  Union,  5  per 
cent.;  Preston  Union,  5  per  cent.; 
Garstang,  6  per  cent.  ;  Lonsdale,  5  per 
cent. ;  Ulversion,  5  per  cent.  Land  with- 
out buildings  was  taken  there  at  5  per 
cent.  If  they  took  land  with  farm  build- 
ings, they  found  in  Cborley  the  allow- 
ance was  ^\  per  cent.  ;  West  Derby,  5 
per  cent. ;  and  in  other  Unions  land  with 
buildings  was  put  at  7^  per  cent. 
Therefore,  the  Committee  would  see 
that  in  none  of  these  Unions  did 
the  figure  approach  that  which  the 
Government  had  put  in  the  Bill.  It 
might  be  urged  that  he  should  have  gone 
to  the  South  and  inquired  as  to  what 
was  the  custom  in  counties  nearer  home. 
He  had  done  so.  In  the  County  of  Berk- 
shire the  deductions  were  2^  per  cent,  oo 
land  without  buildings  and  10  per  cent, 
on  laud  with  buildings.  In  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  the  deductions  were 
7^  per  cent,  on  land,  woods,  dbc,  and  15 
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per  oem.  oo  dweUiog-housas.  Mr.  Hob- 
btfd,  •odeftvooriDg  to  arrive  at  the  net 
value  of  property  for  the  iDoome  Tax, 
eame  to  the  cooolusioo  that  a  fair  dedue- 
tioD  would  be  8|  per  cent.  He  (Sir  W. 
Bareoort)  bad  taken  the  maximuin,  and 
be  asiuiiied  that  the  Countj  Couooils, 
when  tbej  bad  takeu  the  Incaine  Tax 
aweta meot  for  their  purposes,  had  dooe 
JO  io  the  belief  that  thej  were  adopting 
a  fair  average  figure.  All  the  evidence 
•bowed  that  10  per  cent,  was  as  large  a 
maximum  as  bad  ever  up  to  this  time 
been  considered  just  or  fair  in  this  matter. 
Bat  there  was  one  argument  which  had 
been  addressed  to  him  bv  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sleaford  which,  he  confessed, 
•eemed  to  bim  to  he  deserving  of  con- 
sideration and  of  weight.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  these  ansessmeuts 
and  those  allowances  were  just  in  former 
times  ;  but  the  income  from  agricultural 
laod  having  decreased,  and  in  many  re- 
•peets  the  expenses  remaining  the  same, 
cii«  ratio  of  the  allowance  might  he 
regarded  as  too  small.  That  was  a  fair 
argument,  and  he  hoped  in  the  course  of 
dieee  discussions  he  had  not  shown  him- 
self otherwise  but  accessible  to  fair 
vgaments.  He  made  a  coucession  the 
previous  night  to  the  British  farmer  in 
cb«  matter  of  Income  Tax  by  putting 
him  on  a  level  with  the  farmers  of  8cot- 
Uad  and  Ireland.  Having  considered 
ibe  question  raised  by  the  Amendment, 
be  could  not  do  what  it  proposed.  He 
ooald  not  pat  land  on  the  same  footing 
at  booses,  beoause  it  was  plain  that  the 
oot^ings  upon  houses  must  be  larger 
tbaa  upon  land.  He.  had  shown  how 
clearly  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  assess- 
neot  authorities,  who  had  alwavs  made 
e  great  distinction — a  distinction  in  al- 
iBostall  cases  double  and  in  many  cases 
tbreefold  more  l>eiug  given  to  housen 
than  to  laud.  The  10  |>er  cent,  in  the  j 
Bill,  which  was  the  maximum,  he  had 
iatentionally  taken  ;  but  in  consideration 
of  the  difficulties  umler  which  he  knew  the 
landed  interest  had  suffered,  and  in  oom- 
pliaoce  with  the  arguments  addressed  to 
bim  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Sleaford, 
be  was  prepared  to  ex  tend  that  10  percent, 
fttid  accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Woodbridge 
Division  (Mr.  Everett)  and  to  make  the 
dedoetion  one-eighth  instead  of  one-tenth, 
Mid  so  raise  the  maximum,  in  considera- 
^D  of  the  depression  from  which  the 


agricultural  interests  had  suffered.  He 
thought  that  was  an  allowance  which 
meant  a  considerable  sacrifice  to  the 
Revenue  ;  but  it  was  a  sacrifice 
to  the  Revenue  which,  upon  con- 
sideration, he  thought  he  could  make 
without  any  serious  derangement  of  the 
finances  of  the  country.  That  being  so, 
he  was  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Woodbridge 
Division,  and  he  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  agree  to  this  as  a  satis- 
factory solution  of  the  question. 

Mr.  WARNER  (Somerset,^.)  wished, 
in  the  name  of  those  who  represented 
agriculture  on  his  side  of  the  House,  to 
thank  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  the  concession  he  had  made.  Of 
course,  those  connected  with  the  manage- 
ment of  property  would  know  that  one- 
eighth  did  not  come  up  to  the  amount 
expended  in  repairs  on  any  agricultural 
property,  and  that  they  ought  really  to 
get  the  name  as  was  allowed  in  the  ease 
of  houses — namely,  one-sixth.  Speaking 
from  personal  experience,  he  could  assure 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
expenses  for  repairs  on  houses  were  very 
slightly  in  excess  of  the  amount  ex- 
pended for  repairs  in  connection  with 
agricultural  property.  There  were 
charges  under  the  head  of  *^  repairs  **  on 
land  in  respect  of  drainage,  bogs,  gates, 
and  ponds,  and  that  was  land  on  which 
there  were  no  sheds  at  all.  When  they 
came  to  consider  sheds  for  cattle,  liarns, 
silo  pits,  and  so  on,  the  expenditure  on 
repairs  was  necessarily  much  greater. 
The  concession  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  a  large  one — larger  than 
they  had  hail  a  right  to  expetU — and  be 
(Mr.  Warner),  for  one,  was  only  too  ready 
to  thank  him.  He  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  or  some  Kucceeding 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  con- 
sider this  question  in  any  future  Budget 
which  might  be  brought  forward,  to  see 
if  something  further  could  not  l»e  done  to 
equalise  taxation  on  land  and  personal 
property.  After  the  concesj«ion  which 
had  been  made  be  trusted  the  Committee 
would  not  divide  on  the  Amendment. 

Sir  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  that  he  also  could  express  a 
certain  amount  of  satisfaction  at  the  con- 
cession the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  made,  but  at  the  same  time  that 
satisfaction    was  qualified.      He  main- 
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tained  that  the  very  essence  of  the  Bill 
was  equality  of  personal tj  and  realty, 
and  unless  they  had  a  very  considerable 
concession  that  equality  would  not  exist. 
If  there  was  one  thing  clearer  to  him 
than  another,  it  was,  that  though  they 
might  not  this  Session  be  able  to  have 
equality  of  Income  Tax,  it  was  absolutely 
certain  that  the  next  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — or  the  present  if  he  were  in 
Office  next  year — would  have  to  re-arrange 
all  the  Income  Tax  assessments.  The 
existing  difference  between  personalty 
and  realty  could  not  remain  in  its  present 
position.  The  main  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  based  on  Mr.  Hub- 
bard's Report  of  1861  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  hardly  seemed  to  give 
weight  to  the  fact  that  all  the  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  land  had  largely 
increased  since  that  date.  Wages  had 
in  a  great  many  parts  of  the  country  far 
more  than  doubled.  Improvements  in 
consequence  were  far  more  expensive 
now  than  they  were  then.  They 
also  had  doubled,  and  the  incomes  of  the 
landlords  as  well  as  of  the  farmers  were 
considerably  diminished.  On  these 
grounds  alone  he  could  not  conceive  that 
it  was  possible  to  compare  the  present 
year  with  1861.  He  was  in  great  hopes 
that  in  regard  to  this  question  the  Debate 
which  had  already  taken  place  on  these 
points,  and  the  Debate  which  no  doubt 
would  arise  on  others  to-night,  would 
show  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  he  could  never  rest  in  his  present 
position,  and  that  a  final  settlement  would 
not  be  arrived  at  until  large  remissions 
were  given  to  landed  estates.  Any 
one  who  possessed  such  property,  and 
had  done  his  duty  in  building  good  cot- 
tages and  farm-houses,  knew  that  the 
outgoings  came  to  more  than  16  per  cent. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  say  in  regard  to 
house  property,  "  There  must  be  certain 
outgoings,"  but  the  same  was  the  case 
with  the  land.  Landowners  got  nothing 
for  the  cottages  they  kept  up  in  the  rural 
districts.  On  all  farms  in  Scotland  a 
certain  number  of  cottages  had  to  be 
maintained,  and  there  was  not  a  farthing 
of  rent  paid  for  them.  If  the  Bill  passed 
as  proposed,  it  would  be  to  the  interest 
of  the  landowner  to  provide  inferior  cot- 
tages, and  that  he  would  do  if  he  were 
not  guided  by  higher  motives.  His 
object  was  to  give  the  labourers  com- 
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fortable  cottages  and  enable  them  to  live 
happier  lives  ;  but  inferior  cottagee 
that  might  be  built  at  half  the  cost  of  the 
present  cottages  could  be  supplied.  The 
landlords  would  of  course  decline  that 
system,  and  their  interests  ought  to  be 
fairly  considered.  They  did  not  ask  for 
favours  but  they  wanted  what  they  did 
acknowledged.  They  asked  not  for 
favour,  but  for  justice^that  if  a  land- 
lord did  his  duty  by  his  estate  he  should 
not  be  handicapped  by  unfair  legislation. 
He  held  that  the  reduction  ought  to  be 
more  than  12^  per  cent.  That  was 
altogether  inadequate ;  it  might  have 
been  sufficient  in  1861,  but  it  would  not 
do  in  1894.  He  hoped  and  trusted  that 
though  they  had  got  this  concession  it 
would  not  be  considered  a  final  settle- 
ment. It  was  no  settlement  at  all  of  the 
question.  They  ought  to  maintain  their 
ground  and  respectfully  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  reconsider  the  question.  If  the 
Government  did  that  with  a  view  to 
putting  realty  and  personalty  on  an 
equality  they  would  give  a  remission  of 
at  leat^t  20  per  cent. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  am  very  glaid  to  recognise  the 
conciliatory  and  friendly  spirit  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  met  the 
objections  which  have  been  raised  to  this 
part  of  the  Bill.  But  although  I  am  glad 
to  do  that,  and  although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  admitted  the  injustice 
under  which  we  have  laboured  up  to  now, 
and  under  which  we  should  have  laboured 
under  the  Bill  as  originally  drafted,  I 
hope  he  will  not  think  me  ungrateful  if 
I  say  I  do  not  think  we  can  regard  the 
concession  which  has  been  made  to  us  id 
the  light  of  a  final  settlement.  We  are 
glad  to  take  all  that  we  can  get  ;  that 
is  only  natural.  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
mean  to  adopt  any  other  attitude.  We 
accept  with  all  the  gratitude  it  deserves 
the  concession  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  offered  to  us.  My  view  is  that  it  ia 
not  a  question  of  percentages  at  all  ;  in 
view  of  the  cases  I  have  endeavoured  to 
submit  to  the  House  I  fear  that  an 
adequate  treatment  of  our  view  can  only 
be  arrived  at  by  deducting  from  the  re- 
ceipts from  an  estate  the  actual  necessary 
outgoings  for  maintenance.  It  is,  as  has 
already  been  pointed  out,  useless  to  refer 
to  the  Committee  of  Mr.  Hubbard  of 
1861,  because  the  condition  and  ctrcam-> 
stances  of  to-day   have  entirely   altered 
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from  whai  they  were  thoD.     What  might 

bare  heen  perfectly  fair  and  adequate  in 

1861   may  be  totally  unfair  and  totally 

inadequate  in  the  year  1894.  Since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  good  enough 
lo  make  his  concession  I  have  roughly 
estimated  what  its  effect  will  be  on  an 
esUte  that  is  worth,  say,  £1,000  a 
year.  I  will  submit  my  estimate 
to  the  House,  and  I  think  it  will 
be  seen  that  we  still  have  a  gfiev- 
ance.  We  are  to  be  allowed  a  deduction 
of  one-eighth  of  the  income  for  deduc- 
tion. According  to  the  view  I  submitted 
to  the  House  last  night  on  a  great  num- 
ber of  estates  the  rental  has  fallen  80  per 
cent,  since  1861.  The  rent  which  was 
formerly  £1,000,  therefore,  would  only 
be  £200.  Twelve  and  a-half  per  cent, 
allowance  on  a  rental  of  £200  would 
leave  the  amount  to  be  assessed  at  £160 
a  year.  But  the  outgoings  would  be 
precisely  what  they  are  to-day — namely, 
£80  a  year.  It  is  on  that  £80  a  year 
alooe  that  we  ought  to  be  taxed.  Still, 
after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made 
ha  concession,  we  shall  be  taxed  on  the 
iaoome  of  £160,  oue-half  of  which  we 
absolutely  never  receive  at  all.  That  I 
believe  to  be  an  absolutely  fair  statement 
of  the  position,  and  it  seems  to  mo  that 
the  only  fair  treatment  which  could  be 
meted  out  to  us  would  be  to  make  an 
allowance  equal  to  the  necessary  amount 
of  outgoings  on  an  estate.  That  being 
nj  view  of  the  matter  I  do  not  intend  to 
press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any 
lurther  on  the  point.  I  have  stated  my 
view  as  fairly  as  I  can.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  gone  a  small  distance  in 
meeting  us  for  which  I  am  grateful  to 
him,  but  there  is  another  question  in  re- 
lation  to  the  subject  which  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  raise  if  my  statements  as  to 
the  position  of  landowners  under  the  Bill 
cannot  be  disputed,  and  I  do  not  think 
they  can  be.  In  the  case  of  traders  do- 
dactions  are  made  for  bad  debts.  Why 
cannot  the  same  sort  of  thing  be  done  in 
the  case  of  landowners  ?  Are  there  no 
such  things  as  bad  debts  in  the  case  of 
landownerB  at  the  present  time  ?  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  in  a  position 
to  obtain  anything  like  an  accurate 
account  of  arrears  of  rent  he  would  find 
that  they  amount  to  a  large  sum. 

Sn  W.  HABCOURT  i  They  are  not 
laz«L 


Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  It  is  the  estimated 
rental  you  are  taxed  on.  If  deduction  is 
to  be  Euade  in  respect  of  all  arrears  my 
objection  falls  to  the  ground. 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  Such  deduc- 
tion is  to  be  made. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Then  there  is  no 
necessity  for  me  to  say  anything  further 
on  the  point. 

Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said,  that  they  had  taken  the 
hardest  side  of  the  Budget  first,  and  they 
had  now  got  to  the  kindly  side  of  it. 
He  was  glad  they  would  be  able  to  agree 
when  they  reached  the  end  of  the  argu- 
ments upon  the  Bill  that  agriculture 
would,  on  the  whole,  have  reason  to 
rejoice  over  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment rather  than  to  mourn  over  them. 
It  was  to  be  remembered  that  though  the 
Death  Duties  were  the  hard  side  iu  being 
chargeable  upon  real  property — such  pro- 
perty not  having  been  charged  to  them 
before  —  yet  those  duty  had  regard  to 
estates  left  by  the  dead,  while  the  re- 
missions made,  which  the  Committee 
were  now  discussing  so  pleasantly, 
would  be  enjoyed  necessarily  by  the 
living.  It  was  also  a  pleasure  to  re- 
member that  such  little  amounts  as  agri- 
cultural labourers  had  been  able  to  save 
— and  he  was  glad  to  know  that  not  a 
few  had  been  able  to  save  money — 
would  pay  les^  in  the  form  of  taxation 
than  they  had  paid  hitherto.  With  re- 
gard to  farmers,  the  Government  not 
only  gave  them  relief  with  regard  to  the 
roperty  they  were  likely  to  leave  be- 
ind  them,  but  also  with  regard  to  their 
payments  of  Income  Tax  under  Schedule 
(B).  They  had  now  come  to  the  land- 
owning clauses,  and  a  very  sensible  re- 
lief was  to  be  given  in  their  regard.  He 
himself,  as  connected  with  the  agricul- 
tural clauses,  felt  very  thankful  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  the  considerate  disposition 
he  had  exhibited  towards  them.  He 
hoped  they  would  accept  with  gratit  ide 
the  offer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  niw 
made.  There  was  a  great  deal  to  com- 
fort agriculturists  in  the  Budget. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) asked  whether  the  Committee 
had  rightly  understood  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  say  that  arrears  of  rent 
would  be  treated  at  bad  debts  7 
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SiK  W.  HARCOURT  was  understood 
to  replj  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  You  bare  to  paj 
on  the  rental ;  then  the  arrears  are 
allowed  for. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  tax  is 
levied  on  the  rental  value,  and  deduc- 
tions are  afterwards  made. 

•Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R'.,  Shipley) 
said,  that  he  was  sorrj  he  could  not  join 
in  the  chorus  of  gratitude  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  regard  to  the  concessions 
he  had  made  to  land  on  this  Amendment. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  young  landed 
aristocracy  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
of  the  House  were  about  as  reactionary 
as  the  landed  aristocracy  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  He  had  recently 
understood  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  say  that  he  had  now  come  to 
an  end  of  all  his  concessions  ;  therefore, 
he  bad  listened  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  in  this  Debate  with  some 
sense  of  security.  Those  who  were 
specially  interested  in  the  question  of 
land  had  thought  that  they  would  come 
out  of  this  speech  safe  from  the  imposi- 
tions always  laid  upon  them,  because  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  told 
them  just  now  that  the  concession  made 
involved  a  loss  to  the  Revenue.  The 
Committee  must  be  aware  that  that  loss 
would  have  to  bo  made  up  somewhere, 
and  those  whom  he  (Mr.  Byles)  repre- 
sented, he  was  afraid,  would  have  to  pay 
in  order  to  relieve  the  land  of  its  burdens. 
He  desired,  himself,  to  say  that  he  was 
not  in  favour  of  relieving  the  land  of  any 
of  its  burdens.  {^Laughter,']  On  the 
contrary,  he  was  strongly  in  favour  of 
laying  on  the  land  much  heavier  burdens. 
[^Renewed  laughter.']  Yes ;  he  even 
believed  that  the  whole  of  the  burdens 
of  the  State  should  be  laid  upon  the 
land.  [^LaughterJ]  He  was  not  sur- 
prised that  these  statements  should  be 
received  with  derisive  laughter,  but  he 
ventured  to  predict  that  the  day  would 
come  when  many  more  men  would  rise 
up  in  that  House  to  express  a  similar 
opinion.  He  knew,  at  any  rate,  that 
there  was  a  large  number  of  people  in 
the  country  who  believed  that  that  must 
be  so,  and  he  thought  that  they  would 
send  more  and  more  representatives  to 
this  House.  He  liked  the  Budget  beeaose 
it  was  recognised  in  it  that  the  land 
should  pay  a  greater  share  of  the  burdens 


of  the  State.  He  looked  upon  the  Bill 
as  an  earnest  of  what  might  yet  be  to 
come.  Why  did  he  do  so  ?  [Laughter J] 
He  wanted  to  know  what  title  any  land- 
lord had  to  the  land  save  it  was  that  he 
should  devote  the  rent  to  the  ibenefit  of 
the  community.  [^Laughter.']  Land- 
lords sat  at  home  and  other  people 
worked  upon  the  land  and  produced  for 
them  their  income.  '  Did  they  suppose 
that  they  would  be  entitled  to  incomes 
that  nature 

•Mr.  chairman  :  Order,  order  I  I 
must  point  out  that  the  Question 
before  the  Committee  is  the  alternative 
choice  between  one-tenth  and  onc-bixth. 

•Mr.  byles  said,  he  had  only  been 
betrayed  into  the  explanation  of  his 
observations  by  the  mockery  with  which 
his  observations  had  been  received.  He 
felt  that  it  was  due  to  the  Committee 
that  he  should  not  make  a  statement, 
which  was  considered  false,  without 
attempting  to  justify  it.  He  contended 
that  the  people  would  sooner  or  later 
realise  that  for  any  individual  to  attempt 
to  take  away  from  those  who  \rorked 
upon  the  land  the  result  of  their  labour^ 
the  result  of  the  sun,  and  of  the  rain  from 
heaven,  was  a  state  of  things  that  must 
end.  A  day  or  two  ago,  in  the  Debate 
on  the  condition  of  Essex,  the  landed 
gentry  opposite  told  them  that  farms 
were  going  out  of  cultivation,  and  they 
asked  the  Government  to  intervene  to 
prevent  this  condition  of  things.  He 
would  reply  that  the  only  thing  which 
prevented  land  from  being  cultivated 
successfully  in  Essex  was  the  landlord. 
If  the  landlord  were  to  go  away,  the 
laud  would  soon  be  cultivated.  If  the 
labourer  got  on  it,  he  would  render  it 
productive  and  remunerative.  He  (Mr. 
Byles)  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  words  of  the  great 
Russian  writer.  Count  Tolstoi,  who 
said — 

"There  were  men  who  woald  do  any- 
thing for  the  poor  except  get  off  their 
backs.*' 

Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  continu- 
ally posing  as  friends  of  the  poor,  bnt  to 
his  mind  they  would  do  well  to  remember 
the  proverb  of  Count  Tolstoi.  It  was 
the  landlords  only  who  were  in  the 
way. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  observa- 
tions   the    hon.    Gentleman    was    now 
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BAluDg  did  Dot  arise  out  of  the  Amend- 
oieot* 

Mr.  BYLES  said,  that  for  these 
roaaoosy  bowing  to  the  Chairman's 
rdiogi  he  objected  on  principle  to  the 
oooeessioDs  which  were  being  made,  not 
becaose  he  had  any  animosity  to  the 
indiTidnal  landowners — he  objected  to  the 
burden  of  taxation  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  Unded  interest  being  lightened. 

•Mr.  STRACHEY  said,  that  in  view 
of  the  concession  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  been  good  enough  to 
make,  he  should  at$k  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Sir  J.  DOBINGTON  (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury)  said,  that  after  the 
vingaUr  exhibition  of  hostility  to  the 
landed  classes  they  had  just  witnessed, 
be  thought  he  ought  to  point  out  that 
the  rent  derived  from  laud  was  not  pro- 
duced merelv  bv  ''rain  and  sunshiue," 
bot  was  the  result  of  careful  attention, 
ftod  often  large  sums  of  money  were 
expended  by  a  landlord  for  improving  the 
qiuHty  of  the  land. 

*1Ir.  BYLES  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
we  any  improvement  of  the  landlord 
Uxed.  Of  course,  the  value  of  the  im- 
provements  should  be  allowed. 

Sir  J.  DORINGTON  said,  it  could 
be  proved  in  very  many  cases  that  the 
whole  of  the  present  rental  was  barely 
the  value  of  the  landlord's  improvements. 
His  object  in  rising,  however,  was  to 
iWl  with  a  subject  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  introduced,  as  to  the  dis- 
tinction between  gross  and  net  value. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  founded  an 
Argument  on  the  Report  of  Mr.  Hublmrd's 
Committee  of  1861,  but  he(SirJ.Doring- 
too)  ventured  to  say  that  the  whole  of  that 
vgument  was  now  somewhat  out  of 
date.  It  certainly  was  rendered  so  by 
the  Bill  they  were  now  discussing.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  establish 
absolute  equality  between  personal  and 
real  property.  That  was  not  the  object 
in  view  when  the  Income  Tax  was 
originally  discussed.  The  Income  Tax 
was  distinct  as  bearing  upon  land  and  as 
bearing  upon  personalty.  It  was  dif* 
fsrent  in  form,  nuichinery,  and  allow- 
Attcea,  and  the  State  made  a  great  differ- 
eoce  in  ita  own  favour  in  levying  the 
t*x  on  huid  as  compared  with  personal 
property  in  eonaideration  of  the  advan- 
tages that  huul  had  in  other  respects.  No 
donbt,  however,  land  had  had  an  advan* 


tage  up  to  the  present  time  as  regarded 
the  imposition  of  the  Death  Duty.  He 
could  not  accept  the  view  that  rates  were 
an  hereditary  burden  any  more  than  any 
other  form  of  taxation.  The  State  had 
derived  great  advantage  from  the  impo- 
sition of  the  Income  Tax.  The  difference 
in  deduction  between  the  gross  and  the 
rateable  value  was  the  sum  which  waa 
supposed  to  be  ue(*.essary  to  maintain  the 
estate  in  a  lettable  condition.  Insurance 
was  not  taken  into  accouut  in  the  rate- 
able value. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  taken 
into  accouut  in  all  these  deductions. 

Sir  J.  DORINGTON  said,  it  was 
quite  certain  that  the  ncanagement  ex- 
penses and  expenses  incidental  to  the 
estate  other  than  repairs  were  not  in- 
cluded in  the  deductions  made  as  between 
gross  and  rateable  value,  and  if  they 
really  wanted  to  arrive  at  an  equitable 
ratio  they  must  get  the  same  amount  of 
deduction  in  regard  to  income  as  was 
allowed  under  Schedule  (D).  The  late 
Leader  of  that  House  on  one  occasion 
stateil  that  the  difference  was  equal  to 
the  difference  between  7d.  and  9d, — a 
difference  of  28  per  cent.  That  was  much 
more  than  they  now  proposed,  but  he  did 
not  suppose  that  they  would  get  anything 
further  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer now,  so  he  accepted  with  gratitude 
that  which  had  been  conceded,  although, 
of  course,  they  hoped,  before  long,  to  get 
further  concessions.  What  they  wanted 
was  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  way 
as  traders  themselves,  under  Schedule 
(D). 

•Sir  H.  MEYSEY  -  THOMPSON 
(Stafford,  Handsworth)  said,  he  was 
rather  pleased  to  hear  the  frankly  cynical 
speech  of  the  hon.  Memlier  for  the 
Shipley  Division,  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had,  a  few  evenings  ago, 
practically  accused  him  of  being  one  of  a 
party  who  wished  to  throw  part  of  their 
burdens   on    to    the  shoulders   of   other 

people.     Now,  the  hon.  Member 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  I  I 
explained  at  the  time  that  what  the  hon. 
Gentletnan  said  was  not  in  Order. 

•Sir  H.  MEYSEY-THOMPSON  said, 
he  would  try  to  confine  himself  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
Budget  proposals. 

•The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  must  address  himself  to  the  Amend* 
ment. 
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•Sir  H.  MEYSEY  -  THOMPSON 
said,  that  though  he  did  not  wish  to 
appear  angracioas  with  reference  to  the 
concession  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, he  must  enter  his  protest  against 
12^  per  cent,  being  considered  a  fair 
amount  to  deduct  from  the  income  of 
land  for  the  purpose  of  the  Income  Tax. 
Thejr  certainly  could  not  accept  that  as 
a  settlement  in  full.  He,  for  one,  held 
that  12^  per  cent,  was  nothing  like 
sufficient.  He  was  bound  to  point  out 
that,  assuming  a  fall  of  33^  per  cent., 
which  had  certainlj  taken  place  in  the 
rental  of  most  arable  farms,  it  took  60  per 
cent,  more  acres  to  produce  the  same 
rental.  For  instance,  an  income  of  £9,000 
per  annum  was  produced  by  an  estate  of 
6,000  acres  at  30s.  per  acre,  but  at  20s. 
per  acre  it  required  9,000  acres  to  pro- 
duce £9,000  a  year.  Also  the  charges 
for  repairs  and  other  expenses  had  con- 
fliderably  increased  per  acre. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Everett,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  19,  line  6,  leave  out "  one-tenth," 
and  insert  "  one-eighth." 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  K.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  19,  line  11,  after  "occupier," 
insert  "  or  assessable  as  landlord." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  that 
in  order  to  illustrate  the  effect  of  this  and 
to  the  previous  clause  he  would  cite  the 
case  of  an  estate  of  £1,500  gross  annual 
value  which,  under  the  first  portion  of 
the  Bill,  would  be  valued  at  23  years^ 
purchase,  and  the  net  value  would  be 
£27,600.  The  amount  of  the  new  duty 
on  that  estate  would  be  £1,242,  which 
might  be  met  by  an  annual  insurance 
premium  of  £31,  the  owner  receiving,  on 
the  other  hand,  under  this  clause  £6  Os. 
9d.  off  the  Income  Tax.  That  was  the 
exact  outcome  of  the  suggested  equili- 
brium. 

•Mr.  JOHNSON-FERGUSON  (Lei- 
cester,  Loughborough)  urged  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  see  whether 
the  same  advantage  could  be  extended  to 
land  used  for  the  purposes  of  forestry  as 
was  extended  to  land  employed  for  the 
purposes  of  husbandry.     Thb  was  cer- 


tainly a  most  important  matter  and 
nothing  should,  in  the  future,  be  allowed 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  extension  of 
our  woods  and  forests. 

Mr.RENSHAW  protested  against  the 
injustice  that  was  being  inflicted  on 
Scottish  farmers  under  Schedule  (B.) 
While  the  Income  Tax  was  being  raised 
on  the  Scottish  farmers  it  was  being  re- 
duced in  the  case  of  the  English  farmer. 
Instead  of  its  being  as  hitherto  3^  on 
the  English  farmer  and  2^.  on  the 
Scotch  farmer,  each  would  now  pay  3d.;  of 
course  the  English  farmer  did  not  object, 
but  he  was  bound  to  protest  on  behalf  of 
the  Scotch  farmer. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  disputed  the 
correctness  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  view 
of  the  change  in  the  Income  Tax  as  it 
affected  the  English  and  Scottish  farmer, 
and  recommended  to  his  attention  the 
old  saying,  ^'  Is  thine  eye  evil  because  I 
am  good  "  ? 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Dorset, 
N.)  also  supported  the  view  that  had 
been  urged  with  reference  to  land  under 
forestry.  He  thought  that  in  these  days 
when  so  much  laud  was  going  out  of 
agricultural  cultivation  every  facility 
should  be  given  for  the  extension  of 
woods.  The  hon.  Member  further  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
could,  with  a  view  to  saving  time,  insert 
a  short  clause  dealing  with  property 
which  ran  into  two  separate  districts. 

Sir  VV.  HARCOURT  said,  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  would  be 
very  glad  to  receive  any  suggestion  from 
the  hon.  Member  in  reference  to  adminis- 
trative forms  such  as  those  to  which  he 
had  referred.  As  to  forestry,  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  had  all 
his  sympathies,  for  he  loved  trees  and 
would  do  all  he  could  to  preserve  them. 
He  believed  that  in  the  not  very  distant 
future  one  of  the  wants  of  the  world 
would  be  wood.  W«od  was,  in  his 
opinion,  being  consumed  too  fast  all  over 
the  world,  and  even  in  America  the  time 
was  coming  when  its  scarcity  would  be 
felt.  Anything  that  could  be  done  to  re- 
move existing  disadvantages  in  regard  to 
forestry  would  undoubtedly  be  to  the 
public  advantage. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  :  I  want 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  something 
more  practical  than  give  us  his  sympathy. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Clause  32  to  36  agreed  to. 
Clauae  37. 


rLoED  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  moved  to  leave  out  Sub-section 
(2)  of  the  clause.     He  remarked  that  the 
clause    had    nothing    to    do    with    the 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  of  the  year, 
and  that  this  was  the  first  time  in  his  ex- 
perience that  such  a  proposal  had   been 
tacked  on  to  a  Budget  Bill.  As  the  clause 
was  a  financial  innovation,  he  asked  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  in  order  that 
thej    might    understand  its  object.     It 
was  to  Sub-section  (2)  that  he  desired  to 
draw  their  special  attention.     Not  half- 
a-dozen  Members  on   either  side  of  the 
House  on  reading  the  clause  would  have 
the  slightest  idea  of  its  object ;  and  if  the 
words    of  a   clause  did   not  convey    its 
meaning,    certainly    the    speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  in   intro- 
ducing   the    Bill    did    not  elucidate  it. 
The  Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer,   no 
doubt,  made  a  speech  of  great  ability  and 
lucidity,  as  they  readily  ackbowledged. 
The  one  principle  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  attached  importance  was 
the    necessity    of    paying    his   way   by 
making  the  Revenue  of  the  year  meet 
the  Expenditure  without  having  recourse 
to  the  pernicious  system  of  borrowing. 
But  the  Committee  would  be  surprised 
to  learn  that  this  clause  gave  the  Go- 
vernment power  to  borrow,  and  it  pro- 
posed to  raise  a  certain  sum,  and  place  it 
upon  the  National  Debt,  contrary  to  the 
existing  law,  and  the  amount  of  money 
thus     unnecessarily    placed     upon     the 
National  Debt  was  to  be  brought  into  the 
Revenue  of  the  year. for  the  purpose  of 
creating  a  fictitious  surplus.   The  Finan- 
cial Statement  of  the  year  showed  in  the 
final  balance-sheet  a  payment  from  the 
Naval  Defence  Fund  of  £289,000,  which 
was  included  in  the  Revenue  of  the  year, 
and  on  the  other  side  an  estimated  sur- 
plus  of    £291,000.     This    payment    of 
£289,000  gave   the   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  his  surplus.     The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  frequently  spoken 
of  the  Naval  Defence  Fund  as  one  which 
was  very  much  in  debt,  and  ought  to  be 
wound  up,  and  it  was  a  very  remarkable 
and  clever  piece  of  finance  to  extract 
£289,000  from  a  fund  which  was  in  debt. 
He  would  like  to  point  out  how  that  very 
ingenious  operation  was  performed,  and 
in  80  doing  he  would  like  to  remark  that 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
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had  an  enormous  aimount  of  arduous  work 
thrown  upon  him  lately — he  had  to  suc- 
ceed a  most  distinguished  man  as  Leader 
of  the  House— and  having  had  to  intro- 
duce what  was  probably  the  most  con- 
tentious Bill  of  modern  times,  this  com- 
plex question  had  doubtless  escaped  his 
notice.       In    introducing     this    matter, 
therefore,  he  must  not  be  understood  as 
making   any    personal    attack    on    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     The  expenditure 
under  the  Naval  Defence  Act  was  to  be 
met  in  a  certain   number  of  years   by 
annual  instalments,  and  if  the  Chancellor 
of   the   Exchequer   had   only   proposed, 
under  the  exceptional  circumstances  of 
the  day,  to  capitalize  the  instalments  of 
this  year  and  next  year,  there  would  not 
be  so  much  objection.     But  under   the 
pretext  of  paying  old  debts,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  really  creating  fresh 
ones  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  sur- 
plus.     Under  the  existing  law  that  sum 
of.  £289,000  ought  to  be  applied  to  the 
reduction   of   the   debt   under   the   Act. 
That  debt  amounted  to  £3,146,000,  and 
it  ought  thus  to  have  been  reduced  to 
£2,857,000.     But  in  that  case  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  had  nothing, 
so  he  had  wound  up   the   accounts   by 
taking  all  the  debit  balances,  and  had 
transferred  them  to  the  National  Debt, 
while   he   had   brought    all    the   credit 
balances  into   the  financial  year.     The 
result  was,  that  he  increased  the  National 
Debt     to     the     extent     of      £289,000. 
If  it  was  wrong  to  borrow  it  was  still 
worse  to  borrow  surreptitiously,  and  his 
complaint  was  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  under  this  clause  was  borrow- 
ing, by   appropriating  money  which  by 
Ihw  should  go  to  the  redemption  of  Debt, 
and  putting  it  into  the  Revenue  of  the 
year.     That  was  not  the  only  objection. 
The  Treasury  under  this  clause  seemed 
to  have  taken   upon  themselves    a  dis- 
pensing power — putting  themselves  above 
the  existing  law.  Hitherto  Finance  Bills 
had  been  retrospective  only  with  refer- 
ence to  the  financial  year  to  which  they 
related.     But  this  Bill  gave  the  Treasury 
a  dispensing  power  with  regard  to  a  law 
relating  to  the  finance  of  last  year.     That 
was  a  very  dangerous  innovation.     His 
Amendment,  if  carried,  would,  no  doubt, 
greatly  reduce  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's surplus,  but  it  would  not  upset 
the  Budget.     He  was  sure  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   did  not  wish    by  this 
Budget     to    inaugurate    any    financial 
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irregularity,  and  he  therefore  hoped  his 
Amendment  woald  be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  21,  line 
29,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (2),— (Zorrf 
G.  HanUltwu) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
(2)  stand  part  of  the  Clause/' 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  was 
extremely  obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  for 
the  observations  which  he  had  made, 
although  he  could  not  agree  with  bis  view 
of  the  Naval  Defence  Act  and  its  conse- 
quences. Long  before  he  was  in  Office 
he  had  spent  many  weary  hours  in  endea- 
vouring to  understand  that  document, 
and  he  found  that  the  authorities  at  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Treasury  shared  his 
difficulty  in  making  head  or  tail  of  it. 
According  to  the  admission  of  everybody 
who  had  to  deal  with  it,  that  Act  had 
brought  the  finances  of  this  country  into 
a  state  of  confusion  such  as  they  had 
never  been  in  before.  One  of  the  minor 
advantages  of  the  Budget  was  that  it 
was  a  winding-up  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act.  That  Act  would  disappear  from 
the  face  of  their  finances,  and  there  was 
no  one  who  did  not  think  it  would  be  a 
veryjgood  riddance.  The  real  truth  was, 
that  the  Naval  Defence  Act  was  a  plan 
for  borrowing  money  and  charging  it 
upon  a  future  Parliament.  The  noble 
Lord  spoke  about  borrowing.  But  the 
surpluses  of  the  late  Government  for 
.three  years  consisted  of  nothing  but 
borrowed  money.  The  plan  of  the 
J^faval  Defence  Act  was  to  charge  the 
Jftevenues  of  the  year  with  £1,600,000 
for  seven  years,  and  to  spend  the  money 
in  five  years.  That  was  a  very  in- 
genious process  of  making  the  two  last 
years  pay  for  expenditure  which  did  not 
belong  to  them.  In  other  words,  they 
left  a  debt  of  £3,146,000,  and  what  was 
now  proposed  was  to  apply  the  Sinking 
Funds  applicable  to  the  payment  of  debt 
to  the  payment  of  that  sum.  It  was  as 
much  a  debt  as  that  which  was  incurred 
by  Lord  North  or  Mr.  Pitt,  and  there- 
fore the  Debt  Fund  had  been  applied  to 
its  liquidation.  One  of  the  incidents  of 
the  winding-up  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Account  was  that  there  happened  to  be  a 
sum  of  £289,000,  which  had  been 
borrowed  in  past  years,  more  than  was 
required.  That  could  not  be  applied 
until  the  account  was  wound  up.  The 
Croveroment    proposed    to  pay  off  the 

Lord  G.  Hamilton 


whole  debt,  and  having  discharged  the 
Revenue  of  its  liability  this  sum,  which 
would  have  gone  to  the  payment  of  the 
debt,  fell  into  the  Revenue.  There  was 
nothing  illegitimate  or  irregular  in  that 
transaction.  U  had  been  done  on  the 
advice  and  at  the  suggestion  of  the  most 
experienced  authorities  of  the  Treasury — 
Lord  Welby  and  Sir  £.  Hamilton.  These 
gentlemen  were  not  in  the  habit  of  viola- 
ting the  law  or  of  setting  an  example 
of  a  pernicious  character  in  regard  to  the 
finances  of  this  country.  He  would 
give  the  Committee  the  figures.  The 
amount  borrowed  was  £3, 146,000,  and  the 
amount  taken  out  of  the  taxes  up  to  the 
31st  of  March  last  was  £7,1 43,000.  Thus 
the  total  paid  into  the  Naval  Defence 
Fund  was  £10,280,000.  He  hoped  that 
under  the  circumstances  the  Committee 
would  approve  of  the  Government's 
winding  up  the  account  and  discharging 
the  debt,  and  so  relieving  the  Treasury 
and  the  Admiralty  of  the  infinite  conir 
plications  brought  upon  them.  He  could 
not  accept  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment, 
and  he  hoped  that  under  the  circum- 
stances it  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  said,  he  had  rather  hoped, 
although  he  did  not  quite  expect,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
have  confined  himself  to  the  real  point 
raised  by  his  noble  Friend — namely,  the 
£290,000  which  was  the  object  of  the 
Amendment.  But  the  Naval  Defence 
Fund  was  a  favourite  subject  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  object  of 
that  fund  was  not  what  had  been  sug- 
gested, but  it  was  to  secure  continuity  of 
shipbuilding  by  the  construction  of  a 
large  number  of  ships  in  consecutive 
years.  Another  object  of  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  was  to  put  the  House  of 
Commons  into  possession  of  the  full 
plans  of  the  Government,  and  to  let  the 
public  know  from  year  to  year  what 
they  would  have  to  pay.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  system  which  the*right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  so  proud  of  was  to  in- 
augurate a  programme  with  regard  to 
which  the  British  public  was  entirely  in 
the  dark,  and  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  landing  them  next  year  in  a 
large  outlay  for  which  not  the  slightest 
provision  had  been  made.  That  liability 
and  outlay  had  been  incurred,  but  no 
particulars  had  been  submitted  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  When  the  Conser- 
vative    GU>veniment   was   in  Office  the 
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Karal  Defence  Aet  showed  what  thd 
labilities  were.  Thej  did  not  know  that 
oow.  Gtren  the  assets,  the  Government 
did  not  take  the  trouble  of  submitting  to 
Parliament  the  question  whether  thej 
would  or  would  not  incur  the  liabilities. 
He  chottght  a  sensible  and  business-like 
paUic  wonld  prefer  the  system  of  the 
Conservative  Government  to  the  mys- 
tarioQS  and  dark  system  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite,  under  which  they  were 
absolutely  ignorant  of  the  liabili- 
liss  which  they  were  incurring.  It 
vas  bad  finance  so.  to  construct  your 
Budget  as  to  land  you  in  a  large  ex- 
penditure next  year  with  regard  to  which 
ao  provision  whatever  was  made.  He 
look  the  opportunity  of  saying  that  some 
frank  words  which  he  uttered  at  ao 
esriier  stage  had  been  misrepresented  as 
if  be  had  made  a  repudiation  of  the  whole 
principle  of  the  Naval  Defence  Fund 
aad  the  arrangements  therein  made,  and 
bsd  described  them  as  unstatesmanlike. 
Not  at  all.  All  be  suggested  was  that 
tbs  annuities  might  have  been  spread 
orer  a  different  term  of  years ;  but  he 
stood  by  the  National  Defence  Act  en- 
tirely. It  was  a  bad  example  hon. 
<f«tttlemen  set  when  a  public  man 
sekiiowledged  a  mistake  in  one  par- 
ttcolar,  as  regards  spreading  the  expendi- 
tore  over  three  or  five  years,  to  magnify 
what  was  intended  to  be  a  frank  state- 
neot,  and  to  turn  it  into  political  capital. 
As  regarded  the  allegation  that  no  one 
at  the  Treasury  or  the  Admiralty  under- 
^UMxl  the  Naval  Defence  Fund,  he 
•bfeeted  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
diaqaer  sheltering  himself  behind  the 
permanent  officials.  The  right  hon. 
Geatleman  told  the  Committee  that  his 
plan  waa  approved  by  Lord  Welby  and 
^ir  £.  Hamilton,  but  did  he  tell  them  of 
the  many  occasions  on  which  these  dis- 
tiogoished  civil  servants  differed  from 
him,  and  might  have  criticised  the  action 
be  had  taken  in  the  House  of  Commons? 
Thay  were  always  entitled  to  know  what 
the  opioiooa  of  the  permanent  officials 
ware.  For  the  two  officials  named  he 
had  the  greatest  respect,  and  nothing 
had  sttrprised  him  more  than  that  they 
aboold  hmwe  endorsed  this  scheme.  The 
apptieatioQ  of  tbe  £290,000  was  perfectly 
oapreeedflnted,  and  even  according  to  the 
statemesit  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
eheqoer  it  would  be  clearly  seen  that  the 
expendltufe  of  tbe  year  was  not  met  out 
of  tbe  Berenae  of  the  year.    The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  spoke  about  past  sur* 
pluses,  and  very  stupid  nonsense  was 
talked  about  surpluses  created  by  a  debt. 
Some  people  did  not  appear  to  know 
what  a  surplus  meant.  A  surplus  was 
what  remained  after  the  calculation  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  be- 
tween the  expenditure  and  income  of 
tbe  year,  and  if  there  had  not  been 
the  arrangement  of  annuities  why, 
of  course,  the  means  must  have  been 
found  of  dealing  with  the  position. 
After  the  statement  of  the  Cbaucellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  statements  that 
have  been  made  by  my  noble  Friend 
and  myself,  there  is  not  a  single  person 
opposite  who  will  not  clearly  see  that 
the  expenditure  of  the  year  is  uot  being 
met  out  of  the  Revenue.  Why,  then,  do 
we  hear  this  stupid  nonsense  about  in- 
structing those  who  do  not  know  what  a 
surplus  is  ?  The  surplus  is  that  which 
remains  of  the  income  after  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  year  has  been  met.  If  there 
had  not  l>een  these  annuities  other  funds 
must  have  been  found  ;  fresh  taxation 
must  have  been  imposed.  That  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  hold 
such  language  about  surpluses  really 
passes  my  understanding. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  always 
held  that  language. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Well,  it  passes  my 
understanding.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man acknowledges  that  be  holds  such 
language,  he  shows  that  he  does  not 
know  what  a  surplus  is  in  the  ordinary 
sense.  He  says  that  we  created  fictitious 
surpluses  by  borrowing.  He  himself  is 
borrowing  now  for  telegraphs  and  for 
other  purposes.  It  is  a^olutely  foolish 
for  him  to  hold  such  language.  If  he  is 
right  the  County  Council  always  has  a 
deficit,  because  it  is  always  borrowiug 
for  some  purpose  or  other.  What  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  is  really  not 
business.  Well,  my  noble  Friend  has 
raised  this  point.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  prefers  to  continue  in  what 
he  conceives  to  be  the  regular  course  of 
coolly  appropriating  a  sum  of  money 
which  belongs  not  to  this  year  but  to 
last  year,  and  which  at  this  moment 
ought  to  have  been  applied  to  the 
liquidation  of  debts.  And  he  thinks  he 
has  set  an  example  of  sound  finance  to 
his  heterodox  predecessor.  I  should  cer- 
tainly reeommend  my  noble  Friend  to  pro* 
ceed  to  a  Division. 
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Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  rose  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  his  noble  Friend,  and  he  would  crave 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  for  a  few 
moments,  because  at  the  behest  of  the 
House  he  had  to  perform  duties  which 
brought  him  into  verj  close  relation  with 
such  transactions  as  that  now  before  the 
Committee.  He  might  offer  a  very  strong 
defence  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  as  he 
had  often  done  to  his  constituents,  but  he 
would  not  attempt  anything  of  the  kind 
in  the  presence  of  the  distinguished  and 
honoured  statesmen  who  were  at  that 
moment  sitting  below  him.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  if  the  Amendment  were 
carried,  the  result  would  be  to  leave  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  a  very 
modest  surplus.  He  firmly  believed  that 
the  object  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  adopting  the  course  he  had 
done  with  reference  to  the  money  dealt 
with  in  the  Amendment  was  to  produce 
a  surplus.  The  question  was  whether 
the  particular  method  of  procedure 
adopted  was  justifiable.  In  his  (Sir  R. 
Templets)  humble  opinion,  it  was  not. 
The  Amendment  related  to  a  small  sum 
of  £288,000,  which  in  his  further  ob- 
servations he  would  for  the  sake  of  clear- 
ness symbolise  by  referring  to  it  as  a 
quarter  of  a  million.  Under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  a  sum  of  £10,000,000  was 
authorised  to  be  expended  on  ship- 
building. The  expenditure  was  to  run 
over  a  period  of  seven  years,  and  there 
were  to  be  annual  instalments  of  about 
£1,400,000  for  seven  years,  but  power 
was  given  by  the  Act  to  expedite  the 
shipbuilding  by  borrowing  sums  of 
money  within  £10,000,000.  It  had  so 
happened  that  for  naval  reasons  the  whole 
of  the  £10,000,000  had  been  expended 
within  five  years.  During  those  five 
years  £7,000,000  had  been  paid  by  the 
Treasury,  and  about  £3,300,000  had  been 
borrowed.  The  consequence  was  that  the 
amount  received  was  about  £10,250,000, 
instead  of  £10,000,000.  If  the  Naval 
Defence  Fund  were  wound  up,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  intended  to 
wind  it  up,  there  was  no  doubt  a  sum  of 
£250,000  of  unexpended  balance,  techni- 
cally speaking.  The  question  was  how 
the  £250,000  should  be  applied.  He 
said  most  confidently — and  he  would  if 
necessary  say  so  before  a  jury  of 
Auditors  General — that  it  must  be 
applied  to  reduction  of  debt.  Reduction 
of     what    debt  ?       Why,     of     course. 


of  the  debt  of  £3,000,000  odd.  Of 
course,  the  House  of  Commons  might 
in  its  omnipotence  otherwise  order.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed 
by  Sub-section  2  of  this  clause  that  the 
money  should  be  paid  into  the  Cx* 
chequer.  This  was  a  proposal  which  he 
(Sir  R.  Temple)  submitted  was  wrong 
financially.  He  should  have  thought 
that  the  best  way  of  winding  up  the 
fund  would  have  been  to  pay  off  the 
£3,000,000  by  continuing  the  instalmeDts- 
authorised  by  the  Act.  By  Sub-sootioo 
3  of  the  clause  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposed  to  apply  the  Old 
and  New  Sinking  Funds  to  the  repaj- 
ment  of  the  £3,000,000.  If  this  were 
done  it  ought  to  be  done  with  the  aid  of 
the  £250,000— that  was  to  say,  that  the 
Sinking  Funds  should  be  applied  to  the 
repayment  of  the  amount  less  the 
£250,000.  Instead  of  paying  the  whole 
of  the  £3,000,000  from  the  Siukiog 
Funds,  only  £2,750,000  should  be 
obtained  from  that  source,  and  the 
remaining  £250,000  should  be  obtained 
from  the  source  he  had  mentioned.  As 
it  was,  the  £250,000  was  left  in  the  air^ 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
laid  his  hands  upon  it  and  helped  hiniself 
to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no 
right  to  do  this.  The  money  did  not 
belong  to  him,  and  he  (Sir  R.  Temple), 
with  all  respect,  distinctly  charged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  taking  money 
for  the  revenue  side  of  his  Budget  to 
which  he  was  not  entitled,  and  to  which 
he  had  no  right  whatever  to  help  himself. 
By  adopting  this  plan  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  had  really  added  to  the  debt. 
He  had  taken  £250,000  more  from  the 
Sinking  Fund  than  he  ought  to  have 
taken,  and  to  that  extent  he  had  added 
to  the  debt. 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  feel  bound 

to  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  on 

this  question.    I  am  absolutely  certain 

that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  never  have  had  recourse  to  this 
plan  had  it  not  been  for  the  financial 
exigencies  of  the  position.  I  submit 
that  the  Treasury  are  setting  a  dangerous 
precedent  by  dispensing  with  the  law 
because  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  the  time  being  happens  to  be  hard  up. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  lOO  ; 
Noes  54.— {Division  List,  No.  189.) 
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ClaoM  agreed  to. 

Clause  ZS  agreed  to. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  moved,  in  page  2, 
niter  Claase  2,  to  insert  the  follow iug 
•ew  clause  : — 

(EzoepUon  for  transact  ions  for  money 
conaideration.) 

^(1)  Kfltate  Dtttj  shall  not  be  payable  in 
of  property  paasinff  un  the  death  of  the 
'  by  reason  only  of  a  hondjide  purchase 
the  penoo  under  whose  disposition  the 
itfupcity  passes,  nor  in  respect  of  the  falling 
Ittto  pOMcmvion  of  the  reversion  on  any  lease  for 
liTW,  nor  in  respect  of  the  determination  of  any 
•niiaity  for  lireSf  where  such  purchase  vrn» 
i—rir^  or  such  lease  or  annuity  granterl,  for  full 
ooQsitlcrmtion  in  money  or  money^s  worth  paid 
to  the  ren<lor  or  grantor  for  his  own  use  or 
beoellt. 

(X)  Where  any  such  purchase  was  madCt  or 
heme  nr  annuity  granted,  for  partial  con- 
lUerAtioQ  in  money  or  money's  worth  paid  to 
the  remlor  or  grantor  for  his  own  use  or  benefit^ 
tlie  Talue  of  the  consideration  shall  be  allowed  as 
a  dedoction  from  the  ratue  of  the  property 
for  Um  imrpose  of  Estate  Duty/' 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Ms.  R.  T.  REID  moved,  in  page  8, 
«fter  Clause  9,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause  :— 

(Appeal  from  Commissioners.) 

••(1)  Any  person  oggriered  by  the  amount  of 
^Bty  cfaUmed  by  the  Commissiouers,  whether  on 
the  ground  of  the  ralne  of  any  property  or  the 
fate  chargeii  or  otherwise,  may,  on  payment  of 
the  duty  claimeil  by  the  Commissioners,  or 
wmch  EM>rti<m  of  it  as  is  then  payable  by  him, 
appeal  to  the  High  Court  within  the  time  and 
in  tb«  manner  and  on  the  conditions  directed 
faj  Rnles  of  Court,  and  the  amount  of  duty 
sball  be  determineil  by  the  High  Court,  and  if 
th^  daty  as  determined  is  less  than  that  ))aid  to 
€t«  OocnmisRioncrs  the  excess  shall  be  repaid. 

(9)  Ibe  costs  of  the  appeal  shall  be  in  the 
dascttetion  of  the  Court,  ami  the  Court,  where  it 
«{if«ar«  to  the  Court  just,  may  onlcr  the  Com  - 
■in«it>ii«r*  to  |)ay  on  any  ex<.*esH  of  duty  re|>aid 
liy  thtim  intcrcMt  at  the  rate  of  3  |icr  cent.  |ier 
airauD  fctr  soch  perioii  as  ap()ears  to  the  Court 

(S)  Proridod  that  the  High  Court,  if  satisftal 
that  it  would  be  unjust  to  require  the  appellant 
to  pay  the  whole  of  the  dutv  claimed  as  a  con- 
dttioa  of  an  appeal,  may  allow  an  appeal  to  be 
hfooirht  on  payment  of  such  portion  of  that 
daty  as  to  the  Court  seems  reasonable  ;  but  in 
«Bcn  case  interest  at  the  rate  of  8  per  cent. 
•ball  be  payable  on  the  un|iaid  duty  so  far  m 
i%  baoTMncs  payable  under  the  decision  of  the 

(1)  Where  the  value  as  alleged  by  the  Com- 
■iMsionen  of  the  property  in  respect  of  which 
the  dispute  arises  does  not  exceed  £10,000,  the 
■ppeal  under  this  section  may  be  to  the  County 
CViort  for  the  coonty  or  place  in  which  the 
upeHant  resides  or  the  property  is  situate,  and 
tnla  scctioo  shall  for  the  purpose  of  the  apt>eftl 
af^Xj  as  if  mch  Coonty  Court  were  the  High 


New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Clause  he  read  a  second  time.** 

Mr.  DODD  asked  if  it  was  iuteoded 
that  there  should  be  an  ap|>eal  from  the 
High  Court  in  the  one  case  and  from  the 
County  Court  in  the  other,  or  were  the 
decisions  of  these  Courts  to  be  final  ? 
The  clause  was  not  clear  on  the  point. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  point  would 
be  considered  and  made  clear  if  there  was 
any  doubt  about  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill.'* 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said,  he 
would  move,  on  behalf  of  Sir  R.Webster, 
to  insert,  after  "  payments  of,"  the  words 
'^  or  giving  security  for."  He  thought  that 
this  was  a  most  reasonable  proposal,  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept  it. 
It  would  be  a  considerable  relief  to  the 
taxpayers,  and  there  could  be  no  fairness 
in  requiring  the  person  accountable  to 
pay  the  duty  before  the  right  of  appeal 
could  be  exercised. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
New  Clause,  in  lino  3,  after  the  words 
**  payment  of,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or 
giving  security  for." — {Sir  M,  Hicks- 
Beach,) 

Question  proposed,  **'  That  those  worda 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  was  undcrstooil  to 
oppose  the  Amendment  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  cause  inconvenience  to  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  thought 
the  learned  Attorney  General  did  not 
follow  the  object  of  the  Amendment ;  the 
hardship  that  it  was  intended  to  meet 
was  in  the  case  where  a  duty  had  been 
demanded  in  excess  of  what  was  justly 
due. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  it  was  perfectly 
obvious  what  was  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment,  and  it  was  one  that  must 
cause  considerable  inconvenience  to  the 
Department. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  the 
argument  of  the  learned  Attorney  General 
was  that  the  Commissioners  did  not  like 
it,  that  it  would  mean  delay,  and  there* 
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fore  the  Goyermnent  would  not  have  it. 
That  was  not  a  fair  way  to  treat  a  pro- 
posal asking  for  the  relief  of  the  tax- 
payer. He  could  not  see  why  it  should 
not  be  allowed  to^est  with  the  Court  to 
say  whether  security  should  be  given  in- 
stead of  the  duty  having  to  be  paid,  and 
that  was  all  that  was  asked  by  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
protested  against  the  notion  that  it  was 
to  be  a  condition  that  a  man  was  to  pay 
the  full  amount  of  the  duty  before  he 
was  entitled  to  appeal.  The  further  con- 
cession they  asked  was  small,  that  a  man 
should  be  able  to  give  security  for  the 
payment  instead  of  paying  the  money 
down.  In  no  other  form  of  litigation 
was  anything  of  the  kind  demanded  as 
was  demanded  under  this  clause,  and 
therefore  it  appeared  to  him  that  they 
were  departing  from  the  ordinary  prin- 
ciples of  justice.  The  Amendment  was 
in  order  to  meet  those  cases  where  a  man 
knew  the  demand  made  against  him  was 
unfair  and  unjust,  and  therefore  they 
were  only  asking  for  justice  when  they 
asked  that  a  man  should  be  entitled  to 
give  security  for  costs  rather  than 
have  to  sell  part  of  the  property  in 
order  to  pay  the  duty,  a  part 
of  which  might  have  to  be  after- 
wards refunded.  He  could  not  under- 
stand how  too  much  work  would  be 
thrown  upon  the  administrative  depart- 
ment by  giving  security  which  might  be 
security  *Uo  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Court,"  when  the  matter  would  be 
decided  as  other  questions  of  finding 
security  were  decided,  in  Chambers,  so 
that  no  burden  would  be  thrown  upon 
the  administrative  department.  But 
there  was  something  beyond.  They  were 
now  re-organising  a  body  that  were  to 
have  large  powers.  They  had  had  large 
powers  which  they  had  exercised  fairly 
on  the  whole,  but  now  they  were  going 
to  raise  a  number  of  new  cases  in  which 
difficult  questions  as  to  valuation  and 
Otherwise  would  arise  ;  they  were  going 
to  increase  the  charges  very  much  in 
proportion  to  the  property  taken,  and 
were  they  going  to  force  a  man  to  sell 
property  which  otherwise  he  need  not 
sell,  in  order  that  he  should  pay  a  certain 
amount  of  duty  before  they  bad  ascer- 
tained it  was  a  fair  and  just  amount  he 
should  be  called  upon  to  pay  ?  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  was  contrary  to  one's 
ordinary  notions  of  justice.     The  con* 

Sir  M,  Hicki'Beach 


cession  they  asked  was  a  small  one,  and 
was  not  that  they  should  be  put  opoo 
even  the  ordinary  footing  of  other 
litigants. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  argu- 
ment,  and    the    solitary   argument    the 
Government    had     vouchsafed    to    i^ive 
them  on  this  occasion  was  that  it  would 
be  inconvenient  to  the  Department  con- 
cerned,  and    therefore   the   Amendmeot 
should  not  be  introduced  into  this  clause. 
Whenever  they  had   an   absolutely  un- 
answerable case  on  the  grounds  of  equity , 
the  couvenience  of  the  Department  waa 
invariably  thrown  in  their  teeth.     They 
were    told    that    however    strong   their 
arguments  might  be,  however  just   the 
cause  was  bound  to  be,  if  the  gentlemen 
at  Somerset  House  would  be  put  to  incoQ- 
venience,  that  was  sufficient  reason  for 
rejecting  their  claims.     He  admitted,  of 
course,  tlie  administrative  arguments,  as 
far    as    they    went,   were    valid     argu- 
ments.     There   was   a    Debate    earlier 
in      the     evening     in     which     it     waa 
stated,  on  the  strength  of  the  authoritiea 
of  the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  that 
if  their  suggestious  in  regard  to  the   In- 
come   Tax    under   Schedule    (A)    were 
carried      out,      the      whole     collecting 
machinery  would  be  broken  up,  and  that 
a  great  financial  injury  would  be  inflicted 
upon  the  community  at  large,  and  nnanj 
of  his  hon.  Friends  were  so  impressed  by 
the  value  of  that   administrative   argu- 
ment that  they  were  not  prepared  to  go 
into  the  Division  Lobby  and  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  which,  upon  its  merits,  waa 
unanswerable.     He  quoted  that  to  show 
they  were  prepared,  when  the  case  was  a 
strong  one,  to  allow  administrative  argu- 
ment to  override  the  broad  principle  of 
equity.     But  could   it  be  maintained  in 
this   case   there   was  any   evidence     of 
administrative    inconvenience  ?       Under 
what    circumstances    were    the    Inland 
Revenue  to  be  asked   to  make  arrange- 
ments  with  regard  to  security  ?      Only 
if  there  was  a  dispute  about  the  amount 
of  the  duty,  and  they  were  told   in   the 
earlier  stages  that  in  all  the  years  during 
which  the  Inland  Revenue  administered 
the  Death  Duties  not  one  single  case  had 
got  into  Court.     [Sir  J.  Right  :  No.] 
Each  of  the  learned  Gentlemen  quoted  it 
once,  and   the   Chancellor  of    the    Kz» 
chequer,  who  was  not  here  to  contradict 
him,  quoted  it  a  great  many  times  at  all 
events,  and  they   were  told  on  varioua 
occasions,   but  always    with  conviction^ 
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that  to  admirmblj  did  the  Id  land  Revenue 
niAiwfCe  iu  affiun  thftt  it  never  came  into 
oolUtioii  with  its  unfortunate  debtors ; 
M>  gently  did  it  perform  its  work,  the 
process  was  so  painless,  that  the  patient 
•ever  even  felt  the  shock,  and  certainly 
never  made  any  complaint.  If  that  was 
io,  and  the  Inland  Revenue  were  going 
to  continue  in  the  future  these  admirable 
traditions,  how  was  it  to  throw  an  extra- 
ordinary burden  upon  them  ?  If  the  virtues 
of  the  Inland  Revenue  were  so  great 
an  appeal  would  never  come  into  question 
at  alU  it  was  a  mere  security  that  would 
■ever  be  called  upon.  But  there  was 
aooiher  point.  As  his  learned  Friend 
behind  him  had  said,the^  were  asking  very 
little,  and  that  they  might  with  justice 
ask  for  a  great  deal  more.  They  asked 
that  the  anoount  should  not  be  exacted, 
bot  that  security  for  the  money  should 
be  exacted  ;  though  he  could  not  see 
why  even  security  for  the  money  should 
be  exacted  ;  as  he  could  not  see  why  the 
ordinary  relations  between  debtor  and 
creditor  should  be  reversed  in  this  par- 
ticaUr  case.  If  he  claimed  that  a  man 
owed  him  money,  had  he  a  right  to  make 
him  pay  the  money  or  give  security 
before  he  went  into  Court  ?  The  word 
** debtor  *'  was  used  constantly  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his  speech 
on  the  Second  Reading  ;  he  said,  *^  this 
it  a  debt  owed  to  the  State/'  If  so,  let 
the  State  behave  as  every  other  creditor 
was  compelled  to  behave  and  prove  the 
legality  of  the  debt  before  it  exacted  the 
smonnt.  He  thought  the  Amendment 
did  not  go  the  full  length  which  justice 
fsqaired,  but  it  did  contain  a  very  fair 
oomprottiise,  and  a  compromise  they  were 
ready  to  be  content  with,  and  he  there- 
fere  asked  the  (vovemment,  in  obetlience 
to  common  sense  and  equity,  to  make  th^ 
Hnall  concession  they  demanded,  and  to 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  plea  of  administra- 
tive convenience,  a  plea  that  had  been 
ridden  to  death  on  moie  than  one  occasion 
in  theae  Debates. 

Mr.  R.  T.  R£1D  said,  it  might  l>e 
aasumed  the  Government  would  not  ob- 
ject to  this  Amendment  unless  there  were 
real  grounds  for  objecting.  The  clause 
was  pat  down  to  give  the  right  of  appeal 
to  persons  aggrieved*  bot  what  they  said 
was  that  if  they  appealed  they  must  first 
pay  the  doty,  and  if  the  Court  was  satis* 
fted  the  dnty  paid  was  more  than  ought 
to  have  been  paid,  the  excess  should 
be  repaid.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 


said  it  was  a  small  matter.  So  it  was  in 
amount,  but  it  was  not  a  small  matter  in 
substance,  and  if  people  were  allowed  to 
appeal  without  payment  of  the  money, 
he  was  afraid  it  would  be  a  temptation 
to  a  good  many  persons  to  appeal,  and 
the  result  wonld  be  a  good  deal  of  delay 
and  inconvenience. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he 
would  make  a  suggestion  that  they  should 
leave  the  Court  a  free  hand,  and  they 
could  do  that  by  introducing  the  words 
"  or  giving  security  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Court  for."  He  thought  there  could 
l>e  no  reasouable  ground  for  objecting  to 
the  Amendment  in  that  form,  and  it 
would  meet  all  the  objections  raised  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  I  will  accept 
that. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 
^^  payment  of,"  in  line  3,  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  giving  security  to  the  satis- 
faction   of    the    Court    for."— {.S'ir  M, 

Hicks-Beach,) 

» 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  llierc  inserted." 

•Lord  BURGHLEY  (Northampton, 
N.)  was  understood  to  agree  with  the 
suggestion  made,  but  considered  that 
there  was  little  difference  between  de- 
positing the  money  or  the  security,  and 
that  it  was  hardly  fair  for  the  autho- 
rities at  Somerset  House  to  be  protected 
in  this  way. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  moved  to  amend  the  clause  by 
the  insertion  of  words  providing  that  a 
beneficiary  who  doubted  the  valuation 
of  the  estate  as  declared  by  the  Commis- 
sioners should  have  the  right  to  appeal 

"within  tH-o  yean  after  the  death  of  the 
deceased,  or  within  such  further  time  9a  the 
Court  may  allow." 

Under  the  clause  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill 
it  entirely  depended  on  the  Court  within 
what  time  the  appeal  could  be  made.  The 
Court  might  if  they  liked,  enact  that  no 
appeal  should  be  made  except  within  six 
months  after  the  death  of  tne  deceased. 
Indee^l,  he  thought  it  probable  that  the 
Court  would  limit  the  appeal  to  a  yery 
short  period  after  the  first  instalment 
of  the  duty  had  been  paid,  and  that  might 
cause  in  many  cases  a  very  serious  hard* 


i 


«7 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


6f8 


ship  and  grave  injustice  might  be  the 
consequence.  He  thought,  therefore, 
some  definite  time  should  be  fixed  within 
which  the  beneficiary  could  appeal.  He 
suggested  two  years  as  the  period,  because 
that  was  the  time  in  which  the 
Commissioners  might  refuse  to  give 
the  beneficiary  a  certificate  of  dis- 
charge, and  he  thought  that  so 
long  as  the  Commissioners  might  refuse 
to  give  the  beneficiary  a  certificate  of  dis- 
charge, the  beneficiary  should  have 
within  that  period  the  right  to  appeal  to 
the  Court.  There  was  another  reason  in 
support  of  the  Amendment.  If  the  bene- 
ficiary was  doubtful  as  to  the  value  placed 
on  the  estate  by  the  Commissioners  he 
would  be  very  much  tempted  to  test  that 
valuation  by  the  sale  of  the  estate.  But 
the  clause  as  it  stood  would  impel  the 
beneficiary  to  hurry  on  with  the  sale  ; 
and  what  was  asked  in  the  Amendment 
was  that  the  beneficiary  should  have 
time  to  have  the  arrangements  for  the  sale 
completed  in  order  that  he  might  have 
the  value  of  the  estate  as  determined  by 
the  sale,  to  bring  as  evidence  before 
the  Court  on  appeal.  Tbe  beneficiary 
would  require  some  time  before 
he  could  come  to  a  decision  as 
to  the  course  he  would  follow. 
He  could  not  at  first  tell  whether  he 
would  be  able  to  reside  on  the  estate  and 
meet  the  duty  by  instalments.  If  they  gave 
the  beneficiary  plenty  of  time,  it  is  possible 
he  would  find  that  he  could  live  on  the 
estate,  and  would  not  need  to  sell  it.  No 
one  desired  to  see  the  landlords  changed. 
Some  hon.  Members  might  wish  to 
abolish  landlordism,  but  he  thought  they 
were  all  agreed  that  it  would  be  an  evil 
to  bring  about  a  change  in  the  landlords  ; 
and  for  that  reason  also  his  Amendment 
ought  to  be  supported. 

Amendment  proposed  in  line  6,  to 
leave  out  the  second  word  "  the,"  and 
insert  the  words  "  two  vears  of  the  death 
of  the  deceased  or  within  such  further." 
-^Major  Darwin.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  word 
'  the  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr,  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  left  this  subject  to  be  dealt 
with  within  the  time,  in  the  manner,  and 

under  the  conditions  directed  by  the  Rules 
of  Court,  which  might  on  occasion  be 
varied.  He  thought  that  this  was  a  fair 
solution  of  the  question,  as  the   Rules 

Major  Darwin 


might  be  altered  from  time  to  time,  if 
desirable.  He  asked  was  it  advisable  in 
the  interests  of  the  Revenue  that  there 
should  be  a  minimum  period  of  two  years 
fixed  within  which  a  beneficiary  might 
appeal  in  a  matter  in  which  promptness 
and  despatch  were  so  essential  ?  He 
thought  they  ought  not  to  be  too  sus- 
picious of  the  Courts  to  whom  they  left 
the  power  to  regulate  this  matter. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  pointed  out 
that  a  sale  of  the  property  within  two 
years,  and  the  valuation  resulting  there- 
from, would  be  outside  the  scope  of  the 
Bill,  because  the  value  of  the  property 
as  settled  by  the  Bill  was  the  value  at 
the  moment  of  death  of  the  deceased,  and 
not  its  value  at  any  other  time.  The 
value  according  to  the  Bill  would  not  be 
the  value  ascertained  in  an  ordinary  sale 
in  any  ordinary  open  market.  That 
value  would  be  the  value  of  the  estate  if 
it  were  sold  by  a  forced  sale  at  the 
moment  of  the  death  of  the  deceased. 
But  there  was  another  objection,  and  he 
thought  an  almost  fatal  objection,  to  the 
Amendment.  He  really  believed  that  he 
was  the  only  Member  in  the  House  who 
remembered  all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
The  Committee  would  find  that  Clause  7, 
Sub-section  9,  dealt  with  the  case  of 
excessive  charge  of  duty  due  to  over- 
valuation, and  provided  for  an  appeal  to 
the  Court,  within  the  time,  in  the  manner, 
and  under  the  conditions  prescribed  by 
the  Rules  of  Court.  It  would,  con- 
sequently, be  inconsistent  with  that 
clause,  if  tbe  Committee  were  now  to 
make  a  different  prescription,  binding  the 
Court  not  to  make  any  Rule  which  would 
prevent  the  beneficiary  from  appealing  at 
any  time  within  two  years.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  Amendment  would  be 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  was  inclined  to 
agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  King's  Lynn.  He  thought  the  time 
within  which  an  appeal  should  be  allowed 
might  very  well  be  left  to  the  Court  to 
determine.  But  there  was  another  point 
to  which  he  desired  to  draw  attentioiL 
They  had  been  told  more  than  onoe  by 
tbe  Law  Officers  that  if  a  man  choosed 
he  might  elect  not  to  pay  the  duty,  and 
that  in  that  case  proceedings  would  have 
to  be  taken  against  him  so  XhmX 
in  that  way  he  could  have  the  ques- 
tion of  valuation  settled  without  having 
recourse  to  the  Bill  at  all.  He  wished  to 
ask     whether,    in     dealing     with     this 
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mater  of  sppeals,  the  Attorney  General 
ooold  not  allow  the  usual  and  less  cum- 
broos  form  of  practice  prevailing  in 
rogard  to  other  matters  to  be  adopted  in 
tiie  oases  under  discussion. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  he  did  not 
admit  that  an  appeal  was  given  in  every 
case.  The  subject  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  was  very 
wide  indeed*  and  could  not  be  dealt  with 
at  thin  last  stage  of  the  discussion  in 
Committee.  It  was  a  matter  that  would 
keep  them  in  Committee  a  very  long  time 
bdeed. 

Mr«  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  inquirod 
whether  any  provision  existed  which 
woald  cause  the  Rules  that  the  Court 
night  make  to  be  laid  before  the  House  ? 
If  such  a  provision  existed,  then  he  was 
ia  favour  of  leaving  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  High  Court ;  but  if  any 
Roles  which  the  Court  might  make 
would  not  be  brought  before  the  House, 
there  was,  he  thought,  much  more  force 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentlenuuu 

*Majoe  DARWIN  pointed  out  that  his 
Amendment  would  not  limit  the  time  in 
which  these  appeals  would  be  made ;  but  if 
the  House  would  have  the  opportunity  of 
revising  the  Rules  drawn  up  by  the  Court 
that  would  serve  his  purpose  quite  as 
well.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lynn  Regis  that  the  value 
of  the  estate  a  year  afterwards  was  no 
evideooe  of  its  value  at  the  time  of  the 
dsath.  He  thought  the  value  of  the 
estate  a  year  after  the  death  was  very  good 
evidence  of  its  value  at  the  time  of  the 
death. 

Mil,  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  difficulty  would  be 
settled  by  the  Rules  of  the  Court  being 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  Every- 
one who  had  any  experience  of  the  mode 
of  dealing  with  Orders  of  the  kind  after 
IS  o'clock  at  night  knew  that  it  was  a 
most  unsatisfactory  mode  of  regulating 
the  matter.  He  believed  that  if  the 
records  of  the  House  wore  searched  it 
would  be  found  that  the  House  had  been 
unable  to  effect  any  control  in  matters  of 
the  kind.  From  his  experience  in  busi- 
ness, he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  most 
desirable  that  adequate  time  should  be 
given  for  appeal;  and  he  thouicht  a 
period  of  two  vears  was  a  fair  minimum. 

Mb.  butcher  said,  that  the  ques- 
tioo  really  was  whether  the  Committee 
shoukl  fix  the  minimum  time  or  whether 


the  Court  should  he  left  to  do  so.  He 
thought  it  was  a  matter  for  the  Commit- 
tee to  deal  with,  and  he  thought  that  the 
Committee  ought  to  deal  with  it.  His 
hon.  Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment 
had  truly  pointed  out  that  a  man  who 
came  in  for  a  property  would  take  some 
time  before  he  could  value  its  outgoings 
and  value  its  incomings  ;  and  that,  there- 
fore, he  should  have  a  reasonable  period 
within  which  to  discover  for  himself 
whether  the  Commissioners  had  fixed  the 
proper  value  on  the  estate.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Lynn  Regis  had 
said  the  value  under  the  Hill  was  the 
value  at  the  time  of  the  death.  But, 
prima  faeie^  the  value  of  the  property  a 
year  or  so  after  the  death  was,  he  thought, 
^'ory  good  evidence  of  its  value  at  the 
time  of  the  death.  He  thought  they 
should  not  leave  it  to  the  Rules  of 
Court,  which  might  or  might  not  be 
altered  by  the  House,  to  determine  the 
time  within  which  an  appeal  should  be 
allowed.  He  thought  the  Committee 
should  do  it  themselves,  and  should  fix 
two  years,  which  was  not  at  all  an  un- 
reasonable period  from  the  point  of  view 
of  either  the  Revenue  or  the  parties 
interested. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  was  understood  to 
say  that  such  a  thing  as  this  had  never 
l)ecD  suggested.  Whenever  it  came  to  a 
matter  of  procedure  it  was  acknowledged 
that  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  not  a  fit  tribunal  to  deal  with 
the  matter,  and  that  there  could  not  be 
a  better  tribunal  than  the  Council  of 
Judges,  to  whom  practically  all  questions 
of  practice  had  been  relegated  for  some 
vears. 

'•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  ho 
was  sorry  he  could  not  altogether  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learne<l  Geutleman. 
He  had  always  found  that  when  ques- 
tions like  that  now  under  discussion  arose 
the  Government  of  the  day  were  anxious 
that  they  should  be  settled  by  Rules  of 
Court,  while  the  Opposition  were  anxious 
that  they  should  be  settled  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  had  alwavs  been 
recognised  as  a  fair  compromise 
between  the  two  opinions  that  queetions 
which  did  not  affect  matters  of 
principle  should  be  settled  by  Rules  of 
Court,  and  that  such  Rules  when 
made  should  be  laid  l>efore  the 
House  of  Commons  for  its  information. 
He  was,  therefore,  sorry  to  hear  words 
from  the  Attorney   General  deprecating 
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such  a  course  being  takeo.  Even  when 
Rules  were  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  it  was  not  an  easy  matter  to  call 
attention  to  what  was  objectionable  in 
them  or  obtain  tlieir  reversal,  but  the 
publicity  obtained  was  a  salutary  check, 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  reconsider  their  de- 
termination upon  the  point. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  a  recent 
decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  under  the 
Patent  Act  in  regard  to  Board  of  Trade 
Rules  showed  the  advantage  of  Rules  of 
this  kind  being  laid  before  the  House. 
The  Courts  in  Scotland  challenged  the 
Rules,  declaring  that  they  were  ultra 
vires.  The  House  of  Lords  reversed  that 
decision,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
giving  judgment,  drew  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Rules  had  to  be  laid  for  40 
days  before  the  House  of  Commons  before 
they  came  into  force,  and  said  that  no 
Rules  could  be  ultra  vires  which  had  to 
pass  through  that  ordeal.  The  Solicitor 
General  not  long  ago  had  succeeded  in 
stopping  Rules  that  the  Judges  had  made 
from  coming  into  operation.  ["  No,  no  I"] 
Yes ;  he  referred  to  Rules  which  the 
Judges  had  made,  and  which  were  with- 
drawn on  notice  being  given  that  objec- 
tion was  taken  in  the  House.  As  to 
dealing  with  these  matters  being  limited 
by  the  forms  of  the  House,  he  would  point 
out  that  they  could  be  taken  after  12 
o*clock  at  night.  He  joined  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  hoping  that  at  the  end  of  the 
Bill  a  clause  might  be  inserted,  declaring 
that  the  Rules  must  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  aod  could  not  be 
enforced  until  that  had  l>een  done. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY,  whose  utterance  was 
almost  inaudible  in  the  Gallery,  was 
believed  to  refer  to  the  difference  existing 
between  Rules  requiring  the  confirmation 
of  the  House  and  those  merely  laid  upon 
the  Table  for  the  information  of  Mem- 
bers 

Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.) 
thought  the  Amendment  was  one  of  sub- 
stance, and  not  merely  of  procedure  or 
practice.  If  carried  it  would  not  inter- 
fere with  the  framing  of  Rules  of  Court, 
or  with  the  choice  of  the  persons  who 
were  to  frame  those  Rulet^.  It  would  be 
merely  an  indication  that  the  House 
thought  that  anybody  who  felt  he  had  a 
grievance  should  have  at  least  two  years 
in  which  to  bring  an  appeal. ' 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  if  Rules  were 
not  to  be  40  days  before  the  House  of 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach 


Commons  before  taking  effect  there  should 
be  some  limit  of  time  within  which  mn 
appeal  must  be  made.  He  had  thought 
that  these  Rules  of  Court  would  be 
the  same  as  those  made  aoder  the 
Judicature  Act.  If  that  were  the 
case  he  should  not  feel  inclined  to  sup* 
port  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  Divigioo 
Lobby,  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
were  to  be  Rules  of  Court  made  without 
that  sanction  which  they  would  get  by 
being  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  he 
should  support  him. 

•Major  DARWIN  said,  that  if  be 
were  given  to  understand  that  these 
would  be  effective  Rules  of  Court  he 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  there 
was  a  distinction  between  Rules  of 
Court  which  did  not  obtain  validity 
before  they  had  been  before  the  House 
40  days  and  Rules  of  Court  which  were 
merely  laid  on  the  Table.  Rules  being 
laid  before  the  House  for  40  days  implied 
and  gave  the  right  to  any  Member  to  call 
attention  to  the  Rules  and  to  move  their 
rejection  at  any  time  after  12  o^clock  at 
night. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  placing  them 
in  an  invidious  position.  He  was  much 
disposed  to  agree  with  the  objection 
raised  that  two  years  was  too  long  a 
time  to  give  for  appealing,  and  that 
the  elasticity  which  would  be  secured 
by  Rules  of  Court  might  be  desirable. 
At  the  same  time,  they  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  in  accordance  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment,  felt  strongly  that  the 
public  had  a  right  to  know  what  the 
Rules  were  before  they  came  into  force, 
and  that,  therefore,  they  ought  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  He  had 
never  heard  of  such  a  request  being 
refused  by  any  Government. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  was  willing 
to  take  the  matter  into  consideratioo 
before  the  Report  stage  was  rea<^ed. 
He  had  no  authority  to  give  any  further 
pledge. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  it  was  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  no  Minister  who 
had  authority  to  give  a  pledge  on  behalf 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
present. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlrr,  Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  stated  that  the 


683 


Finunee 


{29  Jc5£  1894} 


BUI. 


684 


matter  woold  be  ooDsidered  before  the 
Report*  Id  certAio  cases  it  was  directed 
that  the  Rules  sbonld  be  laid  upoo  the 
Table  for  the  iDformation  of  the  House, 
and  over  such  Rules  the  House  had  do 


porated  in  the  Bill  certain  provisions  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  principal 
value  of  property  was  to  be  asoertained 
by  the  Commissioners.  The  value  was 
to  be  the  market  value  at  the  time  of 


jurisdiction  wliatever.  There  was  another  ;  death,  and  a  special  provision  with  re- 


claAs  of  Rules  in  which  it  was  directeil 
bj  Statute  that  they  should  not  come  into 
force  until  they  had  laiu  upon  tbe  Table 
of  the  House  for  40  days,  and  in  such 
iDsUnces  the  Rules  could  be  challenged. 
He  saw  no  reason  why  Rules  under  this 
Bill  should  be  treated  differently  to  Rules 
framed  under  tbe  Judicature  Act. 

Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  his 
contention  was  that  an  hon.  Member  had 
a  ri^ht  to  object  to  a  Rule  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  even  though  there 
were  no  statnte  declaring  that  it  should 
DOt  be  \nlid  until  it  ha<l  lain  before  Par- 
liament for  40  days.  In  the  case  of  the 
Rales  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  which  were 
merely  directed  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table,  they  had  b^n  successfully  chal- 
lenged. 

Mr,  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  he  had  not 
atated  that  there  was  no  power  to  call 
attention  to  such  Rules  ;  but  there  were  a 
certain  class  of  Rules  which  had  no  force 
whatever  until  they  had  lain  on  the  Table 
for  40  days.  Either  House  of  Parliament 
might  petition  against  them.  The  other 
class  of  Rules  were  laid  upon  the  Table 
for  the  information  of  the  Honse. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  And  you 
oan  move  an  Address  on  them.  You  can 
move  an  Address  on  any  subject  you  like 
io  this  House. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  as  the 


gard    to    agricultural    property    limited 
the  market  value  to  25  years^  purchase 
of  the  net  annual  value,  calculated  iu  a 
certain   way.      That,   of   course,  was  a 
great  improvement  on  the  Bill  as  it  ori- 
ginally stood.     Still,  great  opportunity 
for  disputes  betweeu  the  Commissioners 
and    the   persons   accouutable   for   duty 
was  left  open.     It  was  obvious  that  in 
cases  where  the  property  did  not  come 
within  the  limitiug  proviso  of  25  years* 
purchase  of    the   net   annual    value,  or 
where,  on  the   other   baud,  its   market 
value^being  bad  agricultural  land — was 
below  that  25  years'  purchase,  disputes 
might  arise  between  the  Commissioners 
and  the  persons  accouutable.     He  was  ac- 
quainted with  a  case  in  which  a  leasehold 
house  in  London  was  valued  by  the  Com- 
missioners for   purposes   of    probate    at 
£5,000.     The  legatee  demurred  to  that 
value  and  put  it  at  something  like  £1,500 
less,  buttheCommissioners  insisted  on  pay- 
ment of  Probate  Duty  on  £5,000.    Within 
a  year  the    property   was   sold   by    the 
legatee  for  £3,500,  and  ou  application 
tbe  excess  duty  was  returned.    He  quoted 
that  case  as  showiug  the  groat  differeuce 
there  might  be  between  the  valuation  of 
the  Commissioners  and  that  of  the  per- 
sons accountable  for  duty  in  estimating 
the   market   value  of   property  of   that 
class.     Therefore,  this  Bill  very  properly 


right  hon.  Gentleman^s  statement  might  <  provided  an  appeal   to  the  High  Court 

be  quoted  hereafter  as  one  having  autho-  I  And  the  County  Court.     But  how  were 

Hty,  he  wished  to  say  that,  having  had  i  these  Courts  to  arrive  at  a  decision  as  to 

occasion  to  consult  Mr.  Speaker  on  this    market  value  ?     He  thought  the  Com- 

matter  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  '  mittee  on  reflection  would  admit  that  the 

be  wa«  informed,  upon  the  precedents,  i  Judge  of  the  High  Court  could  not  pos- 

tluit  whenever  time  was  limited,  it  im-    sibly  dettido  such  questions  himself,  nor 

plied  and  carried  with  it  tbe  power  of  !  could  the  Judge  of  the  County  Court. 

moving  an  Addrees.     This  applied  even    They  would,  therefore,  be  compelled  to 

to  Papers  laid  on  the  Table  for  in  forma-  i  one  of  two  courses.     They  must  either 

tioQ  only.  ,  hear   evidence  brought  before  them  by 

Major  DARWIN  said  he  begged  to  ;  the  Commissioners  and  persons  acoount- 

trftbdraw  tbe  Amendment.  j  able  as  to  the  market  value  of  the  pro- 

4  _      i_     .  ,     ,  .  ,  ,  pcrty,  or  they  must  refer  the  matter  out 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  ^ 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  begged  to 


of  Court  to  some  expert  who  was  quali- 
fied   to    decide    the    subject.     If    they 
Bove    tbe    insertiou    of     a    new    sub-  |  adopted  the    flrst  course,  enormous  ex* 
section  with    regard    fo    the  procedure    pense  would  )>e  involved  and  great  hard- 
in  ao   appeal   from    the  Commissioners    ships  would  consequently  accrue  to  the 


to  tho  High  Courts  and  in  certain  oases 
to  tiie  CooDty  Court.     They  had  incor- 


persons    accountable.     Furthermore,     it 
would   by  such   a  mode   be  very  diffi- 
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cult    indeed     to     arrive     at     the     real 
market     value    of    the     property ;    the 
valuers  on  the  one  side  and  the  other 
would  be  likely  to  differ  to  a  most  extra- 
ordinary extent.     He  had  knowledge  of 
a  case  in  which  some  property  had  to  be 
valued  on  behalf  of  a  seller  and  purchaser 
in  a  large  town   in  the  Midlands.     Five 
experts  were  called  in  by  the  seller  and 
five  on  the  other  side.     The  five  on  the 
part  of  the  seller  valued  the  property  at 
from  £61,000  to  £52,000,  and  the  five 
on  the  part  of  the  purchaser  valued  it  at 
from  £21,000  to  £17,000.     There  could 
not   be   a   better   example    of    the    im- 
possibility of  arriving  at  a  fair  decision 
through    the   evidence    of    experts.     A 
Judge  who  had  to  decide  the  value  of 
property  would   be  well    advised   if  he 
referred  the  matter  to  arbitration.     He 
had  prepared  an  Amendment  to  the  new 
clause  of   the  Solicitor  General   which 
would  cover  these  points.     There  should 
be  first  some  Local  Authority,  so  to  speak, 
standing  between  the  taxpayer  and  the 
Inland  Revenue  Commissioners   in  this 
matter,  much  as  the  local  Commissioners 
of  Income  Tax  now  stood  between  the 
taxpayer  and  the  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners.     He    proposed    that    a   list 
of  qualified   valuers    should  be   formed 
for     each     county     by      the     County 
Councils  and  County  Borough  Councils 
in  Great  Britain,  and  by  some  similar 
Local  Body   in  Ireland,  and  that  these 
authorities  should  lay  down  the  scale  of 
remuneration  to    be  charged.     From  a 
rota  of  these  valuers,  comprising  as   it 
would  amongst  its  members  those  who 
knew  most  about  the  value  of  local  pro- 
perty— who  certainly  would  know  more 
about  it  than  valuers  sent   down  from 
London — the  Judge  of  the  High  Court 
or  the  Judge  of  the  County  Court  would 
select    some    one     valuer    to    arbitrate 
between    the    Commissioners     and    the 
persons   accountable.     He  did   not  pro- 
pose that  this  should  be  compulsory  on 
the  Court.     It  would  have  the  option  in 
each  case  either  of  deciding  itself  or  of 
appointing  an  arbitrator.     He  had  made 
inquiries  as  to  what  the  probable  pro- 
cedure would  be,  and  he  was  informed 
that  cases  of  this  kind  would,  under  the 
ordinary  Rules,  be  referred  to  some  sort 
of  arbitration.     He  was  confident  that  it 
would  not  only  be  the  best  apd  fairest, 
but   very  much  the  cheapest,\  mode  of 
arriving  at  a  fair  judgment  of  ^hat  the 
value    of    property    was,  and  therefore 

aViV  M.  Hieks^Beach 


what  the  duty  ought  to  be.  He  was 
sanguine  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  would  be  able  to 
assent  to  the  proposal,  therefore  he 
would  not  trouble  the  Committee  at 
greater  length.  He  ventured  to  suggest 
this  scheme  to  the  Committee,  and  if 
the  words  of  his  sub-section  were  not 
exactly  to  the  taste  of  the  Govern- 
ment they  could  be  easily  amended  on 
Report. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  at  end, 
insert — 

"  The  County  Council  of  every  county  and 
county  borough  in  Great  Britain,  and  the  Orazkd 
Jury  of  every  county  in  Ireland,  shall  within  12 
months  after  the  commenoement  of  this  Act, 
and  may  thereafter  from  time  to  time,  appoint 
a  sufficient  number  of  qualified  persons  to  act 
as  valuers  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  in  their 
respective  counties,  and  shall  fix  a  scale  of 
charges  for  the  remuneration  of  such  personA, 
and  Uie  Court  may  refer  any  question  of  disputed 
value  under  this  section  to  the  arbitration  of 
any  person  so  appointed  for  the  county  in  which 
the  appellant  resides  or  the  property  is  situate  ; 
and  the  costs  of  any  such  arbitration  shall  be 
part  of  the  costs  of  the  appeal."— (Sir  M. 
Hick  8' Beach.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  this  might  be 
suitable  enough  as  far  as  Great  Britain 
was  concerned.  No  doubt  it  would  be 
well  to  cast  on  the  County  Councils — who 
were  elective  bodies — the  function  of 
appointing  valuers  to  determine  the  value 
of  estates 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  The  High 
Court  would  select  the  valuers  from  toe 
rota.  If  the  hon.  Member  can  suggest 
any  better  authority  than  the  Grand 
Jury  in  Ireland,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
adopt  it. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  be  satisfied 
to  entrust  such  a  duty  to  the  Grand  Jury, 
who  were  a  nominated  and  not  an  elective 
body,  and  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet, or  he  would  himself,  if  necessary, 
move  to  leave  out  the  words  **  and  the 
Grand  Jury  of  every  county  in  Ireland.** 
Words  must  be  added,  if  necessary,  at 
the  end  of  the  paragraph  to  empower  the 
High  Court  itself  to  appoint  valuers. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he  had 
no  objection  at  all  to  the  propoeal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  agreed  to 
this  Amendment,  and  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  willing  to  accept 
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the  appointmoDt  of  these  valuers  bj  the 
High  Court  io  Ireland  instead  of  by  the 
Grand  Jury.  He  would  refrain  from 
making  any  comment  on  the  Grand  Juries 
of  Ireland.  That  point  being  agreed 
between  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the 
boD.  Gentleman  he  saw  no  objection  in 
priDciple  to  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  There  might  be  questions 
aboat  the  way  the  clause  was  framed^ 
but  that  was  a  question  of  detail,  not 
machinery,  and  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
accept  it.  He  would,  therefore,  move  to 
omit  the  words  "Grand  Jury  in  every 
county  in  Ireland,**  in  order  to  insert  tiie 
words  "  High  Court  in  Ireland." 

•Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  offered  no 
opposition  to  this  Amendment,  though 
be  thought  that  the  principle  of  ap- 
pointing local  valuers  should  apply  in 
Ireland  as  in  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  High  Court 
might  l»e  trusted  to  appoint  a  sufficient 
Dumber  of  valuers,  and  he  thought  that 
for  the  whole  of  Ireland  a  staff  would 
not  be  required  on  the  same  scale  as  in 
Great  Britain. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  would 
•aggest  for  the  present  the  words 
**  liraud  Jury  for  every  county  in  Ire- 
land **  be  omitted,  the  purpose  being  to 
complete  it  on  Report  by  the  insertion  of 
otber  words. 

Amendment  proposed  to  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
•*  Grand  Jury  for  every  countv  in  Ire- 
land." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  butcher  (York)  proposed,  in 
line  15  of  the  Solicitor  Generars  Amend- 
ment, to  insert  the  words  **  without  re- 
qairing  payment  of  any  portion  of  the 
doty  or.**  The  change  which  this  Amend- 
Bient  would  make  was  this.  By  the 
Government  proposal  the  plan  was  to 
•et  aside  the  claim  made  by  the  Com- 
miMiouers,  and  if  the  Court  thought  it 
unjust  that  the  appellant  should  pay  the 
whole  duty,  the  Court  should  allow  pay- 
ment of  a  portion  of  the  duty.  He 
proposed  that  if  the  Court  thought  it 
unjust  that  the  whole  duty  should  be 
paid  the  matter  should  be  brought  to 
Court  without  pavment  of  duty  at  all, 
tbe  distinction  bemg  that  the  Govern- 
ment insisted  that  some  duty  should  be 
paid,   and   be  suggested    that    in   some 


cases,  if  the  Court  thought  it  proper,  no 
payment  should  be  ma^e.  Supposing 
the  Comjnissioners  said  an  estate  was 
worth  a  considerable  sum  of  money  and 
the  executor  thought  it  was  worth 
nothing  at  all,  why  should  the  executor 
be  obliged  to  pay  any  duty  ?  If  he  was 
right,  no  duty  would  be  payable.  Why 
should  he,  in  order  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the*  Court,  pay  a  sum  of  money  down  ? 
Take  another  case  in  which  the  Com- 
missioners made  a  very  large  claim  for 
duty,  while  the  executor  thought  a 
very  much  smaller  amount  was  pay- 
able. It  might  be  the  case  that  the 
executor  had  absolutely  nothing  to  pay 
the  duty  with.  Was  it  right  or  reason- 
able that  before  he  could  get  hold  of  any 
of  the  estate  at  all,  l>efore  he  had  a  penny 
in  his  hands  out  of  which  to  pay  the 
duty,  that  in  order  to  obtain  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  he  should  have  to  pay 
a  sum  of  money  down  ?  He  protested 
against  the  view  that  the  Government  or 
the  Commissioners  were  to  be  placed  in 
an  entirely  different  position  from  any 
litigant  in  the  country.  If  the  Court 
thought  it  fair  that  the  litigant  should 
not  pay  the  sum  why  should  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  insist  upon  its  payment  ?  As  a 
matter  of  principle,  he  asked  the  Com- 
mittee to  say  that  in  such  cases  they 
should  be  allowed  to  litigate  with  the 
Government  on  fair  terms. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  15,  after 
the  word  "  brought,"  to  insert  the  words 
*^  without  requiring  payment  of  any  por- 
tion of  the  duty  or."— (3/r.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  Go- 
vernment  had  gone  as  far  as  they  oaght 
to  do.  They  had  already  made  a  con- 
cession on  the  subject  of  security. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  thought 
it  was  only  justice  that  a  man  should 
have  the  option  of  giving  security  instead 
of  fimiing  the  money.  It  was  perfectly 
well  known  to  all  who  had  dctfUings  in 
these  cases  that  giving  security  meant 
paying  for  the  security,  or,  in  other  words^ 
it  was  a  charge  put  upon  the  person 
who  found  the  security.  He  understood 
the  Solicitor  General  to  say  it  would  be 
right  to  give  the  Court  a  discretion  in 
the  matter.  If  he  could  trust  the 
Courti,  which  of  course  he  could,  surely 
he  should  leave    it    to   them   to  decide 
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whether  it  was  a  case  in  which  the  appeal 
ought  to  be  allowed  without  anj  monej 
beiug  paid  or  any  security  being  given, 
and  he  suggested  with  great  respect  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
the  answer  he  had  given  had  not  met  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  point.  There 
might  be  cases  in  which,  as  a  matter  of 
common  justice,  they  did  not  think  any 
security  ought  to  be  given  or  any  money 
to  be  paid,  and  to  tell  the  Court  to 
say  there  must  be  something  to  pay, 
put  the  Court  into  an  invidious  and 
absurd  position. 

ViscoDNT  CRANBORNE  (Rochester) 

said,  the  Solicitor  General  had  allowed  a 

diminution  in  the  full  payment  before  the 

appeal  was  tried,  and  it  was  only  a  logical 
extension  of  that  principle  that  in  cases 
where  the  Court  thought  it  just  there 
should  be  no  payment  at  all,  and  he 
should  have  thought  the  Government 
would  at  once  accept  it.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  the  Amend- 
ment which  the  Government  had  already 
accepted  would  meet  the  case.  That 
was  not  so.  If  he  had  been  in  the 
House  when  his  hon.  Friend  on  the  Front 
Bench  spoke,  he  would  have  heard  him 
say  there  would  be  considerable  difficulty 
in  certain  cases  where  the  claim  was  un- 
just. He  really  thought  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  resisting  a  matter  so 
obvious  that  it  was  hardly  worth  his 
while, 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  prac- 
tically the  only  difference  between  them 
was    a    question    of   one   farthing,   for 

the  Court,  as  he  understood  it,  might 
direct  that  only  a  farthing  should  be 
paid,  as  there  was  no  inferior  limit  to 
the  amount  they  might  order  to  be  paid. 
As  it  was  such  a  small  matter  be  thought 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
give  way. 

Mb.  BYRNE  said,  if  he  thought  the 

Member  for  Lynn  Regis  were  right  as  to 

what  the  Court  thought  it  could  do,  he 

should  take  a  very  different  view  from 
what  he  did.  But  he  thought  that  in  a 
case  of  this  description  the  Court  would 
think  it  its  duty  to  require  some  con- 
siderable amount  of  security.  The  cases 
in  which  the  Court  thought  it  unjust 
must  be  extremely  few,  but  in  those  few 
cases  it  seemed  very  hard  that  a  person 
might  not  litigate  without  payment. 

Sir  S.  Webiter 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  wa« 
always  an  ungracious  tftsk  to  look  a  gift 
horse  in  the  mouth,  and  he  did  not  forget 
that  the  Amendment  which  was  under 
consideration  was  one  which  the  Govern- 
ment introduced  in  their  Bill  in  order  to 
meet  arguments  and  opinions  advanced 
from  that  side  of  the  House,  and  nothing 
he  could  say  would  be  calculated  unduly 
to  press  the  Government.     At  the  same 
time,  after  listening  to  the  arguments  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  behind  him, 
and  to  the  answer  given  from  the  Treasury 
Bench,  it  seemed  to  him  this  was  a  sub- 
stantial   point,  which  if  .granted  would 
not   in    any    sense    injure    the    Inland 
Revenue,   whose   interests   the  Gx)vern- 
ment  were  bound  to  protect.      His  hon. 
Friend   the   Member    for    Lynn    Regis 
believed  the  Court  might  require  the  pay- 
ment of  one  farthing.  He  supposed  if  the 
language  of  the  clause  was  literally  in- 
terpreted that  was  possible,  but  he  was 
told  the  Courts  would  not  venture  so  to 
interpret  the  directions  of  Parliament  in 
this  matter,  and  that  they  would  always 
consider   under  this   clause    some    sub- 
stantial contribution  should  be  paid  by 
the  litigant.      He    thought   it   was   im- 
possible to  justify  a  provision  of  that 
kind.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  attempted  io  justify  it.     He  had 
told  them  in  courteous  language  that  he 
thought  the  Government  had   gone  far 
enough  in  modifying  existing  laws  to  the 
extent  of  allowing  the  Court  any  dis- 
cretion in  the  matter.     There  might  be 
cases,  no  doubt,  as  he  had  reminded  them, 
under  the  present  system,  in  which  a  man 
had  to  pay  the  whole  of  the  disputed 
duty  before  he  was  entitled  to  appeal. 
That  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was,  no  doubt,  sound.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  the  existing  system 
was  harsh,  illogical,  and  unjustifiable,  and 
that  the  Government  had  made  very  im* 
portant  nCiodifications  in  that  system  in 
the  direction  of  justice.     But  he  thought 
that  when  his  learned  Friend  behind  him 
had  pointed  out  that  the  cases  in  which 
this  would  come  into  operation  were  very 
few,  and  these  cases  must,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Court,  be  cases  in  which  a  great 
wrong  was  being  inflicted,  he   thought 
the   Government   must   see    there    was 
really  something  to  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment.     He  could  hardly,  for 
his  own  part,  imagine  cases  under  which 
the  Court  would  grant  this,  but  there 
might  be  cases  in  which  there  would  he 
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00  dntj  to  be  paid  at  all,  because  tbo 
mmrkec  valae  of  tbe  property  at  tbe  time 
of  tbe  deatb  of  tbe  deceased  was  m7,  aod 
tbe  InUuid  Revenue  migbt  bold  tbat 
a  considerable  duty  ougbt  to  be  paid  upon 
it.  If  tbe  executor  was  rigbt  tben  it 
WAS  quite  clear  tbat  not  one  sixpence 
coold  be  raised  upon  tbe  property  for  tbe 
purpose  of  paying  tbe  duty.  Surely,  rare 
tbongb  sucb  cases  migbt  be,  tbey  ougbt 
not  to  leave  tbem  out  of  tbeir  view.  They 
ought  to  make  some  provision  for  dealing 
with  them,  and  a  provision  more  just  in 
Itself,  more  in  accordance  with  ordinary 
principles  of  legislation,  and  safer 
for  the  Inland  Revenue  than  tbat 
which  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  bad 
proposed  he  found  it  difficult  to  conceive, 
and  under  those  circumstances,  though 
he  did  not  wish  unduly  to  press  tbe  Go- 
vernment, he  t*bould  think  it  would  be 
worth  their  while  giving  tbe  very  small 
concession  in  regard  to  tbe  number  of 
cases  included,  hut  a  considerable  con- 
coMioii  ae  regarded  the  justice  and 
equity  of  this  Bill  which  was  demanded 
bj  bis  hoD.  and  learned  Friend.  He  did 
not  know  whether  his  bon.  Friend  would 
consider  it  worth  while  to  go  to  a 
Division  if  tbe  Government  should  re* 
■Muu  obstinately  fixed  in  tbeir  present 
view  of  the  situation  ;  but  if  be  went  to 
a  Division  be  should  support  him. 

Sir   W.    HARCOURT  said,   be  did 

not  wish  to  be  unreasonable,  and  be  did 

not  think  he  had  shown  himself  to  be  so. 

Cerutnly  upon  this  point  of  security  be 
was  inflaenced  by  the  arguments  used  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  of  a  person 
called  upon  to  pay  money  on  a  fixture 
which  he  was  not  really  bound  to  pay  for. 
He  was  struck  very  much  at  tbe  time, 
sod  determined  to  yield.  But  be  had 
con»nlted  tbe  authorities  of  tbe  Inland 
Revenue,  and  tbey  did  not  advise  going 
any  further,  and  he  was  afraid  he  was 
bound  not  to  yield. 

Question  puL 

Tbe  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  71  ; 
Noes  115.— (Division  List,  No.  140.) 

On  Motion  of  Sir  M.  Hicks-Bkach, 
the  following  Ameodment  to  the  new 
Clause  was  agreed  to  : — Line  17,  after 
"  case,*"  insert  "  the  Court  may  order." 

Mb.  IL  T.  BKID  moved,  in  page  8» 
aflflr  daQse  10,  to  hmen  thm  folknring 
Cboie  : — 


(Commotatioa   of   duty    on    interott    In 
expectancy). 

*'  The  Commiasioners  in  their  discredoo,  upon 
application  by  a  person  entitled  to  an  interest  in 
expectancy,  may  commute  the  Estate  Duty 
which  would,  but  for  the  oommutation,  be  pa^  - 
able  in  respect  of  such  interest  for  a  certain 
sum  to  be  presently  paid,  and  for  determining 
that  sum  shall  cause  a  present  value  to  be  set 
upon  such  duty,  regard  being  had  to  the  con- 
tingencies affecting  the  liability  to  and  rate  and 
amount  of  such  duty;  and  interest  being 
reckoned  at  3  per  cent.,  and  on  the  receipt  of 
such  sum  they  shall  give  a  certificate  of  dis- 
charge accordingly." 

He  said  tbe  clause  carried  out  tbe  under- 
standing tbat  bad  been  come  to  ;  and  tbe 
Amendments  which  bad  been  put  on  the 
Paper  by  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  tbe  Isle  of  Wight  went  beyond  it. 
Tbey  could  not  commute  a  mere  specu- 
lation as  to  which  it  was  uncertain  whe- 
ther or  not  Estate  Duty  would  be  payable 
upon  it. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^Tbat  tbe  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time. 


i» 


8iK  R.  WEBSTER  said,  tbat  tbe  dis- 
cretion of  tbe  Commissioners  would  be 
limited  to  the  cases  in  which  tbey  could 
calculate  exactly  what  migbt  be  payable 
if  tbe  clause  stood  as  frfuned*  He  would 
suggest  that  tbe  word  **  migbt  ^'  should 
be  substituted  for  **  would "  before  tbe 
words  *^but  for  the  commutation,^*  and 
"become"  substituted  for  "be"  im- 
mediately after  those  words,  so  as  not  to 
fetter  the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners 
and  give  to  the  Amendment  the  scope 
which  was  intended. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  "  would," 
insert  "  or  might."— (.Sir  R.  Wehiter.) 

Question  proposed,  "  Tbat  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BYRNE  said,  the  clause  was  an 
empowering  one  merely.  There  was 
notning  to  compel  the  Commissioners  to 
act  on  it  at  all.  He  agreed  tbat  if  they 
were  going  to  compel  the  Commissioners 
to  commute  in  cases  where  there  was 
merely  a  oontingenoy  to  provide  for,  it 
might  be  imposing  on  tbem  a  duty  which 
it  might  be  said  ought  not  to  be  imposed 
OD  them  t  b«t,  so  long  as  the  clause 
was  permissible,  he  did  not  see  why  the 
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Commissioners  should  not  —  if  thej 
considered  it  right  and  desirable— com- 
mute the  duty  in  cases  of  contingency.  It 
was  in  cases  of  contingency  that  the 
clause,  if  acted  on,  would  be  most 
valuable.  So  long  as  there  was  no 
contingency,  there  would  be  compara- 
tively little  difficulty  in  ascertaining  what 
would  be  the  precise  amount  ultimately 
payable  on  the  settlement,  but  in  a  case, 
say,  where  a  man  was  entitled  to 
property  for  life  and  where  the  property 
then  went  to  the  son,  in  the  event  of  his 
attaining  21  years  of  age,  if  the  son  made 
an  arrangement  with  an  Insurance 
Society,  why  should  he  not  be  able  to  go 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
and  say,  "  I  will  pay  a  certain  sum  down 
now  "  ?  This  would  be  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Inland  Revenue.  At  any  rate,  it 
was  just  as  likely  that  they  would  fail  to 
receive  the  money  in  the  event  of  the 
contingency  happening  as  it  was  that 
they  would  get  the  full  duty  in  the  event 
of  the  contingency  falling  out  in  the 
right  direction. 

Sir  J.  RIG  BY  said,  the  clause  had 
been  introduced  in  fulfilment  of  a  promise 
which  had  been  made.  The  words  it 
was  proposed  to  insert  were  utterly  un- 
necessary, but  as  they  were  harmless 
they  had  better  be  accepted. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
under  the  Succession  Duty  Act  the  duty 
varied  according  to  the  consanguinity  of 
the  successor  to  the  predecessor.  That 
was  ascertainable  at  the  time  of 
the  composition  and  did  not  alter, 
whereas  under  the  Bill  the  duty  would 
vary  with  aggregation  and  the  amount  of 
the  property.  Therefore,  when  the 
Attorney  General  took  clauses  out  of 
the  Succession  Duty  Act  dealing  with  a 
fixed  duty  and  put  them  in  a  Bill  in 
which  the  duty  was  not  fixed  he  showed 
that  he  misapprehended,  the  case. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  at  the 
end  of  the  clause,  to  add  the  words 

•'  which  shall  discharge  such  interest  when  it 
falls  into  possession  from  any  further  claim  for 
Estate  Duty.— (iStr  R.  Webster,^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 


Other  Amendments  to  the  proposed 
new  Clause  agreed  to. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said;  that  inas- 
much  as  commutation  meant  that  a 
smaller  sum  would  be  taken  if  paid  down 
than  would  accrue  at  the  end  of  a  num- 
ber of  years,  words  should  be  put  in  to 
show  that  a  discharge  should  be  given  to 
the  person  liable  to  commutation.  He, 
therefore,  moved  the  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  his  name. 

Mr.  Byrne 


Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  fact  of  com- 
mutation would  be  a  discharge  from 
liability  in  connection  with  that  one 
transaction.  If  the  Amendment  meant 
anything  it  meant  that,  although  there 
might  be  another  death  upon  which 
Estate  Duty  was  properly  payable,  that 
duty  should  not  be  paid.  That  was 
directly  contrary  to  the  meaning  and 
spirit  of  the  Bill.  He  was  bound  to 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  interests 
might  fall  in  during  or  after  the  com- 
mutation, and  his  contention  was  that 
the  Commissioners  in  commuting  should 
bear  those  interests  in  mind. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  necessary,  as  without  it 
the  purchaser  of  a  reversion  could  not  tell 
what  he  was  buying,  and  the  clause 
would  therefore  not  fulfil  its  object. 

m 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  man  who  commuted  would 
be  free  on  paying  the  duty,  but  the 
words  of  the  Amendment  would  extend 
to  persons  who  had  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  commutation,  but  who  might  benefit 
in  connection  with  the  same  property. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON   was   understood 
.  to  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
attitude  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  must  produce 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  the  con- 
viction that  he  desired  in  the  most  bare- 
faced manner  to  *(iiollect  duty  twice  over. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  a  purchaser 
after  he  had  purchased  the  interest  in 
respect  of  which  tbie  commutation  had 
been  granted  might  die,  and  the  reversion 
might  pass  from  him  to  someone  else. 
There  was  no  reason  why,  the  reversion 
so  passing,  another  duty  should  not  be 
paid. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it  was 
the  same  interest  that  would  pass — ^the 
interest  in  expectancy.  Until  the  termi- 
nation of  .the  expectancy  period  the 
property  might  surely  pass  from  one  to 
another. 
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The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  81  ; 
Noes  124.— {Division  List,  No.  141.) 

Mb.  R«  T.  REID  moved,  in  page  9, 
after  Clause  12,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause: — 

Exemptions  from  Estate  Daty. 

''(1)  Estate  Dntj  shall  not  be  payable  in 
iwpeet  ol  a  single  annoity  not  exoeeiUng  twenty- 
fire  poands  porchasod  or  providoil  by  the  dc* 
ceided,  cither  by  himself  alone  or  in  concert  or 
imuigement  with  any  other  i)en»oii,  for  the  life 
of  himself  and  of  some  other  person  and  the 
nrriror  of  them,  or  to  arise  on  his  own  death  in 
faroor  of  some  other  penon  ;  an<l  if  in  any  case 
there  b  more  than  one  snch  annuity,  the  an- 
snity  flrst  grantetl  shall  be  alone  entitled  to  the 
exemptions  under  this  section. 

"(2)  Estate  Daty  shall  not  be  payable  in 
ranpeci  of  property  passing  to  the  Crown  or  to 
uy  institution  wholly  maintained  out  of  moneys 
tsvrided  by  Parliament/* 

daoAO  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**Tbai  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.** 

lliL    R.    MOWBRAY    (Lancashire), 

Prestwich)  said,  he  should  like  to  know 

what  was  meant  by — 

"  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  imyable  in  refl|>ect 
<i  property  paining  to  the  ()rown  or  to  any 
attitatiiia  wholly  maintained  out  of  moneys 
pfurid«d  by  Parliament.*' 

Was  not  ibis  property  to  be  aggregated  ? 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  an  Amend- 
Meat  to  this  effect  was  proposed  about  a 
month  ago,  and  the  GoTcrninent  promised 
toanend  the  Bill  according!  v.  Nu  property 
would  be  aggregated  for  the  purpose  of 
laising  duty  which  was  not  liable  to  duty 
itself. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  as 
be  understood  it,  the  first  part  of  the 
ekuse  waa  proposed  to  meet  the  case  of 
hardship  pointed  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bodmin — 
where  two  or  three  elderly  sisters  not  very 
wealthy  enjoyed  a  small  annuity  in  suc- 
eeasion. 

Mk.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  clause  was 
mtended  to  meet  the  case  of  huHlmiul 
and  wife,  sLsters,  and  so  on. 

Qneetion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mk.  BARTLEY  said,  ho  would  move 
to  ex  fowl  the  exemption  to  uiiuuitieH  not 
exc<*cding  £52.  He  whs  grateful  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
ilie  Exchequer  for  having  adopted  this 
ctau'ie  in  response  to  apinmls  from  all 
std<-«  of  the  Ilouse.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consider  the  pro- 
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posed  increase  unjustifiable ;  but  the 
Amendment  was  insignificant— only  lOs. 
a  week,  and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  they  were  doing  all  they  could  to 
assist  people  in  making  provision  for  old 
age.  It  did  not  seem  unreasonable  that 
the  exemption  should  run  to  £1  per  week, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would,  no  doubt,  acknowledge  that  it 
would  have  no  substantial  effect  on  the 
Treasury. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to 
leave  out  the  word  ^twenty-five,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  fifty -two."  —  {Mr. 
Hartley,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wonl 
*  twenty-five  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

»IR  W.  UARCOURT  said,  that  in 
fixing  the  limit  at  £25  they  had  calcu- 
lated that  the  maximum  capital  value  of 
such  an  annuity  would  be  £300.  They 
did  not  think  it  necessary  io  charge  duty 
on  such  a  small  sum  ;  but  he  could  not 
accede  to  the  Amendment,  l>ecause  when 
they  came  to  higher  figures  it  would  not 
be  right  for  them  to  give  special  advan- 
tages to  one  particuhir  class  of  savings. 
The  capital  value  of  an  annuity  of  £52 
would  prolmbly  be  between  £600 and  £700. 

Mu.  BARTLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  some- 
what exaggerating  the  Amendment  wheu 
he  said  it  would  run  to  £500  or  £600. 
It  would  only  l)e  a  matter  of  £200  or 
£300  for  a  person  75  years  of  age.  If  a 
man  and  his  wife  bought  a  snmll  annuity 
and  one  life  dropped  after  three  or  four 
years,  the  only  Estate  Duty  payable,  ac- 
cording to  the  system  now  proposed, 
would  be  that  upon  the  half.  This  at 
the  time  of  the  purchase  would  only  have 
amounted  to  aliout  £150  ;  but  as  the  life 
would  have  lasted  several  years  the 
annuity  would  be  worth  less  than  when 
it  was  purchased.  The  cases  would  be 
so  few  and  the  hardship  so  severe  that  he 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  make  some  concession.  He  wni|^ 
afraid  that  he  must  take  the  sense  of  the 
Committee)  upon  the  proposal,  because 
he  thought  it  was  a  matter  in  which  the 
public  would  feel  that  Home  relaxation 
should  l»e  made  in  the  cases  of  deserving 
people  who  were  trying  to  provide  for 
themselves  in  thb  sniall  way. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  125  ; 
Noes  83.— (Division  List,  No.  142.) 
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•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved,  in 
line  9,  to  leave  out  all  after  "  the  Crown." 
He  said,  this  sub- section  was  the  exempt- 
ing BQb-section,  and  he  presumed  that  it 
embraced  all  the  exemptions  proposed  to 
be  made.     It  read — 

**  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  in  respect 
of  property  passing  to  the  Crown  or  to  any  in- 
stitution wholly  maintained  out  of  moneys  pro- 
vided by  Parliament." 

He  must  call   the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the   fact   that  this   thing  was 
entirely  new  with  regard  to  the  exemp- 
tion from  Death  Duties.     If  the  words  of 
the  old  Act  had  been  adopted  Estate  Duty 
would  not  have  been  payable  by  any  of 
the  Royal  Family,  but  it  was  now  made 
payable    by    all     those    of    the    Royal 
Family     who     did      not     come      under 
the      words      **tbe      Crown."       What 
did  the  "  Crown  "  mean  ?     He  had  been 
oblifred  to  go  to  the  Interpretation  Act  of 
1889,  and  he  found  that  by  Section  30  it 
was   laid   down    that   references  to  the 
Sovereign  or  to  the  Crown  were   to  be 
construed  as  references  to  the  Sovereign 
for  the  time  being.     He  concluded  that 
those  references  to  the  Crown  embraced 
the  person  of  the  reigning  sovereign,  but 
no  other  member  whatever  of  the  Royal 
Family.     He  presumed  also  that  it  would 
embrace  what  he   might  call  the  public 
Revenue  as  representing  the  Crown.  But 
what    were   "  institutions   wholly  main- 
tained out  of  moneys  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment "  ?     There  were  such  as  the  British 
and  South  Kensington  Museums,  but  there 
were  very  meritorious    institutions   like 
Greenwich     Hospital,    which    was   not 
wholly     supported    by    public     money. 
What,  indeed,  was  an  institution  ?     The 
word    was   new    in     an    Act  of     Par- 
liament      of      this      kind.       He      did 
not     know    about    Board    schools,    but 
was    the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
himself  an    ^^  institution  "  ?     The    right 
hon.     Gentleman      might     conceivably 
in    the    future    be     wholly    maintained 
out  of  moneys  provided  by  Parliament, 
and  if  he   was    an   institution   also    he 
would  be  exempt.     He  thought  the  word 
was  extremely    vague.     As   to   Green- 
wich Hospital,  it  was  largely  supported, 
hut   could    not   be  said  to  be   '^wholly 
maintained,  out   of  moneys  provided  by 
Parliament,"  for  it  was  largely  endowed 
by  William  III.  by  the  gift  of  the  Der- 
wentwater  estates,  and  by  the  payments  of 
searaeo   themselves,  out  of  their  wages, 
what    was    called   **  the   Greenwich 
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sixpence."     A   sum   of  £10,000  left  to 
the  Sovereign    would    l>e    exempt,  and 
£10,0(K)left  to  South  Kensington  Museum 
would   be   exempt,   but  £10,000  left  to 
Greenwich  Hospital  in  recognition  of  the 
services  of  our  veterans  at  sea  would  be 
charged  with  duty.     Surely  that  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  and  if 
it  were  not  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  words  here  inserted  should  be 
left  out.     He  strongly  objected  to  any 
institution   being  allowed  to  escape  the 
payment  of  the  Estate  Duty,  whether  it 
be  an  institution   wholly  or  partly  sup- 
ported by  moneys  provided  by  Parliament 
or  voluntary  contributions.    He  could  not 
conceive    the    justice,    for  instance,  of 
exempting    money    left    to   the  British 
Museum,  and  charging  the  duty  on  mon^ 
left  to  St.  George^s  Hospital.     It  seemed 
to   him  that  if  there  was  to  be  any  al- 
leviation of  the  tax  at  all  it  should  be  in 
the  direction  of  hospitals  rather  than  in 
the  direction  of  museums.     If   £10,000 
were    left    to     the    South    Kensington 
Museum,  the  result  was  that  the  instito- 
tion  received  £10,000  more  to  spend,  and 
that  amount  of  £10,000  was  withdrawn 
from  the  purview  of  Parliament.     They 
had  endeavoured  to  raise  the  question  of 
the  Trinity   House  in  that  House,  with 
regard  to  the  large  amount  of  money  that 
was  afiected,  and  which  was  taken  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.     But  they  were  always 
told  that  they  could  not  discuss  the  whole 
question  of  the  Trinity  House,  because 
there   was  only  £40,000  which  could  be 
discussed.     He,  therefore,  asserted   that 
any   sum  so  left,    instead   of  having   a 
greater  claim  to  exemption,  had  rather  a 
claim  to  be  charged  double  duty.     But 
why     should     any     lustitntion     what- 
ever     be      relieved      from      the     tnxee 
which  were  imposed  upon  an    ordinary 
individual  who  came  into  the  succession 
of  a   property,   real   or   personal  ?     An 
individual  was  often  very  hard  put  to  it 
to  find  the  money  to  pay  the  duty,  and  in 
any  case  it  was  certain  to  cost  him  great 
inconvenience.      But  an  institution  had 
no  duties  to  the  property,   and  simply 
had  to  spend  the  money.     He  submitted 
that  the   instances   he  had  given    were 
sufficient  to  show  that  the  principle  here 
adopts    was   a   wrong   one.      If    they 
wished  to  make  a  proper  exemption,  for 
instance,  of  works  of  art,  there  were  the 
words   of  the  old  Act,   which  provided 
that   they  should  be  left  for  a  definite 
purpose,  to  be  kept  and   preserved.     If 
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ID  lo^titntion  were  to  8oll  thorn  aud 
add  to  its  fiiDds,  cxomption  from  dutj 
WM  never  contemplated  by  the  old 
ActK,  and  he  submitted  that  that 
should  he  kept  in  mind  with  regard 
to  the  new^  Act.  But  here  there  was  no 
sQch  case  for  exemption.  He  thought  he 
bad  given  good  reasons  why  the  exempt- 
ing claase  of  this  Bill  should  deal  with 
all  matters  of  exemption  upon  some  in- 
teJIigible  and  consistent  principle,  and  that 
all  the  exemptions  should  l)e  put  together. 
He  submitted  that  that  had  not  been  done 
in  this  clause.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  Clause,  in  line  9,  to  leave  out  all 
afwsr  the  words  "the  Crown." — {Mr, 
Gibion  Bowies,) 

Qaestioo  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
new  Clause/' 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  On  a  point  of 
Older,  Sir.  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  spoken  has  raised  the  point  with 
regard  to  the  interpretation  of  the  word 
**  Crown,"  If  the  Amendment  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  moved  were  put,  it 
would  prevent  any  alteration  of  the 
word  "Crown."  J  wish  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  in 
the  word  ^  Crown  "  any  change  is  made 
with  regard  to  the  existing  law — whether 
the  exemption  from  Estate  Duty  is 
limited  to  the  Crown,  whereas  the  exemp- 
ttoa  from  Legacy  Duty  is  extended  to 
the  Royal  Family.  If,  in  the  M'onling 
of  this  clause,  any  substantial  alteration 
\»  made  with  regard  to  the  Death  Duties 
Ceoerally  of  the  Crown  or  of  the  Royal 
Family,  perhaps  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  be  good  enough  to  ex- 
plain the  point. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  This  clause 
was  only  intended  to  carry  out  what  I 
•aid  in  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Whitecha|)el,  and  was  really 
meant  to  deal  with  bequests  to  the  State 
or  to  the  nation.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lynn  Regu  has  made  the  objection  that 
the  management  of  South  Kensington 
Maseam  might  have  money  to  dispose 
of  as  they  pleased  without  the  control 
of  Parliament.  So  they  might  have,  and, 
I  imagine,  have  now.  Tho  only  thing  is, 
that  they  will  have  that  sum  so  much 
reduced  by  the  Estate  Duty.  If  BiiyUxly 
should  leave  South  Kensington  £10,(MM) 
the  mfnagetqei^t  ci|q  dei|l  ^i^h  it  ^8  they 


like  now.  That  really  was  and  is  the 
sole  intention  of  this  clause.  It  might, 
perhaps,  quite  as  efficiently  have  run — 
"  Bequests  made  to  the  nation,"  or  "  pro- 
perty passing  to  the  nation  by  bequest." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  quite  aware 
that  that  is  the  intention,  and  the  Go- 
vernment have  been  fulfilling  their 
promise  in  dealing  with  this  matter,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  an- 
swered my  question.  Perhaps  the  Law 
Officer  will  answer  it.  It  is  whether 
the  introduction  of  the  words  "the 
Crown,"  either  by  accident  or  by  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  in 
this  particular  clause,  would  in  any  way 
alter  the  incidence  of  the  Death  Duties 
upon  any  member  of  the  Royal  Family. 
It  is  a  matter  of  some  importance.  I 
give  no  opinion  as  to  whether  it  ought 
to  be  done  or  not,  but  I  am  clear  upon 
this  point,  that  it  ought  not  to  be  done 
by  a  sidewind  or  accidentally,  without 
the  deliberate  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  am  sure  the  Chancellor 
of  th3  Exchequer  will  agree  with  that, 
and  therefore  I  wish  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  the  introduction  of  the 
words  exempting  the  Crown  in  this 
clause  would  change  the  incidence  of  the 
Death  Duties  upon  Members  of  the  Royal 
Family  as  compared  with  the  existing 
law.  I  can  assure  the  right  boa.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  that  there  is  no  contro- 
versial point  in  what  I  raise,  but  it 
would  be  most  undesirable  that  any 
change  in  the  Death  Duties  should  be 
effected  without  the  distinct  understand- 
ing of  the  House.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
suggestcl  that  the  substitution  of  the 
word  "Crown"  for  "Royal  Family" 
would  make  a  considerable  difference. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  wish  to  answer 
this  question  in  substance.  First  of  alU 
supposing  that  there  were  no  such  clause 
OS  this,  there  is  nothing  that  I  ever  heard 
of,  or  remember,  to  exempt  any  member 
of  the  Royal  Family,  other  than  the 
reigning  Sovereign.  It  would  hare  to 
be  paid  by  them.  This  clause  does  not 
alter  the  law  in  regard  to  Estate  Duty, 
because  it  only  expresses  what,  in  the 
absence  of  the  words,  would  be  the  law. 
The  exemptions  which  the  Royal  Family 
can  claim  are  by  virtue  of  the  Legacy 
Duty  Act,  and  this  clause  has  nothing  to 
do  with  that  Act,  and  it  does  not  alter 
or  exempt  from  Legacy  Duty  at  all.  So 
the  result  is  that  this  does  not  provide 

for  ftuy  exemption  from  the  pow  G»taie 


i 


651 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


652 


Duty  for  members  of  the  Royal  Family 
other  than  the  reigning  Sovereign.  But  it 
Joes  not  take  away  from  any  members  of 
the  Royal  Family  any  exemptions  that 
they  now  have.  I  think  I  ought  to  say 
that  the  Crown  does  mean  the  reigning 
Sovereign. 

•Sir M.  HICKS-BEACH:  I  would  pro- 
pose as  an  Amendment,  before  that  of  my 
hon.Friend,  to  leave  out  the  word  "Crown," 
because  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  distinctly  stated  that  the  clause  as  it 
now  stands  does  not  carry  out  the  inten- 
tion which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  just  declared  was  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
desu'e  of  the  hon.  Member  for  White- 
chapel,  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man assented,  was  that  a  gift  to  the 
nation  should  be  free  from  Estate  Duty, 
while  I  understand  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  that  would  not 
be  carried  out  by  the  words  of  the  clause. 
Therefore  it  is  perfectly  obvious  some 
other  word  should  be  added.  I  beg  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  word  "  Crown." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  we 
had  better  omit  the  clause.  J  have 
always  been  very  much  in  favour 
in  framing  an  Act  of  Parliament  of  say- 
ing exactly  what  the  meaning  of  a 
phrase  was.  Therefore  what  I  suggest 
DOW  is  to  witlidraw  Sub-section  2,  and 
put  it  in  a  difierent  form  upon  Report. 
I  think  that  would  be  the  best  way  of 
dealing  with  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  It  is  proposed  to 
leave  out  Sub-section  2.  The  Question 
is,  "  That  Sub-section  2  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Upon  this 
I  would  venture  to  repeat  to  the  Com- 
mittee what  I  said  when  this  matter  was 
previously  under  discussion.  I  think 
the  right  ^hou.  Gentleman  will  find  that 
he  is  only  at  the  beginning  of  the  diffi- 
culty. I  am  certain,  from  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  that  there  was  many 
Members  of  this  House  who  will  not  be 
content  to  exempt  property  passing  to  the 
nation  or  to  an  Institution  wholly  main- 
tained out  of  monies  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  not  to  extend  that  exemption 
to  property  passing  to  Municipalities  for 
local  benefit 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  will  con- 
sider whether  we  cannot  put  our  proposal 
in  some  more  intelligible  form,  aud  one 
which  would  be  less  open  to  criticism 
than  the  sub-section  as  it  stands. 

Sir  J".  Righy 


•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
would  like  to  point  out  that  at  present 
all  the  Royal  Family  were  exempted  from 
Legacy  and  Succession  Duty,  and  the 
Sovereign  personally  was  exempted  from 
Probate  Duty,  but  they  merged  the 
Legacy  and  Succession  Duty  of  1  per  cent, 
in  the  Estate  Duty,  and  they  merged  the 
Probate  Duty,  and  if  they  left  it 
as  it  was  without  any  exemption  the 
effect  would  he  to  remove  the  exemption 
from  Probate  Duty  which  the  Sovereign 
now  enjoyed.  He  only  wished  that  that 
might  be  kept  in  mind  in  case  any 
new  clause  were  brought  up. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  that  as  he  Imd 
an  Amendment  to  include  local  rates,  he 
would  like  to  guard  himnclf  respecting 
any  fresh  clause.  It  socmod  to  him  that 
all  property  given  to  the  country,  whe- 
ther in  London  or  in  the  villages,  should 
be  exempted,  as  it  was  most  desirable  to 
encourage  donations  to  all  parts  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think 
everybody  will  recognise  the  conciliatory 
spirit  which  has  been  shown  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  this 
Debate,  and  they  will  also  sympathise 
with  him  in  the  difficulty  in  which  he  is 
placed.  My  right  hon.  Friend  near  me, 
the  Member  for  Bristol,  I  think  takes  a 
severe  view  of  these  bequests,  and  doeH 
not  wish  any  relief  to  be  given  to  them  at 
all ;  on  the  other  hand,  there  are  a  good 
many  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and,  I  think,  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  who  say,  with  some  justice, 
that  if  money  is  left  for  public  purposes 
to  the  nation  as  a  whole,  it  shall  not  pay 
duty,  but  should  pay  duty  when  loft  as  a 
fraction,  such  as  in  the  case  of  some 
Municipality  or  Institution.  That  being 
the  position  in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  finds  himself,  I  cannot  blame 
him  for  desiring  to  postpone  the  full  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject  until  Report,  though 
I  hope  he  will  not  then  take  the  negative 
attitude  recommended  by  some  authorities, 
but  will  deal  to  some  extent  with  this 
problem.  I  certainly  shall  not  resist  the 
Amendment  which  he  has  proposed, 
which  is  that  this  sub-section  be  now 
omitted,  on  the  understMiding  that  it  be 
brought  up  again  on  Report.  I  think  the 
Government  have  a  perfect  right  to  do 
that  if  they  choose. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  said,  that  when  (his 
matter  was  brought  before  the  Hooso  by 
the  hon.  Member  for   Whitechapel,  he 
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▼eotarcd  to  put  in  a  claim  for  MiiDici- 
|mlitie>s  '^d<1  ^*i  wislied  uow  to  prean 
ptruogly  upon  the  Chaucdlor  of  the 
Kxchequer  the  reasonable  claims  of  Local 
Bodies  to  have  the  duty  on  any  works  of 
Art  that  might  be  left  to  them  remitted. 
There  could  be  no  question  that  one  of 
tho  greatest  improvements  to  the  condi- 
tious  of  provincial  life  was  the  erection 
of  Art  Galleries,  Museums,  and  such 
local  public  Institutions,  and  to  place 
•aeh  at  a  disadvantage  in  regard  to  be- 
qoodtB  as  oompared  with  National  Insti- 
tutions would,  he  feared,  be  to  check  the 
Iperierositj  of  donors  in  this  direction. 
When  this  matter  came  up  for  considera- 
tion on  the  Report  stage  he  hoped  the 
Cbancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  give 
farourable  attention  to  tho  claims  of 
local  Institutions. 

Mm.  TOMLINSON  reminded  the 
Committee  of  one  class  of  Institutions  to 
which  reference  had  not  been  made,  lu- 
»titutions  of  an  educational  character — 
Uoiversities  and  Colleges.  Surely  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
wi«h  to  subject  to  Estate  Duty  a  valu- 
able library  bequeathed  to  an  Institution 
oi  Ms  kind  ? 

Amendment  (/Vr.  Gibson  Rowles\ 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

QoestioD,  *^  That  Sub-section  2  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,^*  put,  and  negatived. 

ILwu  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :    I  desire  to 

sahmit  an  Amendment  in  the  form  of  a 

iM*w   sub-section.     I   have  given  a  copy 

to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  runs 

in  theM  terms — 

**  Property  paMiaff  to  any  Institation  maia- 
taanl  fur  a  public  purpose  shall  not  l)c 
^srreitatcxl '* 

— this   is   the  easence   of   the   Amond- 

■tent — 

"UiaII  not  l)c  ai^grcgatcd  with  tho  n^t  of 
xhm  property  paraiox  on  the  death  of  the 
dercafeuL" 

I  do  not  think  this  needs  long  explana- 
tion :  its  object  will  be  apparent.  It  will 
he  ohaerred  that  it  does  not  relieve  pro- 
perty passing  to  Museums  and  other 
Iiwtitutions  from  duty  ;  the  duty  must  be 
paid,  bat  not  after  aggregation  with  the 
re«t  of  the  property  of  the  deceasetl. 
The  equity  of  the  proposal  is  obvious  on 
the  twr^  of  it,  but  I  will  give  one  case  by 
way  of  tllnstration  which  will  make  the 
matter  quite  clear  to  the  Committee. 
Suppose  a  man  is  the  possessor  of  a  largo 
amount  of  ousottled  property  and  a  small 
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amount  of  settled  property  over  the  dis- 
posal of  which  he  has  no  control ;  and 
suppose   he,    following    bad   examples, 
takes   a  course  not  without  precedents 
and  quarrels  with  his  heir.  He  is  obliged 
to  leave  the  small  amount  of  settled  pro- 
perty to  his  heirs,  but  he  leaves  the  large 
amount    of    unsettled    property  ito    the 
nearest  Hospital  or  Museum.    Now,  what 
is  the  position  of  the  unfortunate  heir  ? 
He  not  only  has  to  pay  Estate  Duty  on 
the  amount  of  property  he  receives,  but 
he  has  to  pay  duty  on  the  whole  amount 
of  the  property,  only  a  small  fraction  of 
which  comes  to  him,  the  rest  of  it  being 
deliberately  left  away  from  him  because 
he  happens  to  have  quarrelled  with  his 
predecessor.      Nobody  can  say    this    is 
equitable.     If  you   wish  public  Institu- 
tions to  pay  Succession  Duty    on    pro- 
perty they  receive  by  bequest  let  that  l)e 
so«  but  do  not  make  the  unfortunate  heir 
pay  on  the  small  amount  of  settled  pro- 
perty  he  gets,  and  also  the  Estate  Duty 
on  tho  mucli  larger  amount  of  property 
going  to  the  public  Institution.     I  give 
this  one  ease,  which  perluikps  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  realised,  and   of  course 
there  is  the  other  case,  in  which  a  man,  to 
spite  the    heir  of  the  settled   property, 
might    leave  the  remainder  of  the  pro- 
perty to  an  individual  instead  of  to  an 
Institution  ;  but,  taking  this  commoner 
case,  is  it  not  a  fair  concession  to  make, 
is   it  not  a  fair    encouragement  of  the 
liberality  of  individuals  towards  public  In- 
stitutions to  say  that  when  they  thus  be- 
queathed property  it  shall  not  t)e  subject 
to  aggregation  for  purposes  of  duty  with 
tho  rest  of  tlieir  estate  ?     It  is  open  to 
argument  whether  we  should  grant  any 
great  concession  in  tho  way  of  tliminution 
of   taxation    to  property   loft  for  public 
purposes  ;  but  I  do  think  that  this  new 
principle  of  aggregation,  now  introduced 
for  the  first  time  into  our  dscal  system, 
should    not    be  used  as  au  engine   for 
checking  liberality   which   would  other- 
wise be  exerciscil.  A  rich  man  might  leave 
£100,000  to  a  public  Institution  if   he 
knew  that  the  public  Institution  would 
pay  duty  upon   that,  and  that   his  heir 
would    pay   only   upon    the   amount   he 
received.     But  when  he  knows  that  his 
heir  will  have  to  pay  taxation  on  the 
whole  of  his  aggregated  property,  he  will 
natumlly   think  twice  before  he    makes 
that  use  of  his  power  of  leaving  money 
to  a  public  Institution  or  for  public  pur- 
lK)8es.     I  think  the  Amendment   is  con- 
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ceived  in  a  not  UDreasooable  spirit,  and, 
without  dwelliog  on  it  further,  I  hope  the 
GoYernment  maj  see  their  way  to  ac- 
cepting it. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  at  the 
end  of  the  Clause,  as  a  new  sub- 
section— 

"  Property  passing  to  any  Institution  main- 
tained for  a  public  purpose  shall  not  be  aggre- 
gated with  the  rest  of  the  property  passing  on 
the  death  of  the  deoea8ed."--(Jl^r.  A.  J, 
Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  This  opens 
up  a  new  point  of  view  altogether.  I 
should  like  to  have  time  to  consider  how 
it  will  affect  the  principle  of  aggregation 
before  I  accept  it.  I  am  quite  willing 
to  take  into  consideration  the  point  of 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman — which 
is  not  nn reasonable— and  what  it  may 
involve.  What  I  feel  about  all  these 
questions  in  regard  to  the  distinction  of 
portions  of  property  is,  the  more  we  in- 
troduce the  question  who  are  the  bene- 
ficiaries the  more  we  detract  from  the 
principle  of  aggregation.  There  is  a  line 
of  Pope's — 

**  Die  and  endow  a  College  or  a  cat." 
Now  I  do  not  know  how  far  the  cat  may 
come  under  the  definition  of  person  or 
individual,  and,  as  I  say,  I  must  consider 
how  far  this  or  any  proposal  will  affect 
the  principle  of  aggregation.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  his 
Amendment  to-night ;  but  we  will  take 
it  into  consideration  and  see  what  we  can 
do  with  it  at  a  later  stage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  take  some 
blame  to  myself,  and  do  feel  that  I  have 
somewhat  taken  the  Government  at  a 
disadvantage  in  proposing  this  Amend- 
ment at  such  a  short  notice.  I  can  only 
say  in  palliation  of  my  offence  that  I  did 
raise  the  point  in  Debate  at  an  earlier 
stage.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
desire  that  I  shonld  withdraw  it  now  in 
order  that  it  may  be  considered  on 
Report  ?     I  will  take  any  course  he  likes. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  propose  to 
reconsider  the  section  altogether  and 
bring  it  up  in  another  form,  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  move  this 
or  any  other  Amendment, 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
ppon  Monday  next. 

Mr.  4.  J.  Balfour  .^  - 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL.— (No.  286.) 
As  amended,  considered  ;    to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.— (No.  257.) 
As  amended,  considered;   to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  4)  BILL.— <No.  275.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed] ;  Report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Cockenzie  Fishery  Provisional  Order 
Bill. 

COLONIAL  OFFICERS  (LEAVE  OP 
ABSENCE)    BILL    [ior<i#].— (No.  295.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without   Amendment ;     read    the   third 
time,  and  passed. 

SEA   FISHERIES  (SHELL  FISH)  BILL. 

(No.  274.) 

Considered  in*  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

MERCHANDISE    MARKS    ACTS   (1887   AlCD 

1891)   AMENDMENT   (cUTLERT)   BILL. 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act  (1887  and  1891)  Amendment 
(Cutlery)  Bill  was  nominated  of,— Mr.  Albert 
Bright,  Mr.  Bart,  Mr.  Crosfield,  Baron  Henrj' 
de  Worms,  Mr.  Edwards,  Mr.  Heath,  llr. 
lAwrence,  Sir  Leonard  Lyell,  Mr.  Walter 
McLaren,  Mr.  Scott  Montagu,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Mr. 
Brooke  Robinson,  and  Mr.  James  Rowlandis. 

Onlered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. — ( Jfr.  71 
E,  mils.) 

RETIRED   SOLDIERS^   AND   SAILORS* 
EMPLOYMENT. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Pickeragill  and  ViMonnt 
Wolmer  be  added  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Retired  Soldiers*  and  Sailors*  BmplojmenU-^ 
(.Vr.  T.  K  Ellu,) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  after 
Twelve  o*clocl^  till  Monday  ii«j(t^ 
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Jhe  Queen^s  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  Tuesday  last,  reported  by  the  Lord 
Steward  (^f.  Breadalbane)  h»  follows  : 

I  thank  yon  sincerely  for  your  loyal  and 
dntifnl  AddretM. 

I  share  the  deep  norrow  and  indifrnation 
vhich  you  have  exproMed  at  the  aasasBination 
uf  the  President  of  the  French  Republic 

1  shall  take  care  to  conTev  to  the  French 
Qorernment  the  abhorrence  which,  in  common 
with  myielf,  you  feel  at  this  detetitable  crime, 
tnd  the  srmpathy  which  it  has  called  forth  for 
the  Family  of  the  Ute  President,  and  also  for 
the  Government  and  People  of  France. 

THEIR  ROVAL  HIGHKBS8E8  THE  DUKE 
AND  DUCHESS  OF  YORK. 

The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  Thursday  last,  reported  by  the  Lord 
Steward  {M.  Breadalbane)  as  follows  : 

Your  loyal  and  dutiful  Address  on  the 
fvcaiion  of  the  birth  of  the  Prince,  my  great- 
paodson,  gives  me  sincere  satiaf action  ;  and  I 
thank  you  for  the  renewed  assurance  of  your 
loyal  affection  towards  my  Person  and  Family. 

Address  and  Answer  to  be  printed  and 
pablisbed.     (No.  UO.) 

PISTOLS  BILL.-<No.  40.) 
THIRD    READING. 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order). 

The  Earl  or  CHESTERFIELD 
nid,  he  had  several  Amendments  to 
propose.  The  first,  in  Clause  I,  to 
transpose  the  words  ** yeomanry"  and 
"  volunteer/*  was  merely  formal. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  or  CHESTERFIELD 
moved,  in  Clause  3,  an  Amendment  to 
enable  midshipmen  and  other  officers 
below  the  age  of  18  to  carry  pistols  when 
CD  duty.  This  point  had  been  brought 
forward  and  discussed  in  Committee. 

Moved,  in  CUuse  3,  page  3,  line  11, 
after  (<«  pistol  *')  to  insert- 
er* nnle»  he  is  in  the  naval,  militarv,  yeo- 
manry,  or  Tolunt«er  service  of  Her  Majesty, 
and  b  carrying  the  piitol  in  the  performance  of 
bis  duty  or  when  engaged  in  taivet  practioc.**— 
{Jkt  Ah  tf  CImterfiM.') 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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The    Earl   of    CHESTERFIELD 

said,  the  next,  in  line  12,  to  leave   out 

"or  she,"  was  formal,  those  words  being 

unnecessary  under  the  Interpretation  Act 
of  1889,  by  which  words  implying  the 
masculine  included  the  feminine  gender. 
Another  Amendment,  in  Clause  4,  for 
transposing  words  was  consequential. 
The  object  of  the  next,  in  Clause  8,  was 
to  define  the  meaning  of  '*  chief  officer  of 
police  in  Scotland." 

Moved,  in  Claiise  8,  page  4,  line  21,  to 
leave  out  from  (^  and  ")  to  the  end  of  the 
clause  and  insert — 

("  *  conndl  of  a  city  or  Iwrough '  the  town 
council  or  police  oommii«sioncn«,  and  *  chief 
officer  of  police  *  shall  mean  the  chief  officer  of 
police  as  (leflncd  in  the  third  schedule  to  the 
Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1890.") 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD 
moved,  in  Clause  9,  page  4,  line  24,  after 
("  constabulary  ")  to  insert — 

('*  the  expression  *  chief  officer  of  {)olice '  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  in  the  Explosives 
Act,  I87r>,  subject  to  the  change  of  designation 
mentioned  in  section  twelve  of  the  Oonsta- 
buUry  and  Police  (IreUnd)  Act,  18»3.") 

The  Marqi  E8«  of  vSALISBURY  : 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  will,  by  this 
Amendment,  beat  the  record  in  the  con- 
struction of  a  Reference  Clause.  I  can, 
of  course,  quite  understand  the  object  of 
a  Reference  Clause  in  legislation ;  it  is 
to  enable  Bills  to  pass  the  House  of 
Commons.  But  I  understand  this  Bill 
has  passed  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  Earl  ok  CHESTERFIELD: 
No  ;  tliis  Bill  has  not  passed  the  House 
of  Commons. 

The  Marquess  ok  SALISBURY  : 

Then,  of  course,  it  may  be  necessary ; 

but  it  would  be  more  satisfactory,  I  think, 

if  the  meaning  of  the  expression  in  the 
Explosives  Act,  1875,  and  the  change  of 
designation  in  the  Constabulary  and 
Police  (Ireland)  Act,  1883,  were  put 
into  the  Bill,  because  this  is  a  Bill  for 
all  kinds  of  unlearned  persons,  those 
under  age,  peasants  in  Ireland,  and  others; 
and  I  am  afraid  they  will  find  some  diffi- 
culty in  deciphering  the  strange  enigmas 
which  the  draftsman  has  put  into  the 
Bill.  Even  at  the  risk  of  making  it  more 
difficult  for  the  Bill  to  pass  the  House 
of  Commons,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
if  it  were  drawn  in  ordinary  English. 
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Thb  lord  chancellor  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  think  "that  Act"  is 
some  other  Act.  It  is  taken  from  the 
gun*licen8ing  clause,  which  provides  that 
licences  obtained  under  that  Act  shall 
not  entitle  the  person  to  carry  arms 
where  there  is  a  law  forbidding  it.  This 
is  a  provision  where  persons  are  not 
entitled  to  cany  arms. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Would 
the  substitution  of  "such  other**  for 
"  that "  meet  the  difficulty  ? 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  : 
I  think  it  would  be  more  lucid. 

Moved,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  that," 
and  insert  "  such  other." 


The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
bert)  :  The  noble  Marquess  raises  rather 
a  large  question  by  that  last  sentence.  I 
never  knew  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  intended  to  be  a  portion  of  popular 
literature  at  all.  The  noble  Marquess 
has,  I  think,  not  only  mistaken  the  object 
but  has  forgotten  the  origin  of  this  Bill. 
It  is  the  wastrel  and  derelict  child  of 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley — I  think  the 
noble  Marquess  must  remember  the  some- 
what melodramatic  introduction  of  the 
Bill  in  this  House  ;  but  it  has  been  en* 
tirely  changed  in  Committee.  Does 
the  noble  Marquess  desire  to  stop  the 
Bill? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  I 
only  meant  to  offer  my  protest  against  a 
practice  which  is  growing,  and  is  really 
making  Bills  more  hopelesslv  unintelli- 
gible than  they  used  to  be.  6ut  I  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  that  it  is  perhaps 
, hardly  worth  while  stopping  the  Bill 
now. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  I  would  only 
add  that  I  have  repeatedly  made  that 
protest  sitting  in  another  part  of  the 
House,  but  I  do  not  think  I  ever  remem- 
ber a  Bill  so  extravagant  in  its  reference 
as  the  present  one.  It  really  seems  as  if 
some  person  had  been  trying  to  discover 
some  mode  of  rendering  the  Bill  abso- 
lutely unintelligible. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschbll)  :  This  clause  was,  I  believe, 
inserted  in  the  Irish  Office. 

A  noble  Lord:  That  may  account 
for  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD 
moved,  after  Clause  10,  to  insert  as  a  new 
clause — 

"  No  licence,  authority,  or  permifision  granted 
under  this  Act  shall  entitle  any  person  to  use, 
carry,  or  have  in  his  custody  or  possession  any 
fire-arm  in  any  part  of  the  Umted  Kingdom 
where  that  person  is  by  any  other  Act  for  the 
time  being  in  force  forbidden  to  use,  carry,  or 
have  in  his  custody  or  possession  any  fire-arm, 
or  shall  entitle  that  person  to  use,  carry,  or  hare 
in  his  custody  or  possession  any  fir&4inn  unless 
he  has  obtained  a  licence  or  permission  so  to  do 
from  some  authority  empowered  by  that  Act  to 
grant  such  licence  or  permission.** 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
May  I  ask  what  "  that  Act  **  means  ? 


Amendment  agreed  to. 
Privilege  Amendments  agreed  to. 
Bill  passed,  and  t>ent  to  the  Commons . 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (POOR  LAW)  BILL.— (No.  96.) 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  the 
opposition  thereto  having  been  with- 
drawn ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table  ;  The  orders  made  on  the  18th 
instant  and  Tuesday  last  discharged  ; 
and  Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

COLONIAL  OFFICERS  (LEAVE 
OF  ABSENCE)  BILL  rH.L.].-(No.  25.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to. 

TBAMWAY8     ORDERS     CONFIRMATION 
(No.  1)  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.  4S.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order) ;  further  Amendments  made,  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

TRAMWAYS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  f  H.L.]. 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived  :  The  Report  <h 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL   ORDERS  (No.  IS)    BILL. 

(No.  129.) 
House   in    Committee   (according    to 
Order)  :    Bill  reported  without  Anoeod- 
ment :    Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To*morrow. 
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LOCAL    OOVERNMBNT    (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL    ORDER    (Na    12)    BILU 

(No.  117.) 

R«ad  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
paMod. 

WILD  BIRDS  PROTECTION  ACT   (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

MSRCHAKDISB  MARKS  (PROSBCU- 
TI0N8)  BILL.— (No.  133.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

SEA  FISHERIES    (SHELL  FISH)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1% 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  141.) 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  4)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read  1* ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  142.) 

House  adjouraed  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o*clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday^  2nd  July  1894. 


PRIVATE     BUSINESS. 


CARDIFF  CORPORATION  BILL    (fty 

Order), 

CONSIDERATION. 

Aa  amended,  conaidered. 

•Mb,  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
nid,  that  in  moTing  the  first  of  a  aoiea 
of  new  eiaoaaa  of  which  he  had  given 
DOtioe,  he  might  point  out  that  hit  object 
WM  the  pTDliMtkHi  of  the  intereats  of  the 
ooanaooen  of  Cantref ;  although  he 
night  be  tdd  that  those  commoners 
hf&ud  before  the  Police  and  Sani- 
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tarj  Committee,  his  reply  was  that  thej 
were  not  fully   heard.     They  had  met 
with  Tory  harsh  treatment  at  the  hands 
of    the    Cardiff    Corporation,  who  had 
alleged  that,  and  acted  as  if  the    com- 
moners had  no  rights  at  all.     Everybody 
but     these  poor    commoners  had    beeu 
protected.     In  the  first  place,  the  lord  of 
the  manor  had  been  squared  or  settled 
with,  and  bad  no  doubt  got  a  good  sum  of 
money   or    pther    consideration   for  his 
rights  ;  other  large  landowners  like  Lord 
Bute  and  Lord   Windsor  had  had  their 
interests  protected,  and  so  had  such  bodies 
as  the  Bute  Dock  Company,  the  Glamor- 
gan  Canal   Company,    and    the    Great 
Western  Railway  Company.     But  the 
poor  commoners,  many  of  whom  were  in 
such  humble  circumstances  that  they  were 
not  even  able  to  sign  their  names,  were 
left  out  in  the  cold.      It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  when  the  reservoir  re- 
quired   by    the   Corporation    had   been 
built   the    land   used    for    the    railway 
would   be  available  for  the  commoners, 
but  everyone    knew    that   such    state# 
ments    by    counsel    and   witnesses    be- 
fore a  Committee  were  worth  nothing, 
and   that  to  ensure  protection  a  clause 
giving  it  should  be  embodied  in  the  Bill 
itself.     As  long  ago  as  December,  1893, 
the  Cardiff  Corporation  took  possession  of 
the  10  acres  of  this  common,  although 
they  had  no  right  to  do  so  ;  in  fact,  they 
stole,  and  their  principal  witnesses  before 
the  Committee  admitted  that  they  had 
taken  the  Und  and  meant  to  keep  it. 
One  would  have  imagined  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  would 
have  refused  to  listen  to  people  of  that  sort, 
and  would  have  thrown  out  the  Bill.  Cer- 
tainly the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  did 
rebuke  them  by  saying  that  he  wondered 
they  had  come  to  Parliament  at  all ;  but 
the  Bill  was  allowed  to  pass  all  the  same. 
He  notioed  in  a  Paper  circulated  that 
morning  that  the  Corporation  promised, 
when  the  railway  was  made,  to  restore 
whatever  was  left  of  the  four  acres  which 
they  still  retained  of  the  10  of  which 
they  originally  put   in   the  Bill,  and  if 
that    were    a     truthful    statement,    he 
thought    they     would    at    once    agree 
to  the  clause  he  was  about  to  propose. 
He  eon  Id   not    understand   the   ground 
on  whioh  they  claimed  a  right  to  keep 
the  land.    They  might  say  that  the  com- 
moners would   be  paid  for  any  privi- 
leges of  whioh  they  were  deprived,  but 
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not  want  compousatioD  ;  all  they  desired 
was  that  as  soon  as  the  reservoir  was 
built  the  land  shonld  be  given  up  to 
them  for  grazing  and  other  purposes. 
This  was  a  case  of  land-grabbing  bj  a 
wealthy  Corporation,  which  had  been 
able  to  square  the  lord  of  the  manor. 
He  begged  to  move  the  first  of  the  new 
clauses  standing  in  his  name. 

New  Clause — 

(For  the  protection  of  the  commoners  of  the 
parish  of  Cantref.) 

"  The  land,  part  of  the  common  lands  of  the 
parish  of  Cantref,  taken  for  the  making  of  the 
railway  between  Nos.  1  and  2  Reservoirs,  shall 
be  only  taken  temporarily,  and  shall  not  be 
fenced  ;  and  as  soon  as  No.  1  Reservoir  is  com- 
pleted  the  railway  shall  be  entirely  removed, 
and  the  surface  of  the  common  lands  restored 
as  far  as  possible  to  its  original  condition." — 
(J/r.  A,  C,  Morton.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
HThat  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

•Sir  E.  J.  REED  (CardiflT)  said,  his 
task  bad  been  rendered  rather  difficult  by 
the  extraordinarv  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  raised  this  question, 
and  by  his  allegation  that  a  Committee 
of  that  House  bad  refused  to  protect  the 
interests   of    commoners,  while  looking 
after  those  of  everybody  else.     He  had 
told  them  that  Lord  Tredegar  had  been 
squared  and  that  the  Marquess  of  Bute 
and  other  landowners  had  been  settled 
with.    Well,  it  was  a  fact  that  the  Cardiff 
Corporation  had  settled  with  those  gen- 
tlemen, and  it  was  equally  a  fact  that  in 
the  same  way  they  sought  to  settle  with 
the  commoners.     The  hon.  Member  had 
virtuously  professed  to  the  House  that 
the  commoners  did  not  require  any  com- 
pensation ;  but  if  they  had  not  demanded 
an  exorbitant  and  ridiculous  sum  in  the 
first   instance,  this  matter  would  never 
have  come  before  the  House.     The  four 
acres  of  land  to  which  this  Bill  referred 
were  situated  between  the  two  Corpora- 
tion  reservoirs.     Much   had   been   said 
about  the  Corporation  having  violently 
appropriated  the  land  ;   but  he  remem- 
bered  being   at   the   opening  of   No.  1 
Reservoir,    and    it    was    then    thought 
by   the  authorities  that  that  would  be 
sufficient  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
town  for  some  years.     Bat  the  growth 
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he  was  instructed  to  say  that  they  did  |  of  Cardiff  had  since  been  so  enormouslj 

rapid  and  the  increase  of  population  so 
large  that  a  second  reservoir  had  become 
necessary,  and  it  was  to  facilitate  it«  con- 
struction that  the  railroad  was  needed. 
Cantref  Commons  contained  in  all  2,615 
acres,  and  all  this  fuss  was  being  created 
over  a  strip  of  four  acres.  Originally  it 
was  proposed  to  take  10  acres,  and  for 
their  grazing  rights  on  that  quantity  the 
commoners  asked  £3,000.  For  the  rights- 
on  four  acres  they  demanded  £760,  and 
if  this  price  was  applied  to  the  whole^ 
common  it  would  give  the  value  of  those 
rights  at  the  modest  figure  of  £1,960,000. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  But  this  bit 
of  railway  would  cut  the  common  in 
two. 

*SiR  £.  J.  REED  denied  that,  and  said 
theaccepted  demand  of  the  commoners  was 
that  there  should  be  no  fence,  while  when 
the  Corporation  had  no  further  use  for 
the  land  they  would  take  up  the  line. 
The  Corporation  felt  that  they  ought  for 
future  purposes  to  retain  possession  of 
this  land,  but  they  were  prepared  to  allow 
the  commoners  to  have  the  fullest  use  of 
it.  The  commoners  would  suffer  no  real 
injury,  and  he  therefore  thought  it  was 
straining  the  sense  and  judgment  and  the 
procedure  of  the  House  to  seek  to  inter- 
fere with  a  measure  which  had  been  so  care- 
fully considered  and  settled  by  a  Com- 
mittee. It  was  not  likely  that  a  body 
composed  as  the  Committee  was  would 
have  failed  to  protect  the  linterest  of  the 
commoners.  They  had  done  all  that  was 
necessary,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
reject  the  hon.  Member^s  proposal. 

Mr.    W.    long    (Liverpool,    West 
Derby)  said,  he  happened  to  be  CbairmaD 
of  the  Committee  before  whom  the  Bill 
was  heard,  and  as  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  various  sweeping  allegations  as  to 
the  conduct  of  that  Committee,  he  must 
ask  leave  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  sub- 
ject.    The  inquiry  into  the  Bill  was  a 
long  and  complicated  one,  and  it  was  a 
fact   that   the   Committee  came  to    the 
conclusion  that  the  Corporation  of  CardiflT 
had  acted  in  a  high-handed  way  at  the 
commencement  of  its  operations  iu  this 
matter.     They  were  on  that  account  the 
more  anxious  to  consider  the  case  of  the 
commoners,  and  to  do  all  they  could  to 
meet  it.  That  case  ocenpied  the  attentioa 
of  the  Committee  for  several  days»  aad 
eventually  they  inserted  a  proviso  which 
he  believed  protected  the  commoaert  from 
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evarjr  injur/  that  conld  podsibi  v  be  done 
to  them  under  the  Bill.     Of  conrse,  as 
the  Cardiff    Water   Supply   was   being 
taken  from  that  source,  it  was  out  of  the 
qoettion  to  allow  sheep  washing  or  any- 
thing else  likelj  to  contaminate  the  water, 
hot  ample  provision  was  made  to  com- 
pensate  the  commoners  for  the  loss  of 
drinking  and  washing  places,  and  for  any 
expense  they  might  be  put  to  in  taking 
their  sheep  longer  distances  for  washing 
parpoees.      The    Committee    gave    full 
consideration  to  this  Bill,  and  a  more  im- 
proper and  more  ridiculous  opposition  to 
a  measure  was  never  imposed  upon  the 
Honse.     While  the  Bill  was  under  con- 
sideration  the   hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton)  intimated 
to    him    h\9    intention    of    raising    the 
question  before  the  House.     He  did  not 
SQppoee   the   hon.   Member  iotended  by 
that  to  make  the  Committee  more  careful 
at  to  what  they  were  doing,  but  he  did 
say  it  was  a  poor  reward  to  the  Com- 
mittee, who  gave  up  so  much  time  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill,  if,  after  the  Bill 
had  been  wholly  and  patiently  considered, 
the  circumstances  were  to  be  reviewed  in 
this  partial  And  one-sided  way   in  this 
House,  and  the  House  was  to  be  asked 

00  evidence  of  that  character  to  reverse 
the  conclusions  deliberately  come  to. 
He  did  not  intend  to  take  np  the  time  of 
the  House,  but  he  ventured  to  express 
the  hope  that  the  House  would  arrive  at 
SQch  a  decided  decision  on  this  particular 
eUnse  that  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
consider  it  worth  while  to  take  the  matter 
farther  in  respect  to  the  other  clauses. 

•The  chairman  of  COMMIT- 
TEES (Mr.  Mkllor,  York,  W.R., 
Sowerby)  :    Under    the    circumstances, 

1  ought  not  to  allow  this  matter 
to  pass  without  saying  a*  word 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  now  l>efore  the 
House.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  this  is  an  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Committee  of 
the  House  which  has  inquired  into  the 
wbde  matter,  which  has  discussed  it  for 
a  ooosidorable  number  of  days,  and  which 
has  had  before  them  all  the  ueccssar}* 
BMUeriaLs  for  coming  to  a  decision  ;  and 
baving  heard  the  evidence  and  <liscussed 
the  matter ;  and  having,  as  anyone  may 
aee  who  takes  the  trouble  to  look  at  the 
Bill,  gi^eo  ample  compensation  to 
every  right  the  oommoners  possess, 
this  appeal  is  now  made  to  the  House  of 


Commons  to  reverse  the  decision  of 
the  Committee.  It  is  to  put,  as  I 
think  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
is  rignt  in  suggesting,  a  slight  upon  the 
Committee  in  respect  of  this  particular 
matter,  and  I  may  say  if  the  House 
allows  appeals  of  this  sort  to  be 
brought  into  the  House  from  the  decision 
of  the  Committees  which  are  carefully  se- 
lected, and  who  devote  a  great  deal  of 
time  to  the  discussion  of  tlese  Bills,  it 
will  be  fatal  to  the  good  conduct  of  th'e 
Private  Business  of  this  House.  I  think 
it  is  time  I  should  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  matter  of  Private  Bills, 
as  several  appeals  have  been  made  to  the 
House  from  Committees  lately.  What 
is  the  object  of  the  system  of  sending 
matters  of  inquiry  to  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees ?  It  is  because  you  cannot,  on 
eo: /MI r/f  statements  in  this  House,  come 
to  a  sound  and  just  conclusion  with  re- 
gard to  many  of  these  matters.  To  con- 
sider the  matter  properly  you  must  examine 
witnesses  so  as  to  go  into  the  questions 
in  detail,  and,  therefore,  so  far  as  regards 
matters  of  this  kind,  they  are  usually 
delegated  to  the  Committees,  and  I  must 
say,  upon  the  whole,  the  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Commons  have  done  their 
work  remarkably  well.  But  I  ought  to 
add  that  this  is  an  appeal  from  one  of  the 
strongest  Committees  of  the  House,  the 
Police  and  Sanitary  Committee,  which 
has  earned  the  gratitude  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  of  the  country  by  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  discharged 
their  important  and  heavy  duties.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  hope  the  House  will 
support  the  Committee.  I  am  afraid 
that  unless  these  Committees  are  sup- 
ported you  will  not  get  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  undertake  such 
duties,  knowing  that  very  probably  the 
decision  tiiey  come  to  will  be  appealed 
against. 

^Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York, 
W.K.,  Holmfirth),  as  a  Member  of 
the  Police  and  Sanitary  Committee, 
agreed  with  every  word  that  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
presided  over  that  Committee  as  to  the 
prejudice  that  was  created  in  their  minds 
by  the  manner  of  one  of  the  witnesses 
who  gave  evidence.  From  what  they  then 
thought  was  the  action  of  the  UardiflT 
Corporation  they  met,  it  might  almost 
be  said,  prejudiced  against  the  Cardiff 
Corporation,  and  they  Ibtened  with  the 
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greatest  care  and  with  a  special  desire  to 
guard  the  rights  of  these  comtnoDers.  He 
had  heeu  on  the  Comtnitiee  for  several 
years,  and  do  such  amount  of  time  was 
ever  before  given  to  such  an  inquiry.  He 
believed  that  the  Committee  gave  the 
commoners  all  they  were  fairly  entitled 
to,  and  that  there  was  no  ground  for  the 
suggestion  made  that  these  people  had 
suffered  or  were  likely  to  suffer  a  wrong 
under  the  Bill  as  passed  by  the  Committee 
upstairs,  and  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  support  the  Committee  in  the  view 
they  had  taken. 

•Sir  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  said,  he  wished  to  express  the 
satisfaction  with  which  he  had  heard  the 
remarks  that  had  fallen  from  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  Latterly  they 
had  been  brought  down  to  the  House  time 
after  time,  at  three  o'clock,  upon  com- 
paratively small  questions  relating  to  Pri- 
vate Bills,  though,  of  course,  they  might 
be  of  considerable  local  interest  and 
importance,  where  the  decisions  of  Com- 
mittees of  this  House  had  been  called 
into  question.  He  felt  certain  if  this 
House  attempted  to  review  the  working 
and  labours  of  Committees  they  would  get 
themselves  into  very  great  difficulty 
indeed.  The  House  was  a  most  improper 
tribunal  to  re-take  evidence,  as  it  were, 
on  the  ex  parte  statements  of  a  Member 
like  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton), 
who  no  doubt  in  this  case  took  up 
the  case  in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
moners, and  brought  it  before  the  House 
after  it  had  been  thoroughly  investigated 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House.  He 
would  warn  the  House  against  reviewing 
these  decisions  except  on  far  stronger 
evidence  than  that  which  had  been 
brought  before  them.  He  thought  they 
owed  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  dealt  with  the  question. 

Mr.  pODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said,  he 
was  desirous  of  saying  just  a  few  words 
upon  this  matter  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  House  in  reviewing  the 
decisions  of  Select  Committees.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  if  they  had  a  power 
to  review  these  decisions  it  was  their  duty 
to  do  so  whenever  a  case  was  made  out 
that  showed  the  decision  to  have  been  a 
hasty  or  wrong  decision.  Unless  it  was 
dearly  made  out  that  the  Committee  had 
done  wrong,  they  ought  not  to  reverse 
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the  decision  of  the  Committee ;  but  if  it 
was  made  out  that  the  Committee  had 
gone  wrong,  it  was  their  duty  to  deal  with 
the  matter,  and  they  should  then  be  bold 
enough  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  if  they  considered  it  advisable 
to  do  so.  Of  course,  he  knew  there  was 
very  great  difficulty  in  the  matter.  If 
the  Opposition  took  head  before  it  went 
to  a  Committee,  it  was  always  said,  ^^  Oh, 
let  it  go  before  the  Committee  and  thej 
will  deal  with  the  evidence,**  and  then 
when  it  came  back  to  the  House  it  was 
always  said,  "  The  Committee  has  dealt 
with  it,  and  as  they  have  heard  evidence 
and  fully  inquired  into  the  ease  you  must 
be  wrong  to  interfere  with  what  the 
Committee  has  done."  By  this  process 
the  House  would  strip  itself  of  all  power 
to  deal  with  these  matters  which  were 
the  subject  of  private  legislatiou.  He 
thought  tlie  true  view  to  take  was 
that  when  a  Committee  had  gone  wrong 
the  House  should  deal  with  the  matter, 
but  it  should  be  fully  made  out 
that  the  Committee  had  gone  wrong.  He 
protested  against  its  being  assumed  that 
it  was  a  slight  upon  the  Committee  ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  thought  that  every 
Member  of  the  Committee  would  agree 
that  if  the  Committee  had  gone  wrong 
that  their  decision  should  be  reversed. 
In  regard  to  this  particular  case,  he  un- 
derstood that,  without  having  any  actual 
right,  the  Cardiff  Corporation  had  laid 
down  these  railways  in  defiance  of  die 
rights  of  the  commoners,  the  law  being 
that  •  they  had  no  right  to  lay  them 
down  without  coming  to  terms  with  the 
commoners.  The  Chairman  told  them 
the  Committee  considered  carefully  this 
high-handed  Act,  ^nd  the  difficulty  was 
to  consider  what  was  the  precise  point 
they  were  disputing  about,  because  on 
the  one  hand  the  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  on  behalf  of  the  Corporation  said 
they  had  no  intention  of  keeping  the 
railway  on  the  land,  and  on  the  other  bis 
hon.  Friend  .the  Member  for  Peter- 
borough  (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton)  told  them 
all  he  desired  was  something  that  wonid 
bind  the  Corporation  to  take  away  the 
railway  as  soon  as  the  work  was  com- 
pleted. Under  those  ctrcumstanceii,  he 
should  have  thought  the  CorporatioQ 
would  have  given  the  pledge  asked  for. 
Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  he  distinctly 
stated  that  the  Corporation  had  given  the 
pledge  asked  for. 
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Mr.  DODD  said,  in  that  case  there 
ought  to  be  no  difficulty  in  lU  being 
embodied  in  the  Bill.  If  the  Corpora- 
tion had  not  been  guilty  of  thia  high- 
handed  proceeding  they  would  be  con- 
cent with  their  undertaking,  but,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  thought  the  House 
might  venture  to  ask  for  more  than  the 
undertaking.  For  that  reason  he  sup- 
ported the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough. Let  him  say  that  he  quite  un- 
derBtood  the  Chairman  of  the  Conmiittee 
when  he  said  they  had  given  great  care 
to  this  matter,  and  at  the  same  time  he 
fully  appreciated  the  meaning  of  the 
point  the  hon.  Member  used  with  regard 
to  the  arguments  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
moners being  unintelligible  and  not  put 
so  clearly  as  those  on  behalf  of  Lord 
Bote. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
referred  to  him,  but  he  said  nothing 
ftboni  the  kind  of  arguments  on  behalf  of 
Lord  Bute,  because  they  were  not  ad- 
dressed to  the  Committee,  being  settled 
oot  of  Court.  What  he  said  was  that 
the  views  of  the  commoners  were  not 
pat  before  them  in  a  way  that  it  was 
capable  for  them  to  understand  them. 

Mr.  DODD  regretted  that  he  had  mis- 
anderstood  the  hon.  Oentleman,  but  he 
thought  that  Lord  Bute's  name  was  men- 
tioned ;  be  was  much  obliged  for  the 
correction,  but  he  did  not  think  it  inter- 
fered with  his  argument,  which  was  that 
the  commoners  being  more  or  less  unedu- 
cated people,  they  did  not  seem  to  have 
conducted  their  case  with  the  same  skill 
that  it  would  have  been  conducted  by 
people  of  greater  influence. 

Mr.  W.  long  pointed  out  that  the 
commoners  did  not  appear  in  person,  but 
through  a  competent  and  able  counsel. 

Mr.  DODD  said,  that  that  being  so 
there  was  no  force  in  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  said  the 
Committee  did  not  understand  the  argu- 
ment of  the  commoners. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  interpose,  but  the  hon.  Member  was 
Biisrepreseiiiing  what  he  said.  What 
he  stated  was,  that  the  Committee 
listened  to  the  case  of  the  commoners 
with  the  utmost  patience,  but  that  it  was 
pit  before  them  in  a  manner  that  it  was 
oUBenh  to  understand  the  immediate 
^ft;  yet  so  anxious  were  they  on 
Mudf  of    the    commoners    that    they 


allowed  the  arguments  to  be  put  before 
them  at  great  length. 

Mr.  DODD  was  glad  to  hear  the  ex- 
planation that  the  Conunittee  did  even- 
tually understand  the  argument  that  was 
put  forward.  He  thought  this  was  one 
of  those  cases  where  they  were  able  to 
form  an  opinion  themselves,  and,  under 
thecircumstances,  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  say  that  the  railway  ought  to  be  taken 
away  on  the  completion  of  the  work. 

*SiR  £.  J.  REED  said,  it  was  not  a 
question  of  removing  the  railway,  but  of 
putting  the  laud  back  into  its  original 
condition. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  per- 
haps he  might  be  allowed  to  observe 
there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  about 
taking  the  railway  away,  if  there  had 
been  they  would  have  been  satisfied. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  39  ; 
Noes  163. — (Division  List,  No.  143.) 

•Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  in 
moving  the  second  Resolution  standing  in 

his  name  he  should  like  to  explain 

[Criei  of  "  Agreed  ! "]  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  agree  to  tne  Resolution  he 
would  sit  down.  Ho  would  like  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  saying  that  the  reason 
that  these  small  commoners  were  not  so 
ably  represented  before  the  Conunittee 
was  because  they  were  poor  men  and 
unable  to  And  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
pounds  to  fee  expensive  counsel.  He  ad- 
mitted they  were  not  strongly  represented 
before  the  Committee.  The  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  had  said  he  (Mr.  Morton) 
was  good  enough  to  inform  him  that  he 
intended  to  bring  this  matter  before  the 
House.  That  was  true,  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  told  them  what 
he  also  told  the  hon.  Member.  He  asked 
the  hon.  Member  to  get  the  Committee 
to  consider  theee  proposals,  and  the  hon. 
Member  told  him  they  would  consider 
them. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  he  did  not  know 
what  the  hon.  Member  was  referring  to, 
but  he  made  no  promise  of  any  sort  or 
kind,  and  he  never  saw  the  Amendments 
in  question  until  he  saw  them  to-day. 
He  did  not  know  what  on  earth  the  hon. 
Member  meant. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  main- 
tained that  the  hon.  Member  promised  the 
Committee  would  consider  the  Amend- 
ments if   they  were   placed  before  the 
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Committee,  and  that  thereupon  they  were 
printed  and  taken  to  the  Committee,  but 
the  Committee  afterwards  would  not  con- 
sider them.  He  was  astonished  to  hear 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  upbraiding 
him  (Mr.  Morton)  for  attempting  to  pre- 
sent the  poor  commoners*  case. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  is  now  moving  Clause 
No.  2  ;  he  cannot  go  over  the  whole 
statement  of  what  passed  in  Committee ; 
he  ought  to  limit  his  arguments  to  the 
particular  clause  he  now  moyes. 

•Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  quite 
understood  the  Speaker^s  ruling,  but  he 
thought  be  might  take  the  opportunity 
of  answering  the  scolding  they  had  got 
from  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
(Mr.  MeUor). 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in  Order  in 
discussing  other  matters. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  the  object 
of  the  clause  was  for  the  watering  of 
flocks,  herds,  and  stock.  Under  the  Act 
of  1884  the  Corporation,  in  respect  of 
No.  2  reservoir,  were  bound  to  provide 
compensation  water  to  the  extent  of 
of  3,000,000  gallons  in  every  24  hours— 
that  was  to  say,  they  were  to  run  that 
quantity  down  the  stream  ;  and  as  to  No.  3 
reservoir,  they  were  bound  to  allow  com- 
pensation water  to  the  extent  of  4,000,000 
gallons  in  every  24  hours.  When  they 
were  coming  to  Parliament  for  an  ease- 
ment they  should  allow  some  compensation 
water  for  the  use  of  the  flocks  and  herds 
of  these  commoners.  The  reply  of 
the  Corporation  was  that  there  would 
always  be  water  running  down.  In 
the  summer  months  there  would  be 
practically  no  water  running  between  the 
two  reservoirs.  He  thought  that  all 
those  who  were  interested,  whether  as 
commoners  or  otherwise,  had  a  right  to 
compensation  water.  The  Committee 
had  not  protected  their  interests  at  all, 
although  Parliament,  in  the  Act  of  1884, 
did  so  to  the  extent  he  had  mentioned. 

New  Clause — 
(For  the  watering  of  flocks,  herds,  and  stock.) 

*'2.  The  Corporation  shall  cause  to  flow  at  all 
times  from  No.  1  Reservoir  alopg  the  natural 
channel  of  the  River  Tafl,  through  the  oommoo 
lands,  in  a  oontinaoos  flow,  not  less  than  five 
hnndred  thousand  gallons  of  water  in  every  day 
of  twenty-four  hours,  for  the  watering  of  the 
flocks,  herds,  and  stock  graxing  on  such  lands." 
— (Jlfr.  A,  C.  MoHon,) 

Mr.  A.  C.  Morton 


Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  £.  J.  REED  said,  the  speech  the 
House  had  just  heard  had  been  made 
exactly  10  years  too  late,  and  it  really 
had  no  relevance  to  the  Bill.  The  moving 
of  this  new  clause  was  an  attempt  to 
induce  the  House  to  go  back  upon  the 
legislation  of  1884.  This  was  not  a 
Bill  for  the  creation  of  reservoirs,  and  it 
did  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the 
water  of  the  river.  The  proposal  made 
in  the  clause  was  urged  upon  the  Com- 
mittee over  and  over  again.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Kenrick)  happened  to  be  in  the  Chair 
on  one  occasion  when  the  proposal  was 
made,  and  he  said — 

"We  have  already  Raid  we  cannot  go  into  this 
question.  The  Committee  cannot  go  behind  the 
Act<  of  181^4,  and  the  powers  given  by  that 
Act." 

This  was  the  keynote  of  the  Committee^s 
action,  and  it  would  have  been  quite 
ultra  vires  for  them  to  have  dealt  with 
this  question  in  the  manner  proposed. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  not 
accept  the  clause. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  he  wished  to  say 
a  word  in  personal  explanation  after  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr. 
A.  C.  Morton)  had  said.  All  he  had 
told  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough 
was  that  if  any  point  in  connection 
with  the  rights  of  the  commoners  should 
be  raised  on  the  clauses  which  had  not 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Committee  on  the 
Preamble  the  Committee  would,  of  course, 
see  that  justice  was  done.  The  whole 
question  was  considered,  and  he  believed 
the  Committee  had  given  a  just  decision 
with  regard  to  it.  He  did  not  think 
that  it  would  now  be  possible  to  go 
back  upon  the  determination  arrived  at 
by  the  Committee. 

Mb.  A.  C.  MORTON :  May  I  say 
that  all  these  Amendments  were  handed 
in  to  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  W,  long  :  And  considered. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  wished 
to  move  the  clause  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  respecting  sheep-washing,  but  he 
would  not  trouble  the  House  to  divide 
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apoD  iu  The  Committee  had  not  taken 
the  same  coarse  as  was  taken  by  the 
Committee  who  sat  upon  the  Birming- 
ham Bill  in  1892.  He  believed  the 
ccnnmoners  would  have  got  on  better 
with  the  Committee  if  the  Chairman 
had  been  able  to  be  present  on  every 
occasion,    but    Derby    Day   had    inter- 

veneil 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  a:«k  the 
boo.  Member  whether  he  is  going  to 
move  this  chiuse  ? 

Me.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  am  going 
10  move  it,  Sir. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  understood  the 
hon.  Member  to  say  that  he  was  not. 

Mr,  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  am  going  to 
move  it,  and  if  a  Radical  House  like 
this 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order  I 
The  hon.  Member  will  proceed. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  was 
abont  to  say  if  Derby  Day  had  not  inter- 
vened  

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 
This  i^  the  second  time  I  have  called 
the  hon.  Member  to  Order. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  will  say  no 
more,  but  will  move  the  clause. 

New  Clause — 

(SheeiHwashi  ng.) 

"*y  it  the  Corporation  interfere  with  the  use 
of  an/  ibeeD- washing  pUoe  or  places,  either  on 
•aj  inclosed  lands  of  tne  commoners  or  on  the 
01*0  common  lands,  the  Corporation  Hhall  pro- 
▼hIc  o«her  suitable  sheep-washinf^  places  as  near 
M  pomible  thereto,  together  with  convenient 
aooBH  and  eirreas  to  and  from  the  same  for  the 
•keep,  and  proper  resting  and  drying  {^oumls 
•nd  aooomm<KUtion,  and  shall  further  |>ay 
uuoAlly  to  the  commoner*  or  commoner 
*lfccted  by  such  interference  the  amount  of  any 
nxTeaied  charge  or  of  any  loss  sustained  in 
OQQsequeoce  of  using  a  less  oonvenicnt  wash- 
lair- place  than  that  now  enjoyed  by  them  or 
hiia :  Provided  that  in  case  any  substituteil 
vaahinit-placc  may  be  reaMonably  considered 
bj  any  commoner  totbe  too  inconvenient  to  make 
<Mc  of,  on  account  of  distanoe  or  other  cause, 
the  (Virporation  shall  in  such  case  make  full 
Sfci  adequate  compensation  yearly  to  huch 
oommoaer  furthe  losssustainorby  him/'— <.Vr. 

Chiuse  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^That  the  Clause  1>e  read  a  second 
lime.** 

Mr.    diamond    (MonaKhau,    N.) 
that  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
vbo  was  DOC  present  when  the  decision 


was  given  in  the  Cardiff  Bill,  bnt  who 
had  attended  numerous  other  meetings  of 
the  Committee,  he  felt  bound  to  state 
that  the  Chairman  had  been  present  day 
after  day  and  week  after  week  ever  since 
the  Committee  wan  appointed.  He 
would  go  further,  aad  say  that  the  rights 
of  every  individual,  particularly  if  such 
individual  were  unable  to  put  forward 
his  own  claim,  were  considered  by  the 
Committee  in  every  possible  way.  No 
question  of  Party  had  arisen,  and  when 
the  Committee  was  dividing  there  wan  a 
great  deal  of  cross  voting.  The  Chair- 
man and  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
certainly  did  justice  to  the  Cardiff  Bill, 
and  he  felt  bound  to  support  their 
decision,  although  he  was  not  present 
when  it  was  arrived  at. 

Mr.  WASON  (Ayrshire,  S.)  said,  he 
was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr. 
A.  C.  Morton)  had  attacked  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee.  The  Bill  was 
most  carefully  considered  in  respect  of 
every  detail.  It  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  any  Committee  to  be  presided 
over  by  a  better  Chairman,  and  political 
differences  had  been  quite  unknown  oo 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  MALLOCK  (Devon,  Torquay) 
said,  he  was  present  at  all  the  meetings 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Cardiff  Bill. 
He  believed  the  Chairman  was  very 
seldom  absent  from  the  meetings,  and 
when  he  was  absent  it  was  to  attend  the 
Committee  on  the  Acceleration  of  Regis- 
tration Bill. 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pancras, 
N.)  :  As  a  Member  who  was  not  on  the 
Committee,  I  should  like  to  protest  against 
the  way  in  which  the  House  of  Commons 
is  constantly  asked  to  revise  the  proceed- 
ings of  Committees  upstairs  without 
having  any  evidence  to  go  upon.  It  is  a 
very  bad  innovation,  which  Ims  grown  up 
only  during  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
and  it  will  lead  to  very  serious  conse- 
quences if  it  is  largely  pursued.  The 
object  of  the  establishment  of  Private 
Bill  Committees  is  that  evidence  can  be 
properly  heard  which  the  House  cannot 
hear.  The  House  is,  therefore,  bound  not 
to  accept  these  very  improper  Motions. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  desired 
now  to  move  a  new  clause  respecting 
arbitration.     He  did   not   see    why   the 
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Committee  should  not  have  adopted  such 
a  clause.  By  the  Act  of  1889  Parlia- 
ment  had  provided  a  very  useful  measure 
of  arbitratioo,  and  he  asked  that  in  case 
of  any  difference  arising  that  Act  should 
be  made  to  apply.  He  thought  he  might 
fairly  press  this  proposal,  because  the 
Bill  already  gave  the  County  of  Brecon 
exactly  the  clause  vrhich  he  wanted  for 
the  commoners,  whilst  it  also  gave  the 
Great  Western  Railway  Company  an 
Arbitration  Clause. 

New  Clause — 

(Arbitration.) 
"  4.  Any  difference  which  may  from  time  to 
time  arise  between  the  commoners  of  the  parish 
of  Cantref  collectively,  or  any  individnal 
commoner,  and  the  Corporation,  as  to  the 
amount  of  compensation  payable  to  such  com- 
moners or  commoner  in  respect  of  the  taking  of 
any  lands,  temporarily  or  otherwise,  over  which 
they  have  the  rij?ht  of  common,  or  in  respect  of 
any  injurious  affection  of  any  other  lands  over 
which  they  ha?e  the  right  of  common,  by 
exercise  of  the  powers  conferred  on  the  Cor- 
poration by  this  Act  or  the  Act  of  1884,  or  as 
to  the  carrying  out  of  the  duties  imposed  by 
this  Act  on  the  Corporation  of  providing  sheep- 
washing  places,  and  a  continuous  and  sufficient 
flow  of  water  for  watering  stock  between  Nob.  1 
and  2  reservoirs,  such  differences  shall  be 
settled  under  the  provisions  of  *  The  Arbitration 
Act,  1889,*  by  a  single  arbitrator,  to  be 
appointed  on  the  application  of  any  party  in 
difference  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture^'— (.Vr. 
A,  C,  Morton.^ 

ft 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

•Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  had 
now  to  move  his  barbe<l  wire  clause.  In 
a  paper  which  had  been  sent  round  that 
morning,  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  said 
there  were  no  fences,  but  it  was  stated 
on  page  46  of  their  own  Bill  that  there 
were  fences  in  which  thev  had  to 
put  gates.  It  was  therefore  evident 
that  the  paper  circulated  among  Members 
was  incorrect  in  this  particular,  as  well 
as  in  others.  The  clause  he  proposed 
was  accepted  by  the  Corporation  of  Bir- 
mingham in  1892. 

New  Clau8< 


(Barbetl  Wire.) 

**  5.  The  Corporation  shall  not  use  any  barbed 
wire  in  connection  with  the  erection  or  main- 
tenance of  any  fences  or  otherwise."— (3/r.  A, 
C,  Morton.) 

Mr»  A,  C,  Morion 


Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223 
and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  third  time.^-(  Dr. 
Farguharson,) 

(Queen's  Consent  signified), — read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

ASSASSINATION  OF  THE  PRESIDENT  OF 
THE  FRENCH  REPUBLIC. 

•The  vice  CHAMBERLAIN  op 
THE  HOUSEHOLD  (Mr.  C.  R.  Spek- 
cer)  reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
the  Address,  as  followeth  : — 

/  t/uiHrk  you  $inrerely  for  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address. 

I  share  the  deep  Sorrow  and  Indi^natiom 
which  you  hare  expressed  at  the  Assassination 
of  the  President  of  the  French  Republic . 

I  shall  take  care  to  conrey  to  the  French 
Government  the  Abhorrence,  which  in  common 
with  Myself  you  feel  at  this  detestable  Crime, 
and  the  Sympathy  which  it  has  called  forth  for 
the  Family  of  the  late  President^  and  also 
for  the  G ore rn ment  and  People  of  France. 

T.R.H.  THE  DUKE  AND  DUCHESS  OF 

YORK. 
The   vice    CHAMBERLAIN    or 
THE  HOUSEHOLD  (Mr.  C.  R.  Spen- 
cer) reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
the  Address,  as  followeth  : — 

/  thank  ytm  for  your  loyal  and  dutiful 
Address  on  the  occasittn  of  the  Birth  of  the 
Prince f  My  Great  Grandson. 

It  affords  Me  much  Satisfaction  to  receive 
this  Assurance  of  your  Attachment  to  My 
Person  and  Family, 

Q  r  E  S  T  I  0  X  s . 


LIFE  SENTENCES  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  Kirwan,  convicted  of 
the  murder  of  his  wife  by  drowning  her 
near  to  Ireland's  Eye,  off  Howtb,  after- 
wards respited  upon  doubts  raised,  and 
the  sentence  of  death  commuted  to  penal 
servitude  for  life,  in  the  year  1854,  was 
detained  in  prison  until  1 892,  or  88  year*, 
and  then  released  ;  whether  his  case  was 
considered  in  the  interval,  and  what 
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POD*  prevmiled  at  1m t  for  his  release 
which  ought  oot  to  have  had  effect 
earlier;  whether  it  18  the  rule  iu  the 
Iri^h  prtsooB,  an  in  the  English,  that  a 
•eoteooe  of  penal  servitude  for  life  is 
fulfilled  bv  20  years*  imprisonment ; 
whether  revision  of  cases  of  prisoners 
(without  friends)  under  sentence  for  long 
periods  is  periodical Ij  made  ;  and  what 
otfico-  is  charged  with  the  duty  of  bring- 
ing such  cases  before  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
opon-Trne)  :  lu  the  first  place,  I  would 
poiat  out  that  Kirwau  was  sentenced  to 
death  for  murder  iu  1852  (not  18o4)  ; 
the  sentence  was  subsequeutlj  commuted 
to  penal  servitude  for  life,  and  he  was 
released  on  licence  in  1879,  and  not  in 
1892,  as  wrongly  stated  iu  the  question. 
His  case  was  considered,  on  memorial, 

00  several  occasions  in  the  interval,  and 
kit  release  was  ordered  on  the  ground 
tiiat  his  life  would  be  endangered  by 
further  confinement  in  prison.  As  to  the 
tkird  and  fourth  paragraphs,  the  rule 
hitherto  iu  force  in  Ireland  has  been  that 
BO  expectation  of  release  could  be  held 
oot  to  convicts  undergoing  a  life  sentence 
ootil  the  completion  of  20  years,  except 
in  cases  where  sentence  of  death  had  not 
been  recorded,  which  were  specially  sub- 
mitted for  consideration  at  the  end  of  16 
yean.  The  cases  of  other  long-sentence 
prisoners  are  not  brought  specially  to 
notice  at  stated  intervals  ;  but  the  cases 
of  prisoners,  whether  sentenced  for  life 
or  for  a  lesser  term,  are  brought  under 
consideration  from  time  to  time,  irre- 
spectively of  the  periodical  review  of 
their  sentences — for  example,  on  applica- 
tion from  the  prisoners  or  by  others  on 
ihcir  behalf,  or  when  the  medical  officer 
reports  that  further  imprisonment  would 
be  likely  to  endanger  the  prisoner's  life, 
or  whenever  any  special  circumstances 
exist  alTeettng  tlie  prisoner's  position. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  Prisons  Board  to 
•obmtt  such  cases  to  be  laid  before  Go- 
Temment. 

HfiUUIOK   OK    PAUPKR   CHILDRBN   IN 

SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  O'DRISCOLL  (Mouaghan,  8.)  : 

1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
if  his  atteotioB  has  beeu  drawn  to  the 
ilccisioQ  of  the  Board  of  Supervision, 
aothorisiiig  the  registration  as  Protestants 


of  two  boys  named  Slaven  on  their  ad- 
mission to  the  Edinburgh  Workhouse^ 
although  the  parents  of  the  children  were 
Catholics ;  is  he  aware  that  the  boys^ 
being  aged  respectively  11  and  13,  were 
officially  declared  Protestants  at  the 
request  of  their  stepmother,  despite  their 
Catholic  parentage ;  does  the  law  of 
Scotland  regard  a  child  as  in  his  pupil- 
age until  the  14th  year,  and  have  the 
Scottish  Courts  receutiv  refused  to  allow 
children  under  that  age  the  choice  of 
religion,  and  decided  that  they  must  be 
brought  up  in  the  religion  of  their 
father ;  has  any  settled  principle  been 
laid  down  for  the  Scottish  Poor  Law 
Authorities  to  follow  iu  the  case  of  the 
religion  of  orphans  ;  is  the  religion  of 
the  parents  decisive  when  the  children 
are  under  age,  or  will  the  wishes  and 
statements  of  strangers  iu  blood  to  the 
orphans  be  followed  where  they  have 
acquired  temporary  control  over  them  on 
the  parents*  death  ;  and,  if  no  fixed  Rule 
exists,  will  the  Government,  in  view  of 
the  feeling  excited  by  the  Slaven  case 
amongst  the  Catholic  community  in 
Scotland,  request  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision to  frame  Regulations  setting  forth, 
in  the  case  of  pau[)er  orphans  uuder  14> 
when  the  parente*  religion  is  to  decide 
the  question  of  registration,  and  when 
not  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  am  informed  by  the  Board 
of  Supervision  that  the  children  named 
Slaven,  aged  respectively  11  and  13, 
became  chargeable  on  the  5th  of  January 
in  the  present  year  immediately  before 
the  death  of  their  stepmother  (with 
whom  they  lived),  which  occurretl  on  the 
11th  of  January.  While  living  with 
tlieir  stepmother,  these  lM>ys  and  an 
elder  sister  were  educated  as  Protestants, 
and  the  stepmother  is  certified  to  have 
belonged  to  a  Protestant  congregation, 
and  to  have  been  a  communicant.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  after  careful 
inquiry  and  consideration,  the  Board 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  efie(*t  ought 
to  be  given  to  what  was  ascertained  to 
be  the  wish  of  the  children — namely, 
that  they  should  remain  Protestants. 
The  rule  of  the  Board  is,  in  registering 
such  cases,  that  the  child  must  follow  the 
denomination  of  the  last  surviving  parent, 
but  it  is  subject  to  exception  in  caeet 
where,  from  the  accident  of  resideooe  or 
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otherwise,  the  religious  teachiog  of 
another  cleDomioation  has  been  received, 
and  has  been  so  far  itnbitied  as  to  produce 
in  the  minds  of  older  children  a  decided 
preference.  I  am  not  aware  of  the  de- 
cision of  the  Scottish  Courts  referred  to, 
but  the  present  practice  of  the  Board  of 
Supervision  is  in  accordance  with  the 
law.  It  does  not  appear  that  any 
additional  Regulations  are  required.  The 
children  in  question  are  not  in  the  work- 
house, but  are  boarded  in  the  country. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  (Cork)  asked  whe- 
ther the  Boanrs  action  was  based  upon 
the  provisions  of  the  law,  or  upon  its 
own  views  of  what  was  right  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  will 
ascertain  that.  I  may  say  that  the 
Parochial  Board  which  took  the  initial 
step  was  not  actuated  by  any  religious 
bigotry  or  even  partiality.  The  father 
died  in  1892,  and  inquiries  were  made  at 
the  time  respecting  the  entry. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  say  at  what  age 
children  were  considered  old  enough  to 
select  their  own  religion  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  That  de- 
pends ;  but  these  children  were  aged  1 1 
and  13,  and  for  the  last  two  years  and 
a-half  or  three  years  have  been,  as  I  say, 
educated  as  Protestants  before  they 
became  chargeable. 

ALLEGED    RAILWAY    NUISANCE. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  has  received 
complaints  with  respect  to  the  rattling  of 
loose  plates  upon  the  bridge  of  the  Lon- 
don, Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway  which 
crosses  Tarn  Street,  Newington,  S.E., 
whereby  the  inhabitants  of  the  houses  in 
the  vicinity  suffer  great  inconvenience, 
being  unable  to  get  proper  sleep  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Railway  Com- 
pany in  question  has  been  appealed  to  in 
vain  to  put  a  stop  to  this  nuisance  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  see  that  the 
provisions  of  Section  7  of  "  The  London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway  (Further 
Power)  Act,  1884,"  which  bear  directly 
upon  this  matter,  are  immediately  carried 
out  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  received  no 
complaints,  but  the  company  inform  me 
that   having  received   a  complaint  from 
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one  resident  with  respect  to  the  noise  re- 
ferred to  they  had,  before  this  question 
appeared  on  the  Paper,  given  instructions 
to  their  engineer  to  proceed  forthwith  to 
remove  the  plates.  The  work  will  now 
be  commenced  at  once. 

POST     OFFICE     SERVANTS    AND     DIS- 
TRICT  AND   PARISH  COUNCILS. 

Mu.  CARVE  LL  WILLIAMS 
(Notts,  Mansfield)  :  I  bag  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  issue  any  Regulations  relative 
to  the  election  as  members  of  District  or 
Parish  Councils  of  persons  employed  in 
the  Postal  Service,  or  to  their  action  in 
matters  relating  to  the  operation  of  ^  The 
Local  Government  Act,  1894"  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
Regulations  applicable  to  the  whole  of 
the  Civil  Service  have  been  issued  by  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury,  and  immediate 
steps  will  be  taken  to  make  them  known 
throughout  the  Post  Office.  Under 
these  Regulations  officials  of  the  Poet 
Office  will  be  enabled,  subject  to  certain 
restrictions,  to  become  candidates  for 
Parish  Councils  but  not  for  District 
Councils. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  :  The  Treasury  in  this 
matter  have  made  a  mistake. 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  to  it ;  but  I  will  make 
inquiries. 

PETTY    SESSIONS   COURT    AT  LETTER- 

BREEN. 

Mr.  M*GILLIGAN  (Fermanagh,  S.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware 
that  there  was  no  Court  of  Petty 
Sessions  held  at  Letterbreen,  County 
Fermanagh,  on  the  16th  instant,  owing 
to  the  non-attendance  of  Magistrates; 
and  whether,  having  regard  to  the  state- 
ment recently  made  that  appointments 
at  an  early  date  would  be  made  in 
Fermanagh,  can  he  say  when  such 
appointments  will  be  made  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  fact  is  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph,  though  I 
am  informed  that  this  was  the  only 
occasion  during  the  past  12  months  that 
the  Petty  Sessions  referred  to  fell 
through  because  of  the  non-attendance  of 
Justices.  I  am  in  communication  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor  regarding  the  in* 
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qoirj  in  the  second   paragraph   of  the 
question. 

FORCED  LABOUR  TN  EGYPT. 
Mil  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  :  I  beg 
to  Mk  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  Her  Majesty *8 
Ajent  and  Consul  General  for  Egypt  has 
stated  in  his  recent  Report  that  there  was 
Carrie  in  Egypt  during  1893,  affecting 
86,615  peasants,  and  amounting  to 
6,001,886  days  of  forced,  unfed,  and 
unpaid  labour,  which  is  an  evil  and  a 
hardship ;  whether  '*  the  whole  of  the 
BCQ  were  called  out. in  the  usual  manner 
by  means  of  the  Mudirs "  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  meant  by  these  words,  and  what 
it  the  form  of  compulsion  now  in  use  ; 
whether  an  experiment  was  tried  as  to 
tbont  2  per  cent,  of  these  labourers,  by 
which,  although  forced  to  serve,  they 
rweired  two  piastres  daily,  and  whether 
tlus  experiment  was  successful  ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Inspector 
(vcoeral  of  Irrigation  for  Lower  Egypt 
hi*  txpresaed  the  opinion  that  the  entire 
bodv  (i  52,223  men  requisitioned  in  the 
Delta  would  have  turned  out  on  the 
htaks  without  compulsion,  and  worked 
for  an  average  of  82  days,  on  the 
UMinince  of  this  wage  (Egypt  p.  35)  ; 
ud  that  the  total  winter  corvee  in  1884 
«xc(«ded  5,100,000  days'  labour,  which, 
adfifd  to  the  6,001,886,  would  give  h 
total  of  11,101,886  days'  work,  of  the 
nine,  at  two  piastres,  (5d.)  per  day,  of 
££222,036 ;  and  whether  the  sum  of 
£E400,000  paid  in  the  years  1890,  1891, 
1(192,  and  1893  by  the  Caisse  of  the 
D«te  Publique  to  the  Public  Works 
Mioistry,  under  instructions  from  the 
Powers,  as  a  Trust  Fund,  to  be  applied 
to  the  abolition  of  involuntary  labour, 
has  been  so  applied  ? 
•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(S'ur  E.  Ghst,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I 
have  to  say — 1.  The  86,615  men  men- 
tioned in  Mr.  Garstin's  Memorandum 
attached  to  the  Reports  by  Her  Majesty's 
Agent  and  Consul  General  in  Egypt 
were  called  out  for  the  corvit  last  year 
during  the  time  of  the  Nile  flood,  and 
must  have  been  employed,  on  an  averagCi 
for  70  days,  their  duty  being  to  mount 
guard  on  the  embankments  which  protect 
their    own    village    lands    during     the 


flood.  2.  The  Memorandum  further 
states  that  the  whole  of  the  men 
wore  called  out  in  the  usual  manner 
by  the  Mudirs.  The  Mudirs  keep  a 
register  of  the  men  available  for  this 
work.  They  are  called  out  whenever  the 
river  reaches  a  certain  gauge  in  August, 
and  if  they  fail  to  answer  they  may  be 
prosecuted.  3.  The  experiment  of  paying 
2  per  cent,  of  the  labourers  two  piastres  a 
day  was  tried,  but  the  Memorandum 
already  quoted  states  that  there  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  its  results.  The 
Inspector. Greneral  of  Irrigation  for  Lower 
Egypt  was  no  doubt  right  in  saying  that 
for  two  piastres  a  day  men  could  easily 
be  got  to  work  during  tlie  Nile  flood  ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  is  mistaken  in  his 
calculation  of  the  number  of  days'  labour 
of  the  winter  corvee  of  1884.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  informed  that  the 
number  of  days'  labour  executed  by  the 
corvSe  in  that  winter  in  Upper  and  Lower 
Egypt  was  16,518,100,  or  with  this 
amount  of  labour  (which  at  two  piastres 
per  head  a  day  would  have  cost  £330,362), 
and  with  £19,250  spent  on  dredging,  and 
a  special  fund  of  £27,219  spent  in  clear- 
ing the  canals  of  Menonfleh  and  Ghar- 
bieh,  the  canals  were  very  imperfectly 
cleared,  and  nothing  was  spent  on  clear- 
ing the  drains.  The  sum  of  £400,000  is 
annually  spent  in  keeping  the  canal  and 
drainage  works  and  the  embankments  in 
order  without  the  use  of  the  winter 
corvee.  Sir  Colin  Scott  Moncrieff  esti- 
mated in  1886  that  this  would  cost 
£455,508  a  year,  allowing  nothing  for  the 
corvee  employed  during  the  Nile  flood, 
but  after  certain  improvements  had  been 
made  it  was  found  possible  to  do  the  work 
for  £400,000. 

Mr.  S.  smith  :  Is  it  the  intentiou 
of  the  Government  to  persevere  in  the 
use  of  forced  unpaid  labour  in  Egypt  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  I  have  explained  the 
difference  between  the  two  corv^es.  The 
Egyptian  Government  are  now  making 
an  experiment  with  the  object  of  doing 
away  with  the  only  remaining  one. 
Whether  that  experiment  will  make  it 
possible  to  do  away  with  the  exceptional 
corvfe  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  I  cannot 
say. 

Mb.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington)  :  Is 
there  not  a  sum  of  money  devoted  by  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  the  doing  away 
with  this  corvee  ? 
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•Sir  E.  grey  :  According  to  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  case,  a  sum  was  devoted 
by  the  Egyptian  Government  to  making 
an  experiment.  That  experiment  has 
been  made,  but  onlj  recently,  and  I  cannot 
say  what  the  result  will  be. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  :  Has  the  whole 
of  the  money  been  spent  in  doing  away 
with  the  corvSe  f 

^Sin  E.  GREY  :  The  experiment  has 
been  made,  and  I  presume  the  money 
destined  for  making  the  experiment  has 
been  spent  on  it. 

THE  CASE  OF  MR.  HARRY  HALL. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  will 
state  what  action,  if  any,  has  been  taken 
against  Mr.  Harry  Hall,  sporting  tenant, 
of  Inveriuate  Lodge,  Kintail,  Ross-shire, 
for  assaulting  and  threatening  to  shoot 
Farquhar  Chisholm,  fisherman,  of  Letter- 
fearn,  Ross-shire,  on  the  night  of  the 
dOth  May  last  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  Mr.  Hall  was  tried  sum- 
marily in  the  Sheriff  Court  at  Dingwall 
on  the  21st  of  June,  on  the  charge  of 
assaulting  Farquhar  Chisholm  on  the 
1  dth  of  May  last,  and  that,  after  hearing 
the  evidence,  the  Sheriff  found  him  not 
guilty. 

COMMANDEERING  IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  it  is  correct,  as  stated  in  the 
telegrams  from  South  Africa,  that 
British  subjects  in  the  Transvaal  have 
been  forcibly  commandeered  and  sent  in 
prison  waggons  to  fight  in  the  Boer 
Army ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  propose  to  take  ? 
I  also  desire  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  can  inform  the  House  as  to  the  reply 
given  by  the  Transvaal  Government  to 
the  protest  made  by  Her  Majesty*8  Go- 
vernment against  the  commandeering  of 
British  subjects  for  military  service  in 
the  Transvaal ;  and  whether  the  British 
subjects  already  commandeered  have  been 
released  from  service  ? 

The  following  questions  were  also  on 
the  Notice  Paper : — 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  £.)  : 
To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 


the  Colonies  if,  under  the  Convention  of 
1884  with  the  South  African  Republic, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  still  retained 
the  suzerain  power  in  the  Transvaal  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  whilst  negotia- 
tions are  pending  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Boers,  British  subjects  resi- 
dent in  the  Transvaal  are  being  forcibly 
impressed  into  the  military  forces  of  the 
Boer  Republic,  and  sent  as  prisoners  to 
the  front ;  and  whether  such  action  will 
be  permitted  in  regard  to  the  personal 
liberty  of  the  subjects  of  the  suzerain 
power  in  the  Transvaal  ? 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) :  To  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  with  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  the  Convention  of 
August,  1881,  concedes  to  the  Transvaal 
State  complete  self-government,  subject 
to  the  suzerainty  of  Her  Majesty,  and 
that  in  the  Convention  of  February,  1884, 
which  replaces  that  of  1881  with  the 
South  African  Republic,  no  mention  is 
made  of  any  claim  to  suzerainty,  whe- 
ther, in  agreeing  to  the  Convention  of 
1884,  it  was  the  intention  and  purpose  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  effectively  to 
waive  all  claim  to  suzerainty  over  the 
territories  in  question ;  and,  if  so,  for 
what  main  reason  was  this  coarse 
adopted  ? 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  To  aak 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  Government  of 
the  South  African  Republic  has  now 
granted  to  aliens  exemption  from  mili- 
tary service  upon  payment  of  a  special 
tax  ;  what  is  the  amount  and  character 
of  this  tax  ;  and  is  the  privilege  extended 
to  burghers  of  the  Republic  ? 

Mr.  darling  (Deptfoid)  :  To  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  South  African 
Republic  has  lately  violated  Article  15 
of  the  Convention  concluded  on  27th 
February,  1884,  between  Her  Ma  jest j 
and  the  South  African  Republic ;  whe- 
ther, at  the  time  of  concluding  such  Con- 
vention, Her  Majesty  was  and  still  ia 
Suzerain  of  the  Transvaal ;  whether 
under  that  Convention  British  subjects 
are  liable  to  military  service  under  a 
Foreign  Republic ;  and  whether  the 
subjects  of  other  Sovereigns  than  Her 
Majesty  are  by  Treaty  excused  from 
such  service  i 
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«very  injury  that  could  possibly  be  done 
to  them  under  the  Bill.     Of  course,  as 
♦he  Cardiff    Water   Supply   was   being 
taken  from  that  source,  it  was  out  of  the 
question  to  allow  sheep  washing  or  any- 
thing else  likely  to  contaminate  the  water, 
but  ample  provision  was  made  to  com- 
pensate  the  commoners  for  the  loss  of 
•drinking  and  washing  places,  and  for  any 
expense  they  might  be  put  to  in  taking 
their  sheep  longer  distances  for  washing 
purposes.      The    Committee    gave    full 
eonsideration  to  this  Bill,  and  a  more  im- 
proper and  more  ridiculous  opposition  to 
a  measure  was  never  imposed  upon  the 
House.     While  the  Bill  was  under  con- 
sideration  the   hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton)  intimated 
to    him    his    intention    of    raising    the 
question  before  the  House.     He  did  not 
suppose   the   hon.   Member  intended  by 
that  to  make  the  Committee  more  careful 
as  to  what  they  were  doing,  but  he  did 
Bay  it  was  a  poor  reward  to  the  Com- 
mittee, who  gave  up  so  much  time  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill,  if,  after  the  Bill 
had  been  wholly  and  patiently  considered, 
the  circumstances  were  to  be  reviewed  in 
this  partial  land  one-sided  way   in  this 
House,  and  the  House  was  to  be  asked 
on  evidence  of  that  character  to  reverse 
the    conclusions    deliberately    come   to. 
He  did  not  intend  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House,  but  he  ventured  to  express 
the  hope  that  the  House  would  arrive  at 
such  a  decided  decision  on  this  particular 
elause  that  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
eonsider  it  worth  while  to  take  the  matter 
further  in  respect  to  the  other  clauses. 

•Thb  chairman  op  commit- 
tees (Mr.  Mellor,  York,  W.R., 
Sowerby)  :  Under  the  circumstances, 
I  ought  not  to  allow  this  matter 
to  pass  without  saying  a  word 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  this  is  an  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Committee  of 
the  House  which  has  inquired  into  the 
whole  matter,  which  has  discussed  it  for 
a  considerable  number  of  days,  and  which 
has  had  before  them  all  the  necessary 
materials  for  coming  to  a  decision  ;  and 
having  heard  the  evidence  and  discussed 
the  matter ;  and  having,  as  anyone  may 
see  who  takes  the  trouble  to  look  at  the 
Bill,  given  ample  compensation  to 
every  right  the  commoners  possess, 
this  appeal  is  now  made  to  the  House  of 


Commons  to    reverse    the    decision    of 
the    Committee.      It    is    to  put,   as  I 
think    the  Chairman  of  the   Committee 
is  Tight  in  suggesting,  a  slight  upon  the 
Committee  in  respect  of  this  particular 
matter,  and   I   may   say   if    the  House 
allows    appeals     of    this     sort    to     be 
brought  into  the  House  from  the  decision 
of  the  Committees  which  are  carefully  se- 
lected, and  who  devote  a  great  deal  of 
time  to  the  discussion  of  these  Bills,  it 
will  be  fatal  to  the  good  conduct  of  the 
Private  Business  of  this  House.     I  think 
it  is  time  I  should  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  matter  of  Private  Bills, 
as  several  appeals  have  been  made  to  the 
House  from  Committees  lately.     What 
is   the  object  of  the  system  of  sending 
matters  of  inquiry  to  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees ?       It  is  because  you  cannot,  on 
ex  parte  statements  in  this  House,  come 
to  a  sound  and  just  conclusion  with  re- 
gard to  many  of  these  matters.     To  con- 
sider the  matter  properly  you  must  examine 
witnesses  so  as  to  go  into  the  questions 
in  detail,  and,  therefore,  so  far  as  regards 
matters   of    this  kind,   they  are  usually 
delegated  to  the  Committees,  and  I  must 
say,  upon  the  whole,  the  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Commons  have  done  their 
work  remarkably  well.     But  I  ought  to 
add  that  this  is  an  appeal  from  one  of  the 
strongest  Committees  of  the  House,  the 
Police  and   Sanitary  Committee,  which 
has  earned  the  gratitude  of  the  House  of 
Commons   and    of    the  country  by   the 
manner  in  which  they    have  discharged 
their  important  and  heavy  duties.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  hope  the  House  will 
support   the   Committee.     I   am   afraid 
that   unless  these  Committees  are  sup- 
ported  you   will    not   get  Members    of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  undertake  such 
duties,  knowing  that  very  probably  the 
decision  they  come  to  will  be  appealed 
against. 
•Mr.     H.     J.     WILSON    (York, 
W.R.,    Holmfirth),    as    a    Member    of 
the    Police    and     Sanitary    Committee, 
agreed     with     every    word     that    had 
fallen   from    the    hon.   Gentleman   who 
presided  over  that  Committee  as  to  the 
prejudice  that  was  created  in  their  minds 
by  the  manner  of  one  of  the  witnesses 
who  gave  evidence.   From  what  they  then 
thought   was   the  action  of  the  Cardiff 
Corporation  they  met,  it   might  almost 
be  said,  prejudiced  against  the  Cardiff 
Corporation,  and  they  listened  with  the 
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HACKNEY  CARRIAGE  LICENCES  IN 
THE   METROPOLIS. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  if  he  will 
state  the  amouot  of  the  accumulated  sur- 
plus from  hackney  carriage  licences 
(drivers  and  proprietors)  and  from  stage 
carriage  licences  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  There  is  no  accu- 
mulated surplus,  for  under  the  Act  32  & 
33  Vict.,  c.  115,  the  fees  "are  carried  to 
the  account  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Fund,"  and  are  not  kept  as  a  separate 
fund.  The  question  of  the  amount  and 
disposal  of  the  cab-plate  revenue  is  one 
of  the  subjects  referred  to  the  Committee 
now  sitting  to  inquire  into  the  Metropo- 
litan Cab  Service,  and  will  receive  their 
fullest  consideration. 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM 
BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  anj  steps  are  being  taken 
with  reference  to  the  preparation  of  the 
working  drawings  of  the  approved  plans 
of  the  proposed  new  buildings  of  the 
South  Kensington  Museum,  with  a  view 
of  carrying  out  the  undertaking  that  the 
works  shall  be  begun  next  year  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  (for  Mr.  H. 
Gladstone)  was  understood  to  say  that 
it  was  proposed  to  resume  work  in  the 
autumn  so  as  to  have  everything  ready 
jifor  the  commencement  of  the  buildings 
as  soon  as  the  money  had  been  voted  by 
the  House  of  Commons. 

MOUNT  PLEASANT  MONEY  ORDER 

OFFICE. 

Mr.  hartley  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  when  the  Report  by 
Dr.  Corfield  on  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the  Money  Order  Office,  Mount  Pleasant, 
will  be  published  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  lay  the  Report  by  Lord  Playfair  and 
Dr.  Corfield  on  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the  Money  Order  Office  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  by  the  end  of  the  present  week. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.) :  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been  able  to 
give  eflTeot  to  any  of  the  recommendations 
in  the  Report  ? 


Mr.  a. /'MORLEY:  Several  minor 
matters  hftve  already  been  dealt  with, 
and  other^  arc  under  consideration. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  How 
long  is  it  since  the  Post  Office  received 
the  Report :' 

Mr.  a.  AIORLEY:  Three  or  four 
weeks  ago. 

SECONDARY  EDUCATION  IN  AYRSHIRE' 

Mr.  WASON  (Ayrshire,  S.)4  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
the  Scotch  Education  Department  have 
been  informed  that  the  Ayr  County 
Committee,  who  submitted  a  scheme  for 
the  disposal  of  the  funds  for  secondary 
education  (which  was  approved  by  the 
Department),  are  about  to  distribute 
these  funds  amongst  all  the  ex- VI. 
scholars  in  the  county,  entirely  ignoring 
Section  17  of  the  Minute  of  the  let  May, 
1893  ;  whether,  if  this  be  done,  there 
will  be  a  great  waste  of  public  money,  to  i 
the  loss  of  the  schools  entitled  to  receive 
the  grant ;  and  whether  he  will  prohibit 
this  being  done  until  the  schools  are 
certified  in  the  terms  of  the  Minute,  the 
Department  having  all  information  neces- 
sary to  enable  it  at  once  to  grant  the 
required  certificate  when  it  is  warranted 
in  doing  so  ;  and  what  means  do  the 
Department  propose  to  use  to  prevent 
public  funds  being  wasted  by  a  violation 
of  the  provisions  of  their  own  Minute  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  policy  of 
the  distribution  of  the  funds  for  se<!ondary 
education  in  terms  of  the  scheme  sub- 
mitted and  approved,  is  one  for  which  the 
County  Committee  is  entirely  responsible. 
Their  proposal  to  distribute  the  money  in 
such  a  manner  that  efficient  schools  scat- 
tered over  the  country  within  reach  of 
the  rural  scholars  can  share  in  it  is,  on 
the  face  of  it,  reasonable.  There  is  a 
difficulty  in  requiring  a  retrospectiTe 
certificate  before  paying  money  which 
had  accrued  before  the  3 1st  of  March 
last ;  but  the  Department  will  take  steps 
to  enforce  certificates  before  any  farther 
grants  are  paid.  Even  now  grants  are 
only  paid  to  schoob  which  are  known  to 
the  Inspector  as  efficient* 

WOREMBFS     TICKETS     ON    ENGLIfiH 

RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  thePesidentof  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  could,  with   the  assistance  of  the 
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priucipal  Rftilway  Companies,  furoish  to 
this  Iiouso  a  Return  showing  the  extent 
to  which  thej  issue  cheap  workmen*s 
tickets  with  a  condition  exempting  the 
Company  from  liability  if  the  workmen 
are  injured  on  the  journey  or  killed  by  a 
railway  accident ;  and  if  such  a  Return 
could  be  furnished  in  the  form  asked  for 
on  the  Paper,  or  in  some  similar  form  ? 

Thb  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
I  cannot  promise  the  hon.  and  learned 
IfemW  the  Return  to  which  he  refers  ; 
hot,  as  1  informed  him  privately  some 
days  ago,  I  have  directed  communica- 
tions to  be  addressed  to  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal Railway  Companies  on  the  subject, 
and  hope,  before  long,  to  be  in  a  position 
to  inform  him  of  the  result. 

VKXTILATION  ON  THE  METROPOLITAN 

RAILWAY. 

^  Mr.  weir  (Etoas  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
well-known  experts  declare  it  to  be  per- 
fectly practicable  to  render  the  foul  at- 
mosphere in  the  tunnels  of  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  pure  by  a  proper  arrange- 
ment of  Imrge  fans  for  extraction,  whilst 
H'v  Benjamhi  Baker,  in  his  Report  to  the 
Metropolitan  Railway  Company,  states 
that,  for  varioM  reasons,  the  system  of 
ex  bans  t  t%n  ventilation  employed  in  1892 
was  pracdeally  impossible  in  the  case  of 
the  Metropolitan  Railway,  will  he  place 
upon  tbe  Table  of  tho  House  a  Copy  of 
Sir  Beojainin  Baker*s  Report  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE:  Tbe  Metropolitan 
Company  have  informed  the  Board  of 
Trade  thai  Sir  Benjamin  Baker^s  Report 
is  of  a  private  character,  but  that  the 
General  Manager  will  be  happy  to  show 
it  to  the  hon.  Member  if  he  makes  an 
•ppoiotiDenl  with  him  for  the  purpose. 

CHURCH  PROPKBTT  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mout- 
gomeryabire)  :  I  lieg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
how  soon  the  Return  of  Property  of  the 
Charch  in  Wales,  ordered  on  the  31  st  of 
May  last,  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bora  ? 

Mr.  ASQriTH:  I  understand  thai 
It  IS  now  mainly  a  question  of  printing, 
bnt  it  is  hoped  that  it  will  l>e  ready  for 
preaeoUtion  by  the  end  of  the  mouth. 


THE  WELSH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  HUMPHREYS-OWEN  :  1  l>eg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  importance  of  the  inquiries  now 
being  held  by  the  Webb  Land  Commis- 
sion, the  evidence  already  taken  by  them 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  preliminary 
Report  and  two  columns  of  evidence  will 
be  presented  to  Parliament  to-day. 

• 

THK  SMALL   HOLDINGS  ACT   IN    SCOT- 
LAND. 

Mr.  SEYMOVR-KEAY  (Elgin  and 
Nairn)  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  all  theCountv  Councils 
in  Scotland,  other  than  the  Councils  of 
county  burghs,  have  appointed  cora- 
mitteei4  to  consider  whether  the  circum- 
stances of  the  county  justify  the  Council 
in  putting  into  o|>eratiou  Part  I.  of  "  The 
Small  Holdings  Art,  1892,"  as  required 
by  Section  5  of  that  Act ;  whether  he 
will  give  the  names  of  those  County 
Councils  whose  coram  ittt»es  \m\v  dc.H?ided 
this  question  in  the  affirmative  ;  whether 
he  will  give  the  names  of  tlio.-i»  County 
Councils  who  have  receivoil  Petitions 
from  county  electors  prayinjr  that  this 
part  of  the  Act  may  lie  put  in  oi»eration  : 
whether  the  committees,  on  receipt  of 
the  Petitions,  forthwith  causcnl  an  in- 
quiry to  be  made  in  each  case  a.**  re<juire«l 
by  the  Act,  and  what  was  tbe  lej^nlt  of 
such  inquiry  ;  in  what  counties  in  Scot? 
land  is  this  |>art  of  the  Act  now  in 
operation  ;  and  to  what  extent  has  land 
lH»en  acquired  under  it,  either  by  pur-* 
chase  or  lease,  and  sold  or  let  for  smalt 
holdings  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELY an  :  In  December 
last  a  Circular  was  issued  by  me  ;  and 
in  May  last  another  Circular  was  issued 
by  the  President  of  the  Agricultural 
Department  to  County  Councils,  calling 
for  information  on  the  subject  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  replies 
received  from  the  County  Councils,  who 
have  all,  excepting  Kinross,  appointed 
committees  in  terras  of  Section  5  of  the 
Small  Holdings  Acts,  were  in  the  majo- 
rity of  cases  to  the  effect  that  the  Act 
was  not  in  operation,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  any  demand  for  small  hold- 
ings. In  the  Counties  of  Argyll,  Bute, 
Elgin,  Fife,  Orkney,  Renfrew,  Roxburgh, 
Stirling,  Sutherland,  and  Kirkcudbright 
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appHcatioDS  were  received,  but  the 
Countj  Councils,  after  due  inquiry  and 
consideration,  resolved  not  to  put  the 
Act  into  operation.  In  the  Counties  of 
Aberdeen,  Berwick,  Inverness,  and  Wig- 
town applications  were  also  received,  and 
inquiries  appear  to  be  still  pending. 
The  County  Councils  of  Berwick,  Inver- 
ness, and  Ross  alone  appear  to  have 
definitely  resolved  to  put  Part  1.  of  the 
Act  into  operation.  In  the  case  of  Ross 
and  Cromarty  86  acres  of  land  have  been 
purchased  by  the  County  Council,  as 
an  experiment,  but  the  arrangements 
for  re-sale  in  small  holdings  are  not  yet 
completed. 

MALICIOUS  INJURY  CLAIMS  IN  KERRY. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  Listowel  (Kerry)  Pre- 
sentment Sessions,  on  the  6th  of  May, 
1892,  a  presentment  for  compensation 
for  malicious  injury  to  the  houses  of 
Michael  and  Thomas  Dillane  was  re- 
jected, on  the  ground  that  the  law  re- 
quiring service  of  notice  on  two  inhabit- 
ants of  the  parish  had  not  been  complied 
with,  and  that  the  Grand  Jury,  on  the 
same  ground,  at  first  refused  to  entertain 
the  presentment,  but  being  informed  by 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  that  they  had  a 
right  to  award  compensation,  adopted  the 
presentment  and  imposed  a  levy  of  Is.  in 
the  £1,  about  half  the  members  of  the 
Grand  Jury  refusing,  however,  to  asso- 
ciate themselves  with  this  proceeding  ; 
and  whether  any  legal  means  are  avail- 
able to  the  cesspayers  concerned  of 
appealing  against  the  action  of  the 
Judge  of  Assize  in  reversing  the  decision 
of  the  Presentment  Sessions,  notwith- 
standing the  rule  of  law  respecting 
notice  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  claims  of  Michael  and  Thomas 
Dillane  were  rejected  at  the  Listowel 
Presentment  Sessions  held  on  May  7, 
1892,  because  the  notices  had  not  been 
duly  served.  Subsequently  the  claims 
were  renewed  before  the  Grand  Jury  at 
the  Kerry  Summer  Assizes,  when  com- 
pensation was  awarded.  The  Attorney 
General  advises  that  the  presentment 
having  been  made  by  the  Grand  Jury, 
and  fiated  by  the  Judge  of  Assize,  and 
there  being  no  illegality  on  the  face  of 
It,  there  is  no  remedy  by  appeal  or  other- 
Sir  C  Trevtlyan 


wise.  The  local  police  are  unable  to  say 
whether  any  of  the  Grand  Jury  referred 
to  associatCKl  themselves  with  the  adop- 
tion of  the  presentment,  and  the  secretary 
of  the  Grand  Jury  states  it  would  be 
impossible  to  ascertain  this  information. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Does  the  Attorney 
General  say  whether  the  law  as  to  the 
necessity  of  serving  notices  on  the  two 
principal  inhabitants  of  the  parish  holds 
good  or  not  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  would 
ascertain  as  to  that. 

LANCASHrRB  CHARITIES. 
Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Parliamentary 
Charity  Commissioner  why,  in  reply  U> 
a  letter  from  a  meeting  of  the  parish- 
ioners of  West  Derby  addressed  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners  in  September, 
1892,  respecting  the  Glest  and  Aspe 
Charities,  the  desired  information  has  not 
yet  been  given  ;  whether  it  was  desired 
by  the  last  settlement  of  those  charities 
that  they  should  be  vested  in  three 
trustees ;  and,  if  so,  why  only  one  has 
been  appointed,  and  he  a  young  rector 
recently  appointed  ;  why  no  communica- 
tion was  made  to  the  Overseers,  who  are 
the  legal  custodians  of  such  charities, 
before  that  nommation  was  made  and 
advertised  ;  whether  two  Magistrates  of 
the  City  of  Liverpool,  resident  in  West 
Derby,  have  been  nominated  as  Trustees 
by  a  public  meeting  of  the  ratepayers  of 
that  township,  and  whether  those  gentle- 
men will  be  appointed  ;  why  the  accounts 
of  these  charities  are  not  published,  and 
are  not  laid  before  the  ratepayers  at 
their  annual  Vestry  meeting ;  who  is 
the  treasurer  of  the  trusts ;  are  the 
accumulations  banked ;  who  are  the 
recipients  of  the  money  ;  and  what  steps 
are  taken  to  make  known  to  the  inhabi- 
tants of  West  Derby  that  the  income  of 
these  charities  is  available  for  paying 
the  cost  of  apprenticeship  of  poor 
children,  and  in  what  manner  thechildnm 
so  apprenticed  are  selected  ? 

•The  parliamentary 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
F.  S.  Stevenson,  Suffolk,  Eye)  :  (1) 
Protracted  inquiries  were  necessary  be- 
fore complete  reply  could  be  made  to  a 
letter  of  the  dOth  of  September,  1893 
(not  1892).  A  reply  was  sent  on  the 
28th  of  June.  (2)  The  last  Order  of 
the   Board    discharged    the   three   tbeD 
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Trasteet  and  appointed  tkree  Trustees  m 
their  piece.  There  is  dow  only  one 
veceacj  caused  by  death  of  the  late 
rector  of  West  Derby,  iu  place  of  whom 
the  other  two  Trustees  have  proposed  the 
present  rector.  In  Apse^s  Charity  the 
rector  of  West  Derby  is  directed  to  be  a 
Trustee  under  the  iuMtrument  of  Founda- 
tion, and  the  two  charities  have  for  many 
years  been  administered  together.  (3) 
The  Overseers  do  not  appear  to  have  any 
le^l  control  over  the  charities.  (4)  A 
Committee  of  Ratepayers  on  the  2drd  of 
June  last  suggested  for  appointment  two 
gentlemen  who  are  understood  to  be 
J.  P.*8  and  residents  in  West  Derby. 
This  suggestion  with  others  is  under 
consideration.  (5)  The  attention  of  the 
Trustees  was  directed  to  the  provisions 
of  the  law  in  regard  to  accounts  in 
November  last.  (6)  The  Commissioners 
are  not  aware  that  any  person  has  been 
appointed  as  a  Treasurer  ;  the  accumu- 
lations ai^  l)anked  ;  the  recipients  of  the 
charities  are  the  children  apprenticed. 
(7)  In  1887  the  Commissioners  were  in- 
formed that  all  the  clergy  were  written 
to  oonceming  the  charities,  and  that  the 
Overseers  printed  a  notice  at  the  back  of 
their  demand  notes,  and  that  the  then 
rector  as  the  acting  Trustee,  made  personal 
inquiries  aa  to  the  fitness  of  applicants. 
The  object  of  the  Commissioners  in  the 
present  prooeedings  is  merely  to  fill  up 
the  present  vacancy,  and  leave  to  the 
Local  Authorities  to  consider  hereafter 
the  application  to  the  charities  of  the 
Local  Governmeut  Act,  1894,  when  it 
comes  into  full  operation. 

Mr.  SNAPE:  May  I  ask  why,  al- 
though  these  charities  are  not  restricted 
to  any  particular  denomination,  the  whole 
of  the  trustees  appointed  are  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  ?  Cannot  Non- 
conformists be  chosen  ? 

•Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  That  will 
be  ootuidered.  But  as  regards  Apse^s 
Charity,  there  is  a  provision  in  the 
original  deed  that  the  rector  of  West 
Derby  shall  be  one  of  the  Trustees. 

LABOUMRS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE  NEW- 
CAKTLB  WEST  TNION. 
Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  LieiUeiiaut  of  Irelaud  what  is  the 
eaase  of  tbe  delay  in  not  having  an  In- 
spector sent  from  the  Local  Government 


Board  to  bold  an  inquiry  into  a  proDOsed 
scheme  of  labourers'  cottages  in  New- 
castle West  Union,  it  being  the  first  on 
the  list  for  consideration  according  to  a 
reply  given  in  April,  as  also  the  usual 
preliminaries  required  by  law  having 
been  complied  with  in  February  last  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  On  Friday  last  I 
caused  a  letter  to  be  written  to  the  hoik 
Gentleman  stating  that  the  2l8t  of 
August  was  the  earliest  date  that  could 
1)0  fixed  for  holding  an  inquiry  in  this 
case,  owin^  to  the  other  engagements  of 
the  Loral  Government  Board  Inspector. 

THE  CONGO  TREATY. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afiairs  whether  Ilcr  Majesty's 
Government  consulted  with  the  great 
Powers  iotercbted  in  the  regions  afiected 
by  the  Congo  Treaty  of  the  12tli  of  May 
before  making  that  Treaty  with  the  King 
of  the  Belgians  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY:  No  other  Powers 
were  consulted,  because  it  was  not 
believed  that  other  Powers  except  thoee 
whose  rights  were  specially  reserved 
would  be  affeoted  by  the  Agreement. 


POSSESSION   OF  FIREARMS   IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  James  Cashin  was  recently 
arrested  in  Tipperary,  drunk,  with  a 
loaded  revolver  in  his  pocket ;  what 
punishments  were  inflicted  on  him,  and 
whether  he  was  licensed  to  carry  fire- 
arms ;  and  will  he  explain  why,  not- 
withstamling  his  conviction,  James 
Cashin  has  been  permitted  to  retain  his 
revolver,  and  has  been  granted  a  licence 
under  the  Arms  Act  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
correctly  stated  in  the  first  paragraph. 
Cashin  was  fined  lOs.  for  being  drunk, 
and  a  further  sum  of  £2  lOs.  and  costs 
for  carrying  a  revolver  without  a  licence 
under  the  Gun  Licence  Act.  He  had  no 
lioence  under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act, 
nor  has  he  been  granted  such  a  licence  since 
his  conviction.  Moreover,  the  revolver 
was  at  once  taken  from  him,  and  has  been 
forfeited  to  the  Crown. 
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THE  SALARIES  OF  THE  CROWN  LAW 

OFFICERS. 

Mr,  darling  (Deptford)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  ChaDcellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  under  the  recently-issued  Trea- 
sury Minute  relating  to  the  remuneration 
of  the  Attorney  General  and  Solicitor 
General,  it  would  be  possible  for  the  Law 
Officers  to  accept  any  private  practice 
whatever  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
Certainly  not.  It  is  stated  expressly  in 
the  Minute,  not  only  that  they  accept  no 
future  private  practice,  but  that  they 
give  up  the  retainers  already  received. 
If  the  hon.  Member  reads  the  Minute  he 
will  see  that  is  the  effect. 

Mr.  darling  said,  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  misapprehension  about  this,  and 
he  was  not  able  to  obtain  the  Minute  in 
question.  He  asked  whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  care  to  provide,  now 
that  the  Law  Officers  were  to  be  remune- 
rated by  a  specified  sum  per  annum,  that 
as  many  briefs  would  be  sent  to  them  as 
to  the  Attorney  General  last  year  ;  and 
whether  the  Treasury  would  see  that  the 
Law  Officers  did  as  much  work  under  the 
new  arrangement  as  they  did  when  they 
were  paid  by  fees. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  My  experi- 
ence of  the  short  time  I  was  a  Law 
Officer  was  that  there  was  always  a 
desire  to  give  the  Law  Officers  as  much 
as  possible  to  do. 

Mr.  darling  :  But  now  the 
arrangement  is  altogether  different. 
Will  the  Treasury  be  just  as  jealous  to 
see  that  the  Law  Officers  do  as  much 
work  as  when  paid  by  fees  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  think 
questions  of  this  kind  had  better  be  de- 
ferred until  the  Estimate  comes  on. 

THE  COURSE  OF  BUSINESS. 
Mr.    HANBURY  :  Can   the    Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  state  in  what 
order  Supply  will  be  taken  this  week  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  state  to-morrow  what  Votes  in 
Supply  and  in  what  order  will  be  taken 
after  the  Committer  stage  of  the  Finance 
Bill  is  concluded.  I  am  inolined  to  think 
that  the  first  Estimates  will  be  the  Army 
Estimates. 


Mb.  HANBURY:  Will  they  be 
taken  for  the  remainder  of  the  week  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  hope  not, 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  If  the  Finance  Bill  is 
finished  to-night,  will  the  Army  Estimates 
be  taken  to-morrow  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  It  wUl  be 
Supply  to-morrow,  but  I  cannot  state 
this  afternoon  the  order  in  which  the 
Estimates  will  be  taken.  I  have  an  iuj- 
pression,  however,  that  the  Army  Esti- 
mates will  be  taken  to-morrow,  and 
Estimates  of  one  kind  or  the  other  will 
be  taken  all  the  week.  The  Report  of  the 
Finance  Bill  will  be  taken  on  Monday 
next.  I  will  state  what  Supply  will  bo 
taken  on  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

LAND  GRANTS  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  (Mer- 
thyr  Tydvil)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  absence 
of  the  Attorney  General,  whether  he  has 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  perusing  the 
grants  to  Sir  William  Herbert  of  certain 
lands  in  the  Counties  of  Glamorgan  aud 
Monmouth,  and  the  schedules  and  par- 
ticulars appended  thereto  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  all  the  manors  granted  to 
Sir  William  Herbert,  all  woods,  under^ 
woods,  wardships,  marriages,  mines, 
quarries,  and  other  royalties  are  reserved 
to  the  Crown  ;  whether  copies  of  the 
grants  referred  to  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House ;  whether  the  Go* 
vernment  intend  to  instruct  experts  ac- 
quainted with  the  country  fully  to  ex- 
amine all  grants  of  land  made  in  the 
Counties  of  Glamorgan  and  Monmouth 
with  a  view  of  giving  information  to 
Parliament  as  to  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  ;  and  whether  the  royalties  in  the 
counties  referred  to  amount  to  about 
£500,000  sterh'ng  per  annum  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  can  give  the 
hon.  Member  no  information  on  these 
matters. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  -  MORGAN  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ensure 
the  attendance  of  the  Attorney  General 
to-morrow  to  answer  the  question  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  He  was  here 
just  now.  I  can  promise  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  be  shall  receive  the  information  he 
desires. 
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FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  190.) 
COHMITTSE.  \^Frogre$s^  29th  June."] 

[twenty-third   night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Conunittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) 
moved,  in  page  11,  after  Clause  16,  to 
ioaert  the  following  clause — 

(Exception  m  to  property  in  British 
PooMtwionB.) 

(I)  **  >Vbcre  the  CommiMionerB  are  satisliecl 
that  in  a  British  possession  to  which  this  sec- 
tion applies  daty  is  payable  bj  reason  of  a  death 
in  respoct  of  any  property  situate  in  such  pos- 
session and  passing  on  such  death,  they  snail 
allo^  a  snm  equal  to  the  amount  of  that  duty 
to  be  de[)  noted  from  the  Estate  Duty  payable 
ia  reMiect  of  that  property  on  the  same  death. 
(S)  Nothinj(  in  thu  Act  shall  be  held  to  create 
a  charge  for  Estate  Duty  on  any  property 
sitQat«  in  a  British  possesion  while  so  situate, 
or  to  authorise  the  Commissioners  to  take  any 
ptoceeiltngs  in  a  British  possewiion  for  the  re- 
eorery  of  any  Estate  Duty.  (H)  Her  Majesty 
tb<!  Qoeen  may,  by  Oitler  in  Council,  apply  this 
section  to  any  British  possession  where  Her 
lUiesty  is  8ati*«Hed  that  by  the  law  of  such 
pcait—lon  either  no  duty  is  chargeable  in  re- 
^Mci  ci  property  situate  in  the  United  Kingdom 
wtMo  pMiing  on  <leath,  or  that  the  law  of  Kuch 
poaseasioQ  an  respects  any  <luty  so  chargeable 
w  to  the  like  effort  as  the  foregoing  provisionR 
dt  this  section.  (4^  Her  Majeiity  in  Council 
nay  revoke  any  «ncb  Onlcr,  where  it  appears 
tinU  the  law  of  the  British  {lO'tsessiou  has  been 
•o  altcared  that  it  would  not  authorise  the 
making  of  an  Order  under  this  section.'* 

He  said,  he  hoped  that  upon  this  subject 
there  might  be  a  pretty  general  agree- 
nenti  because  this  clause  was  really,  as 
rai^arded  tUe  colonies  at  least — he  was  not 
•peaking  now  of  foreign  countries — a 
oompound  of  Amendments  standing  on 
the  Paper  in  the  names  of  gentlemen  of 
great  authority  on  this  subject  sitting  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  It  praoti- 
celly  embodied  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hou.  and 
leerned  Meml>er  for  the  Isle  of  VV^ight, 
and,  except  that  it  did  not  deal  with 
foreign  countriee,  it  embraced,  he  thought, 
ail  the  principles  contended  for  by  the 
boo.  Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Division 
of  Liverpool^  whose  zealous  interest  in 
the  colonies  in  this  matter  was  well 
known.  The  Amendment  introduced 
the  principle  of  reciprocity.       The  hon. 


Member   for   Kirkdale   desired    by    hie 
Amendment   that    there   should    be   an 
equivalent  exemption  given  on  the  part 
of  the  colonies.     That  the  Government 
had    endeavoured   to    introduce    by  the 
machinery  of  Orders  in  Council,  which 
was    the    ordinary   machinery   in    these 
cases,   and   he   believed    was   especially 
agreeable  to  the  colonies  as  marking  their 
direct    rehttion  to    the  Crown.      Then 
it      was     desired      that    there     should 
be  a  special  declaration  that  we  did  not 
here  pretend  to  charge  property  situated 
in  the  colonies  or  in  British  possessions. 
That  was  the  statement  which  was  con- 
tained in  the  Amendment  of  the  Member 
for  Kirkdale,  and  they   had  practically 
incorporated  it  in  the  clause.     The  real 
truth  was  that  it  was  so  in  the  Bill,  but 
there  was  a  desire  that  it  should  be  made 
clear  beyond  all  doubt  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  profess  to  charge  property 
in  the  colonies  or  to  exercise  any  super- 
vision over  it.      As  regarded    personal 
property — real  property,  of  course,  was 
out   of    the   question — whether  it  be  in 
foreign    countries    or    in    the   colonies. 
Legacy  Duty  now  was  recovered,  not  aa 
against  the  property,  bnt  us  against  the 
executor  here  in   respect  of    the  assets 
which  were  at  his  hand.     That  being  so, 
ho    hoped    that    the    Government    had 
practically    satisfied,    as    regarded     the 
colonies,  the  views  expressed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkdale.  But  he 
observed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lynn 
Regis  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  proposed  also 
to  introduce  foreign  countries.      To  that 
the  Government  would  not  accede.    They 
were    extremely    willing    to    give    the 
colonies  their  preference  in  this  matter, 
and  no  doubt  it  was  a  very  solid  preference  ; 
but  they  could  not  give  them  a   solid 
preference  to  the  degree  which    would 
enable  them  to  have  atl  vantages  as  against 
England  altogether.     They  did  give  them 
this  mlvantage  :  that  they  made  it  im- 
possible in  tneir  case  that  double  duty 
Hhonld  be  charged,  and  to  that  extent 
they  were  placed  in  a  preferential  posi- 
tion as  compared  with  foreign  countries, 
lie  did  not  know  whether  it  had  entered 
into  the  mind  of  anyone  that  this  was  an 
infringement  or    evasion  of    the    Most- 
Favoured-Nation  Clause.     The  colonies 
were    not    excluded    from     prefer<>ntial 
treatment  in  couscqueure  of  this  clause. 
He  need  only  give  one  instance.     In  the 


699 


Finance 


{COMMONS) 


Biii. 


700 


Cnstoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act  of  1885 
a  distinction  was  made  in  respect  to 
foreign  securities  and  at  this  moment  a 
stamp  of  lOs.  was  charged  on  the  Govern- 
ment secnritiea  of  foreign  countries,  while 
only  26.  6d.  was  charged  on  colonial 
securities.  He  did  not  mean  to  saj  that 
the  Colonial  Authorities  would  not  have 
been  better  satisfied  if  they  charged 
nothing  at  all,  but  thej  had  endeavoured 
to  meet  the  practical  arg^ument  that 
under  the  Bill  colonial  property  would  be 
charged  a  double  duty.  This  clause 
secured  that  if  the  colonial  duty  was 
equal  to  the  duty  charged  here,  then  the 
duty  would  not  be  charged  here,  and  the 
property  would  not  bear  a  double  duty. 
They  must  deal  with  the  matter  in  this 
way,  otherwise  it  was  obvious  that  a 
man,  a  month  before  his  death,  might 
draw  a  cheque  and  transfer  all  his  personal 
property  to  colonial  banks  and  escape 
the  duty  altogether.  There  could  not  be 
a  more  easy  means  of  evasion.  But  if  a 
man  found  that  the  duty  was  an 
equivalent  duty  there  was  no  temptation 
to  evade  it  in  that  way.  That  showed 
the  necessity  for  some  arrangement  of 
this  character.  He  thought  it  was  a  fair 
arrangement,  and  hoped  it  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  House. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read   the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

•Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  said,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  at  last  given  them 
what  was  his  opinion  as  to  dealing 
with  certain  objections  to  certain  clauses 
in  this  Estate  Act.  He  would  begin  by 
differing  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer upon  a  point  of  principle.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemnn  told  them  the 
object  of  the  Government  by  this  new 
clause  was  to  give  a  preference  to  the 
colonists.  He  (Sir  G.  Baden-Powell)  did 
not  wish  for  any  differential  treatment, 
but  he  wished  to  explain  the  rights  of 
the  colonies  in  this  matter.  He  had  made 
extensive  inquiries  not  only  from  the 
Representatives  of  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments, but  also  from  representative 
colonists  in  England,  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  if  the  clanse  was  put  forward 
as  meeting  the  rights  of  the  colonies  it 
WQuld  stir  up  serious  dissatisfaction  in  the 
immediate  future.  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Sir  W.  HareouH 


Exchequer  had  burked  discussion  on  this 
subject  on  several  occasions  by  telling  the 
House  that  conferences  and  negotiations 
were  in  progress  with  the  Representatives 
of  the  colonies. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  be  had 
received  two  letters  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asking  him  whether  it  was  de- 
sirable that  the  discussion  should  be 
deferred  until  the  negotiations  with  the 
Colonial  Representatives  were  closed. 

•Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  said, 
that  referred  to  quite  another  matter  and 
not  to  the  question  now  raised, 
which  he  had  bad  upon  the  Paper 
over  since  the  Bill  had  been  introduced. 
All  he  wished  to  point  out  was  that  they 
had  never  been  able  to  discuss  the  matter 

in  the  House 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  made  a 
statement  in  this  House  as  to  what  I 
was  going  to  do,  and  the  hon.  Member 
wrote  to  me  a  letter  of  extreme  approval, 
and  said  that  what  I  had  done  had  been 
received  with  great  satisfaction  through- 
out the  colonies. 

•Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  said, 
that  what  he  referred  to  was  the 
fact  that  the  matter  had  never 
been  discussed,  and  even  now  he 
had  no  idea  what  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment  were  until  he  saw  it  on  the 
Paj>er  on  Saturday  morning,  and  he  was 
very  much  surprised  to  notice  that  it  did 
not  carry  out  what  he  uuderstoml  to  be 
the  conditions  laid  down  by  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  our  colonies,  and  they 
knew  by  the  Paper  for  which  he  moved, 
and  which  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  that  it  did  not  carry  out  the  ex- 
pressed wishes  of  the  Agents  General. 
With  reference  to  the  wording  of  the 
clause,  the  second  two  lines  of  the  second 
clause  carried  out  what  he  thought  the 
whole  clause  ought  to  be — 

"  Nothiuj?  in  this  Act  8hall  be  held  ti^  creftte 
a  charge  for  Estate  Duty  <m  any  projierty 
situate  in  a  British  possesBioiL'* 

If  that  was  the  whole  clause  it  would 
be  a  perfect  clause,  but  then  these 
two  lined  flatly  contradicted  the  first  part 
of  the  clause.  The  second  part  of  the 
clause  was  absolutely  in  the  terms  of 
his  own  Amendment  which  he  had  on 
another  page.  The  third  paragraph, 
which  stated  that  Her  Majesty  might 
by  Order  in  Council  apply  this  section 
to  any  British  possession  on  property 
^^  while  so  situate,**    he  did   not  quile 
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anderatand.        The    fourth    paragraph, 
ia    which     Her    Majesty     id     Coancil 
might     revoke     anj     sooh     Order     in 
Council   in  any  colony   under  the  con- 
ditions there  set  forth,  was  unnecessary, 
Aod  in  any  case  he  thought  the  Order 
would  not  be  possible.    He  bad  carefully 
considered  the   working  of  this  clause, 
And  he  thought  these  objections  certainly 
militated  against  its  practical  usefulness. 
The  clause  as  it  stood   was  really  con- 
trary to   the  principle  which   ought   to 
Qoderlie  any  clause  dealing  with  taxation 
in  our  colonies.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer     apparently     did     not     yet 
appreciate  what  the  difficulties  were  of 
attempting  to  levy  any  such  tax,  and  he 
would  briefly  run  over  one  or  two  prac- 
tical   objections  to   this   tax    before   he 
came,  very  shortly,  to  describe  the  con- 
i^iitutioual  position.     The  first  practical 
point  was  this.     He  did  not  see   how  by 
this  Act  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  could 
iu   any  way  bring  any  revenue  into  the 
Exchequer,  and  if  they  did  not  gain  any 
money  by  this  agitation,  and  causing  this 
friction  through  the  colonies,  Hurely   it 
would  be  wise  now  to   drop   any   such 
action.       He  knew  it  was  of  euotmous 
value  to  the    Exchequer    to    follow  up 
the  principle  of  broadening  the  basis  of 
taxation;     and    if     the    Chancellor    of 
the     Exchequer     could     by    any    such 
sneans    increase    his  l>asis   of   taxation, 
•o  that  it  should  cover  the  whole  world, 
he    quite    agreed    that    the    right    hon. 
Cventleman  would  achieve  an  enormous 
Advantage     to     future     Chancellors    of 
cha    Exchequer   as    well   as  to  himself. 
But   the  Government   hatl   conceded    in 
this  Amendment  a  very  important   point 
but  one  which  he  did   not  think  needed 
conce«Iiiig — namely,  that  they  could  not 
pay  twice  over  the  same  QuecnV  taxes 
oo  the  !(Ame  property.     That,  he  under- 
•tood,    had   been    illegal    all   along,   and 
he  hap|>ened  to  know  at  least  one  case 
where  taxes  were  charged  twice  on  the 
aame  property  in  Australia.   The  case  was 
IP  ven  against  the  man  who  hiul  l>eeu  forced 
to  pay,  but  on  appeal  home  it  was  shown 
to  be  illegal   to   pay  the  Queen's  taxe.n  | 
twice  on  any  property  ;  therefore,  he  did 
not  think  anv  trouble   need  l>e  taken   in 
regard   to  t^is  fact   of    propertr  being 
taxed  twice  over  because  it  was  distinctly 
illagal  to  so  tax   it.     But  in  conceding 
the   remiMion    of    duty  that   had   been 
already  paid    it  meant  that  in   all   our 


colonies  steps  had  been  or  would  soon  be 
taken  to  place  the  duties   there  on  an 
exact  equivalent  to  this  duty  at  home. 
In  the  Provinces  of  Canada  which  had 
the  right  of   imposing   direct   taxes,  the 
lower  duties  did  exist  liecause  of  the  un- 
popularity of  increasing  in  amount  this 
Death  Dut>.     If   the   financial   Officers 
and  Ministers  of  these  Provinces   could 
go  to  their  Represeutative  Legislatures 
and  say,  ^^  It  is  no  longer  a   question  of 
imposing  duty  or  increasing  duty,  you 
will  have  to  pay  this  high  duty  now, 
because  of  what  the  Imperial  Parliament 
has  done,  but  you  had  better  pay  it  to 
ns   than   to  the  Chancellor   of  the  Ex- 
chequer,'* then  these  Legislatures  would 
allow   these  duties  to  be  raisefl  exactly 
to  the  amount  charged  in  London,  and  in 
that  case  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer  would   have  cre&ted   all  this    ma- 
chinery and  also  have  caused  all  this  great 
friction  in  our  colonies,  and  yet  not  one 
penny  would   come   to   the   Exchequer. 
There  were  other  difficulties  in  connec- 
tion with  such  action.     The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  already  alluded  to 
gentlemen  being  able  to  place  money  in  a 
colonial  bank  iiud  so  escape  the    duty. 
It    was   quite   possible   that    gentlemen 
might  do  so  now    providctl  that  money 
did  not  have  to  jwiy  Legacy  or  Succes- 
sion Duty.     But  there  was  great  diffi- 
culty in  regard  to  executors.     An  exe- 
cutor must  either  l>e  domiciled  in  this 
country  or  in  one  of  the  colonies.      If  he 
was  domiciled  in  a  colony,  there  was  no 
Court  in  this  country  which  had  jurisdic- 
tion over  him   in  getting  any  return  of 
accounts  and  any  payment.     That  was  a 
very  easy  way  of  avoidance  of  this  tax. 
Then,  again,  the  valuation  of  properties 
in  the  colonies  would  be  a  source  of  diffi- 
culty and  expense.      There   were  other 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  collecting  such 
a  duty,  such,   for  in^tance,  as  the  ease 
with  which  domicile  conld  l>e  changed  in 
the  British  Empire.     Ho  believed  that 
already  one  or  two  wealthy  residents  in 
this  country  had  even  expressed  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  their  inten- 
tion of   changing  their  domicile  if  this 
Bill  l»ecame  Taw.      He  was  alluding  to 
these  difficulties    to   show   that   in    the 
opinion   of    experts    any    clause    which 
tried  to    levy  Estate  Duty  in  our  colo- 
nies wonld  not   result    in    gain    to   the 
Exchequer,  and  he  did  not  see  why  this 
House,  composed  as  it  was  of  practical 
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men,  should  attempt  to  impose  on  our 
colonies  any  scheme  of  taxation  which 
would  not  result  in  any  gain  to  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  wished  now  to  aUude  to 
what  he  would  venture  to  call  the  rights 
of  our  colonies.  This  House,  without 
doubt,  had  conceded  to  our  self-govern- 
ing colonies  independent  legislative  and 
executive  sovereignty  so  far  as  matters  of 
taxation  were  concerned.  He  thought 
there  was  no  one  who  could  doubt  that 
had  been  done,  and  he  thought  it  would 
also  be  conceded  when  they  had  dele- 
gated the  power  which  they  had  the  right 
to  exercise  or  to  delegate,  they  could  not 
both  delegate  and  exercise  the  power. 
Without  doubt  they  had  done  this,  and 
he  might  bring  forward  one  instance 
which,  he  thought,  must  have  escaped 
the  observation  of  the  authorities  wlto 
had  drafted  this  Bill.  It  was  an  in- 
stance of  legislation  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  In  the  Imperial  Act,  by 
which  they  enabled  the  Provinces  of 
North  America  to  federate  into  one 
dominion  in  1867,  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment by  the  Imperial  Act  was  expressly 
forbidden  levying  any  direct  taxes,  and 
that  prerogative  of  taxation  and  of  legis- 
lative and  executive  sovereignty  was  ex- 
pressly reserved  to  the  Provincial  Go- 
vernments. How,  therefore,  this  Parlia- 
ment was  to  take  the  double  step  of  not 
only  levying  direct  taxes  in  the  Canadian 
Dominion,  but  levying  them  in  spite  of 
this  particular  clause  and  gift  of  power 
to  the  Provincial  Governments  he  could 
not  see. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  do  not 
exercise  power  in  the  colonies  any  more 
than  in  France.  France  is  independent, 
and  we  do  not  tax  property  in  France. 
Canada  cannot  be  more  independent  than 
France  is,  so  far  as  legislation  is  con- 
cerned 

•Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  said,  he 
was  not  now  dealing  with  foreign 
countries,  but  his  point  was  that  they 
had  delegated  the  full  right  of 
taxation,  and  now  they  were  about 
to  levy  taxes  on  property  in  Canada. 
He  knew  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
did  not  wish  him  to  say  he  ever 
even  suggested  such  a  thing  as  that  the 
colonies  ought  by  this  means  to  contri- 
bute to  the  Imperial  expenditure.  But 
the  answers  of  the  right  boq.  Gentleman 
led  a  great  many  hon.  Members  and  the 
public   to   think   that  he  did  entertain 

Sir  G.  Baden-Pdwell 


such  a  view.  As  regarded  Canada,  he 
thought  it  would  be  quite  sufficient  for 
any  gentleman  who  understood  tbiff 
matter  when  he  said  that  for  many  years 
past  Canada  had  been  paying  more  than 
the  fixed  sum  of  1,000,000  dollars  for  the 
purpose  of  defending  the  territories  of  the 
Empire  subject  to  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment. He  knew  also  that  the  colonies 
not  only  had  this  delegation  of  the 
powers  of  self-taxation,  but  they  exer- 
cised it,  and  if  they  added  up  what 
was  raised  by  self-taxation  in  varioua 
parts  of  the  Empire  they  would  find  it 
came  to  th^  very  respectable  total  of 
£50,000,000  sterling,  so  that  they  were 
not  dealing  with  a  mere  legal  or  legisla- 
tive fiction,  but  with  a  great  and  impor- 
tant fact.  He  would  like  to  observe  with 
regard  to  this  duty  that  whether  they  re- 
mitted any  thing  or  not  they  were  certainly 
extending  the  duty  to  property  situated 
in  the  colonies.  It  had  been  said  that 
they  were  only  doing  what  was  done 
now  ;  that  was  to  say,  the  Legacy  and 
Succession  Duties  now  applied  in  the 
colonies.  But  all  that  was  arranged  in 
the  last  century,  long  before  the  grant  of 
self-government  and  self-taxation  to  our 
colonies,  and  the  burden  had  fallen  so 
lightly  on  them  that  the  action  of  the 
Home  Government  had  not  been  con- 
tested. But  though  that  might  give  the 
right  of  user,  it  did  not  make  it  right  in 
principle,  and  this  attempt  to  largely  in- 
crease the  duties  payable  on  legacies  and 
succession  had  aroused  the  colonies  to  the 
idea  that  even  that  taxation  ought  to 
have  been  remitted  and  made  good.  It 
had  been  shown  by  some  writers,  notably 
by  Professor  Dicey,  in  regard  to  aggrega- 
tion and  graduation,  and  in  the  fact  that 
this  Bill  made  Legacy  and  Successioa 
Probate  Duties,  they  did,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  largely  increase  the  taxation  of  pro- 
perty in  the  colonies  which  would  other- 
wise have  escaped.  There  was  one  great 
point  in  regard  to  this  which  he  thought 
was  conclusive,  and  that  was  that  in 
levying  taxes  on  property  situated  in  the 
colonies,  and  especially  such  heavy  duties 
as  were  proposed  under  this  Bill,  they 
did,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  diminish,  even  if 
they  did  not  destroy,  the  capacity  of  that 
particular  property  to  yield  taxation  ta 
the  Queen,  and  in  that  case  they  certainly 
interfered  in  a  very  serious  and  material 
manner  with  the  right  and  power  of 
the    colonies    to    raise     their    revenue 
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from  their  property  in  the  way 
which  best  suited  them.  He  had 
DOW  gone  through  some  of  the  objec- 
tionsy  and  he  hoped  io  the  concludiog  re* 
mArkfl  he  should  make  that  the  right 
hoo.  Geotleman  would  see  that  there 
wms  Tery  good  reason,  if  it  were  possible, 
to  insert  as  a  new  clause  to  deal  with  the 
taxatioD  of  the  colonies  the  first  two 
lines  of  Sub-section  (2).  He  had  in  his 
hand  a  great  naany  letters.  He  was  not 
going  to  read  them,  but  he  should  like  to 
quote  one  written  by  a  very  di8^inguished 
oolonisty  and  a  man  who  was  intensely 
lojraL,  as  all  colonists  were.   He  said — 

••  It  would  be  ponjble,  perhaps,  to  levjr  the«e 
taxes  on  oolonial  property,  bat  it  woaid  cer- 
tainly lead  to  the  iDdependence  of  the  colonies.*' 

The  colonial  men  in  England,  men  who 
OBdarstood  colonial  aflh^rs  and  politics, 
had  sent  a  memorial  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  which  the  results  were 
sommed  up  in  words  to  the  effect  that  the 
proposal  to  include  for  Estate  Duty  per- 
aooal  property  situated  outside  the  United 
Kingdom  would  lead  to  the  gravest  in- 
convenience, and  injustice  would  be  there- 
by caused  to  great  numbers  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  The  Royal  Colonial 
Institute  used  those  words,  but  there 
were  even  graver  words  used  by  the 
responsible  representatives  in  this  country 
of  the  Colonial  Governments,  and  who 
were  dead  against  a  clause  of  this  kind. 
They  regarded  it  as  contrary  to  their 
rights,  as  unjust,  and  totally  inadequate 
to  meet  the  representations  which  they 
h«d  made  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  Memo- 
rial was  written  long  before  this  clause 
was  drafted. 

•Sir  (;.  BADEN-POWELL  said,  that 
was  the  very  reason  why  he  wished  to 
read  it.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman,  in 
his  conference  with  the  Representatives  of 
Colonial  Governments  and  in  his  remarks 
in  introducing  the  clause  that  day,  letl 
them  to  understand  that  the  clause,  if  it 
did  not,  rmlly  ought  to  satisfy  Colonial 
Governments.  But  here  were  the  re- 
corded views  of  these  Grovemments. 
They  said — 

**  The  pn>|io«I  to  levy  the  Estate  Dutien  on 
prr>|icrt7  located  in  the  colonies  will  be  re^nled 
there  a«  a  tas^  not  on  British  tobjects,  but  on 
ooloeial  ptopertv,  and  oonseqnently  ••  s  serioufl 
Inisrferetioe  with  a  Held  of  taxation  which  they 
R^mnl  as  ouostitationally  their  own.** 


And  then  they  used  these  words,  which 
alone  should  be  sufficient  to  make  any 
right  hou.  Gentleman  in  that  House 
anxious  to  see  that  the  clause  should  be 
in  harmony  with  the  representa- 
tions made  on  behalf  of  these  great 
colonies — 

**  Our  Governments  take  exception  to 
property  in  the  colonies  ieiog  charged  with 
these  Death  Duties,  and  feel  entitled  to  ask  on 
what  principle  of  constitutional  right  this  is 
sought  to  be  done.  We  belong  to  the  Empire, 
and  inasmuch  as  the  Imperial  Parliament  has 
granted  to  us  responsible  and  Parliamentary 
Government,  with  the  rigtit  to  impose  taxation 
on  our  people  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
State,  how  can  the  exercise  of  the  proposed 
interference  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  be 
possible  without  first  suspending  our  respective 
Constitutions  7  ^* 

He  said  that  these  words,  penned  by 
the  responsible  Representatives  of 
10,000,000  of  Her  Majesty^s  subjecU, 
ought  to  and  must  receive  full  and  ade- 
quate consideration  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  At  this  moment,  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  pro- 
posed for  the  first  time  to  levy  duties  on 
foreign  and  colonial  property,  there  was 
a  Conference  at  Ottawa  of  Colonial 
Representatives  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  how  best  to  consolidate  the 
Empire,  and  some  words  were  used  by 
the  distinguished  Prime  Minister  of 
Canada,  which  the  House  would  do  well 
to  bear  in  mind  at  this  juncture.  He 
had  said — 

*'  Colonial  Conferences  hail  previously  met 
on  the  American  Continent  to  discuHs  plans  for 
separation.  This  one  was  *  to  plight  anew  our 
faith  in  one  another,  never  vet  tamishetl,  and 
our  affection  for  the  mother-land.*  *' 

At  this    moment    they    ought^    in  any 

taxation  which  in  any  way  affected  the 

colonies,  to  pay  the  greatest  heed  to  the 

representations     and    voices    of     these 

10,000,000  of  our  fellow-subjects  ;  and 

although  he  himself  felt  that  this  matter 

ought  never  to  have  been  introdoced  into 

this  Bill,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 

now  it  had  been  introduced  they  should 

come  out  of  it  in  a  perfectly  easy  and 

simple  way  if,  instead  of  adopting  the 

clause  as  it  stood,  they  inserted  only  these 

words  from  the  second  sub-section — 

**  Nothing  in  this  Act  shsll  be  held  to  create 
a  charge  for  Estate  Duty  on  any  property  sttnste 
in  a  British  possession  to  which  has  been 
granted  the  right  ttf  levying  taxes  for  the 
requirements  of  the  State/ 

He   appealed   to    the    Committee,    and 
especially    to     those     Members    of    all 
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political  Parties  who  bad  formed 
themselves  into  what  was  kuowD  as 
the  Colonial  Party,  not  to  pass  this 
clanse  as  it  stood,  but  to  pass  it  in  snch 
a  form  as  should  uphold  the  acknow- 
ledged rights  of  our  colonies  in  the 
matter  of  self-taxation,  and  above  all 
things  to  carry  out  the  expressed  wishes 
of  the  authorised  Representatives  of 
these  colonies. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  stated  that  to  tax  the 
colonies  would  be  an  invasion  of  the  rights 
of  the  colonies,  and  jet  the  hoo.  Member 
himself  had  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  for  the  verv  purpose  of  levying 
taxation  upon  the  colonies.  It  was  to 
be  found  on  the  Paper  long  after  the 
Memorial  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  reference. 

Sir  G.  B ADEN-POWELL  said,  that 
when  it  was  reached  he  had  intended  to 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the 
Amendment  had  been  upon  the  Paper  as 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  who  said 
he  represented  what  was  called  the 
Colonial  Party  in  this  House,  and  he 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  had  paid  great  con- 
sideration to  that  Amendment  in  the 
light  of  the  knowledge  of  the  relation 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  stood  to  the 
colonies  and  to  the  Colonial  Party.  Let 
the  Committee  see  what  it  was  the  hon. 
Member  had  himself  proposed.  He  said 
it  was  unconstitutional 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  have 
never  proposed  that  Amendment,  and 
did  not  intend  to. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  at 
any  rate  it  had  been  on  the  Paper  in  the 
hon.  Mem  her  *s  name  to  this  s^rj  day, 
and  he  supposed  there  was  a  time 
when  he  thought  it  was  perfectly 
constitutional  to  do  what  he  pro- 
posed to  do*  in  his  Amendment.  That 
Amendment  had  been  on  the  Paper  for 
weeks,  and  he  had  never  removed  it 
since  he  was  acquainted  with  the 
Memorial  of  the  colonists.  Here  was  the 
hon.  Member^s  view  as  expressed  in  his 
Amendment : — 

"  From  the  full  Estate  Duty  payable  under 
this  Act.  the  (Commissioners  shall  allow  to  be 
deductc^i  such  sum  or  sums  as  shall  be  shown  to 
their  satisfaction  to  have  been  lawfully  paid  as 
Death  Duties  on  property  situate  in  foreign 
countries,  or  in  any  colony  or  dependency  of 
the  British  Bmpirr,  to  the  goTernm^nt  of  the 
country  in  wbicn  such  property  is  sftoate,  and 

Sir  G.  Baden-Powell 


in  which  equivalent  exemption  is  granted  in 
respect  of  Death  Duties  payable  there  on  pro- 
perty situate  in  the  United  Kingdom.** 

Therefore,  the  hon.  Member  claimed  the 
right  to  place  the  taxation  on  the  pro- 
perty in  foreign  countries  and  in  the 
colonies,  subject  only  to  the  deduction 
of  the  amount  of  the  tax  being  levied  in 
that  country  in  which  the  property  is 
situate  and  in  whidt  equivalent  exemp- 
tion is  granted  in  respect  of  Death  Duties 
payable  there  on  property  situate  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  That  clause  is  identi* 
cal  in  principle  with  the  first  clause  of 
the  Amendment  he  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
had  proposed,  and  for  the  hon.  Member 
at  this  time  of  day  to  turn  round  and  say 
it  was  unconstitutional  and  an  invasion 
of  the  rights  of  the  colonies  was  one  of 
the  most  remarkable  things  he  had  ever 
witnessed  even  in  that  House.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  said  that  the  rights  of  the 
cofonies  should  be  safeguarded  by  a 
declaration,  and  he  made  the  following 
declaration  : — 

"  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  held  to  apply 
to  property  situate  in  any  British  colony  to 
which  has  been  granted  responsible  Parliamen* 
tary  government,  inclusive  of  the  right  to  levy 
taxes  for  all  purposes  of  State.** 

As  regarded  the  colonies,  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Mem)>er  was,  and  had  been  up  to 
the  moment  when  he  rose  to  speak,  iden- 
tical with  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. There  could  not  be  any  doubt 
about  that.  Put  the  hon.  Member^s  two 
clauses  together  and  they  were  practically 
identical  with  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Wight,  he  supposed, 
might  be  said  to  represent  the  legal 
views  on  the  constitutional  question  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  what  did 
that  hon.  Member  say  in  the  Amendment 
he  had  put  down — 

'*  The  amount  of  duties  lawfully  |>ayable  on 
th<»  death  of  the  deceased  in  any  British  colony 
or  dependency  in  respect  of  property  therein 
situate  which  is  liable  to  Estate  Duty  under  this 
Act  shall  be  deducted  from  the  amount  of  Estate 
Duty  payable  in  respect  of  such  property." 

Then  again  the  proposal  was  identical 
with  that  in  the  clause  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  therefore  they  had  the  eon  joint 
authority  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Weai 
Derby  for  treating  this  matter  in  tfxactljr 
the  way  they  proposed  to  treat  it. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  said  the  Go* 
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rerninent  had  no  right  to  exercise  legis- 
lative or  taxing  aathority  in  Canada.  Of 
conrse  not,  ana  they  did  not  pretend  to 
do  anrthtng  of  the  kind.  Neither  had 
the  Government  the  right  to  tax  people 
iu  France.  The  Government  had  no  in- 
tention of  taxing  a  foreign  country  or 
people,  nor  of  taxing  the  property  of  such 
couutry  or  people.  The  proposal  of  the 
Government  was  to  tax  the  executor  or 
representative  here  of  a  domiciled 
Eoglishman.  If  the  mere  transfer  of 
property  to  a  colony  for  a  day  was  to 
exclnde  it  from  taxation,  that  would  he 
to  defeat  the  tax  altogether.  Some  re- 
presentatives of  the  colonies  were  not  at 
all  sorry  that  the  rich  ahnentee  colonist 
should  l>e  taxed,  and  it  was  only  the 
represenutive  of  the  ahseutee  colonist 
that  the  Bill  would  touch.  The  (Uises  in 
which  the  tax  wouKl  be  collected  would 
not  he  numerous  ;  and  although  the 
rolonists  would  doubtlcsf  prefer  that  no 
charge  should  he  made,  such  total  exemp- 
tion would  he  putting  a  tremendous 
premium  on  colonial  investments.  The 
hon.  Member  should  repudiate  his  owu 
thunder.  It  was  a  little  di8ap{)ointiug  to 
the  Government  that,  having  arrived  at 
the  Mime  conclusion  as  was  expressed  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  Meuil>er  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Memlnsr  for  the 
Ii*le  of  Wight,  they  should  l)e  now  mot 
w^ith  opposition  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Mem  tier. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  Cleorge's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  I  think  it  in  extremely 
desirable  that  we  should  discuss  this  very 
important  (question  without  any  reference 
to  the  wording  of  any  particular  Amend- 
ments and  without  any  reference  to  Party, 
or  to  the  particular  side  of  the  House  on 
which  we  sit,  l>ecause  we  stand  in  the 
presence  of  claims  from  the  colonies  on 
the  one  hand,  and  of  certain  demands 
that  are  to  be  met  on  the  other.  We 
inniit  all  l>e  anxious  that  the  colonies 
should  have  exteudeJ  to  them  everv 
iminlgence  and  considerution,  but  I  can- 
not agree  with  the  colonists  that  their 
rights  hare  been  invaded  by  the  proposals 
of  the  (government.  This  seems  to  me 
to  he  a  que«tion  of  expediency.  There 
were  many  reasons  why  the  original  pro- 
poaals  of  the  (government  should  be 
opposed  ;  bnt  I  agree  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exeheouer  that  this  is  not 
A  propoaal  to  tax  colonial  property  or  to 
ioterfere   with    colonial    rlghta.      On  a 


former  occasion  I  expressed  a  doubt 
whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  wise  in  taking  the  step  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed,  either 
with  regard  to  foreign  countries  or  the 
colonies,  but  when  the  colonists  or  their 
representatives  say  that  this  is  an 
attempt  to  tax  colonial  property  against 
their  constitutional  rights,  they  put  for- 
ward a  claim  that  cannot  be  fairly  nrged 
on  this  Honse.  At  the  same  time,  I  think 
it  was  unfortunate  that  when  the  right 
horn  Gentleman  originally  proposed  to 
tax  property  situated  in  the  colonies,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  should 
have  urged,  as  one  of  the  reasons  why 
the  proposal  was  justifiable,  that  the 
colonies  did  not  contribute  to  Imperial 
Revenne. 

Sir  W.  II  ARCOL'RT  (who  was  almost 
inaudible)  was  understood  to  say  that  he 
was  afraid  he  had  expressed  himself 
badiv,  and  that  his  words  had  been  mis- 
understood.  It  had  not  l>een  his  in- 
tention to  state  that  as  his  ground  for 
taxing  the  colonies. 

Mr.  GOSCIIEN  :  I  have  no  wish  to 
misrepresent  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
to  put  words  into  his  mouth  which  would 
give  the  slightest  offence,  if  spoken,  to 
our  colonial  fellow-subjects.  I  am,  how- 
ever, afraid  that  the  misinterpretation 
which  has  been  put  upon  the  words  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
aroused  some  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
colonists,  and  stimulated  them  to  put  for- 
ward the  statement  of  their  rights  which 
they  have  put  forward.  I  should  hope 
that,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
admitted,  this  is  not  at  all  a  colonial 
question,  but  merely  a  question  of  taxing 
English  property  in  the  rolonies  ;  and, 
as  the  rights  of  the  colonists  are  not  in- 
vade<l  by  the  proposition  in  the  view  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  House,  under 
these  circumstances,I  think  that  the  Com- 
mittee mav  refrain  from  anv  further 
argument  which  would  in  any  way  relate 
to  constitutional  questions  with  the 
colonies.  I  put  forward  this  view  at  the 
present  stage  believing  that  we  all  mnst 
be  most  anxious  not  to  increase  any 
passing  ill-feeling  or  irritation  which  may 
exist  in  the  minds  of  the  colonists  on  this 
subject.  Therefore,  what  we  ought  to  do 
is  to  argue  the  matter  simply  on  the 
ground  of  expediency.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  does  not  hope  to  get 
mnch  out  of  the  tax,  but  thinks  it  neoet- 
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sary  to  avoid  evasion.  I,  however,  fail 
to  see  any  more  likelihood  of  evasion  in 
the  future  than  in  the  past,  unless  it  he 
under  the  system  of  aggregation  and 
graduation  which  has  been  adopted.  I 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
shown  a  desire  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Colonial  Representatives.  I  do  not  desire 
to  press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I 
would  remind  him  that  he  has  not  told 
the  Committee  to  what  extent  he  has 
succeeded  in  satisfying  them.  Colonists, 
I  know  from  experience,  are  not  always 
reasonable.  The  degree  to  which  the 
colonists  are  satisfied  with  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  would,  however,  if 
stated,  doubtless  be  a  guide  in  forming  an 
opinion  as  to  tbe  extent  to  which  the  pro- 
posals before  the  Committee  should  lie 
pushed.  If  the  Government  can  assure 
us  that  they  have  given  not  entire,  but 
fair,  satisfaction  to  the  colonists  in  this 
matter,  and  after  the  concessions  which 
have  been  made,  I  myself  would  be  pre- 
pared to  abstain  from  any  further  action 
in  the  matter. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  he  thought  it  was  unfor- 
tunate that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer should  have  given  his  answer  on 
sucb  an  important  subject  before  he  had 
heard  all  the  arguments  that  might  be 
advanced  in  its  favour.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  he  understood  his 
new  clause  was  accepted  as  a  sufficient 
compromise  by  persons  in  the  House 
who  were  authorised  to  speak  for  the 
colonists.  He  knew  of  no  one  who  could 
speak  with  more  authority  for  tbe  colo- 
nists than  the  colonists  themselves  through 
their  elected  Representatives  ;  and  it  was 
useless  for  gentlemen  who  went  round 
the  world  in  40  days,  or  who  spent  a 
certain  time  in  the  other  hemisphere,  to 
think  they  could  tell  the  Committee  wbat 
the  colonists  said  on  tbis  subject.  What 
was  the  case  for  the  tax  ?  The  Cban- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  it  on  the 
3 1st  of  May,  when  he  said — 

"  Thi8  is  a  proper  tax  to  impose  on  property 
in  foreign  countries,  and  in  the  colonies.  The 
colonies  put  a  tax  on  our  own  commodities  ;  and 
therefore,  we  are  right  to  put  this  tax  on  them." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  how- 
ever, failed  to  tell  the  House  that  tbis 
was  an  entirely  new  tax  of  a  new  kind. 
Hitherto  they  had  followed  property 
domiciled  in  tbis  country  when  it  was 
abroad  to  the  extent  of  levying  Legacy 
Duty,  or  in  the  case  of  settled  personalty, 

Mr.  Goschen 


Succession  Duty.  The  true  role  was  the 
rule  they  had  gone  by  in  the  past — 
namely,  that  they  never  attempted  to 
levy  any  tax  whatever  upon  any  property 
whatever,  except  it  was,  either  actually 
or  constructively,  within  the  United 
Kingdom.  If  a  man  were  domiciled  In 
the  United  Kingdom  his  personal  pro- 
perty was  constructively  here ;  if  his 
personalty  were  actually  here,  it  was 
actually  here,  and  it  should  be 
either  actually  or  constructively  here^ 
to  be  taxed.  Now  a  different  rule 
was  to  be  put  in  operation.  Wherever 
the  property  of  a  man  domiciled  here  was 
situated  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
claimed  to  levy  a  tax  upon  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  talked  of  persons  in 
the  House  who  were  authorised  to  speak 
for  tbe  colonists.  He  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  objections  of 
the  colonists  themselves  to  the  tax.  They 
declared,  first  of  all,  that  Parliament  had 
no  constitutional  right  to  impose  this  tax  ; 
that  it  would  cause  irritation,  and  seriously 
interfere  with  the  field  of  taxation  they 
regard  constitutionally  as  their  own  ; 
that  it  would  seriously  impede  the  free 
exchange  of  capital  between  the  Mother 
Country  and  the  colonies  ;  and,  finally, 
tbey  submitted  that  if  this  duty  was  to  be 
an  enforced  contribution  from  the  colonists 
for  the  Navy,  the  colonists  should  have 
been  in  the  first  instance  invited  to  con- 
tribute. He  believed  that  if  that  invi- 
tation were  given  tbe  colonists  would 
not  have  refused  to  accede  to  it.  Not  one 
of  tbe  objections  which  be  had  quoted 
was  met  by  the  new  clause  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  That  Memorial 
was  written  long  before  tbis  clause  was 
put  down. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
declaration  of  the  colonists  was  dated  the 
12th  of  June  ;  it  was  seriously  made, 
officially  communicated  to  the  House,  and 
placed  on  the  Table  of  tbe  House.  Tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  brought 
forward  his  clause  to  meet  those  objec- 
tions, and  told  the  Committee  that  there 
were  persons  in  authority  in  the  House 
who  accepted  it  as  sufficient.  But  what 
did  the  colonists  themselves  say  ?  Had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  received  any 
communication  from  the  colonists  siuoe 
he  had  put  his  clause  on  tbe  Paper^ 
saying  it  bad  satisfied  tlieir  objections  ? 
If  not,  then  no  one  in  the  House  waa 
competent  to  say  that  the  clause  satisfied 
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the  colonists  either  completely  or  com- 
{Mmtirelj.  It  was  impossible  to  read 
the  declaration  of  the  colonists  without 
being  stmok  bj  the  close  similarity  it 
bore  to  another  declaration  made  bj 
colonists  on  an  historical  occasion.  Lord 
Greville  tried  to  induce  the  colonists  of 
North  America  to  submit  to  taxation  by 
his  Stamp  Act,  and  said  it  was  only  a 
little  one. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  He  claimed 
the  right  to  tax  the  colonists. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  no 
doabt ;  but,  as  in  this  case,  it  was  a 
Stamp  Act  imposing  a  Stamp  Duty  on 
certain  documents  in  the  colonies ;  and 
the  contention  was  that  it  was  a  small 
matter,  and  only  brought  in  £100,000. 
The  tax  was  then  altered  into  another 
tax  of  a  different  nature — a  Customs 
Duty,  which  would  bring  in  about 
£40,000,  and  it  was  still  further  reduced 
to  a  Tea  Duty,  which  would  probably 
have  brought  in  £20,000  ;  but  it  was 
enough  to  light  a  flame  through  the 
colonies.  The  objections  of  the  colonists 
to  that  tAx  were  identically  the  same  as 
they  were  now.  They  said  it  was  un- 
constitutional. That  was  denied.  They 
said,  ^  If  yon  had  asked  us  we  would  have 
Dtade  a  contribution,  but  we  will  not 
submit  to  be  taxed  by  the  Knglish  Par- 
iiament.**  Then,  as  now,  the  objections 
of  the  colonists  were  denied  ;  and  he  re- 
gretted that  there  were  now  no  Chatham, 
or  Burke,  or  Fox  to  enforce  the  objec- 
tions. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  : 
Were  tbo«e  American  colonists  domiciled 
in  this  country  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  ho 
really  did  not  know  what  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman meant.  He  now  came  to  the 
Amendment.  It  practically  gave  up 
aggregation.  It  admitted  that  they 
could  not  completely  aggregate  a  pro- 
perty. It  insisted  rather  on  a  new  and 
separate  aggregation  being  instituted. 
There  was,  first  of  all,  the  aggregation 
of  the  whole  property,  and  then  the 
aggregation  of  that  part  of  it  situated  in 
the  colonies ;  or  having  aggregated  the 
whole  property,  they  proposed  to  iinpose 
half  the  duty  on  half  the  property.  That 
seemed  to  him  to  make  the  thing  an 
abaordity.  He  observed  also  that  the 
clause  was  based  on  reciprocitv.  That 
was  to  say*  that  on  the  one  hand  from 
duty  levied  here  on  property  in  Victoria 
tbej  were  to  deduct  the  duty  levied  on 


the  same  property  in  Victoria  ;  and,  on 
the    other    hand,   from   duty    levied  in 
Victoria  on  property  in  Great  Britain  the 
duty  levied  on   that  property  in  Great 
Britain  was  to  be  deducted.     But  he  did 
not  see  how  that  could  be  worked.    The 
maximum    duty  in  Victoria  was  10  per 
cent. ;  here,   under  the  Bill,  it  was  8  per 
cent.,  so  that  they  would  have  to  deduct 
10  per  cent,  from  8  per  cent.     He  would 
take  the  concrete  case  of  a  property  worth 
£150,000.     The  duty  here  on  that  pro- 
perly would  be  6  per  cent.,  or  £9,000  ; 
and  in  Victoria  it  would  be  10  per  cent., 
or   £15,000.      They     would,    therefore, 
under  the  clause,  have  to  deduct  £15,000 
from   £9,000,  and  how  they  were  going 
to  do  it  he  faiM  to  seo.     But  the  difll- 
culty   did  not   end  there.     The    clause 
proposed  that  in  consideration  for  deduct- 
ing the  duty  levied  here  on  projKjrty  in 
Victoria,    they  were  to  deduct  the  duty 
levied    in    Victoria   on    property  in  the 
Unite*!    Kingdom.      But    Victoria    had 
never  framed  such  a  tax   as  a  duty  im- 
pose<l  on   property  in  the  United  King- 
dom.    They    were    better  informed    in 
Victoria  of  the  true  principles  of  taxa- 
tion than  the  modern  professors  of  taxa- 
tion   in     the    United    Kingdom.       The 
clause,  therefore,  came  to  this :  that  be- 
cause they  gave  up  £9,000  they  cliarged 
on  property  in  Victoria,  Victoria  was  to 
give    up   £9,000    she   did    not    charge 
on    property    in    the    United   Kingdom. 
But,  probably,  Victoria  would  not  be  long 
until  she  did  make  such  a  charge.     Was 
it  not  manifest  that  Victoria  would   be 
forced,  for  the  protection  of  her  revenue, 
to  levy  on  property  in  the  United  King- 
dom passing  at  the  death   of  a  person 
domiciled   in   Victoria    a  duty  equal  to 
that  levied  in   the  United  Kingdom  on 
property  in  Victoria  ?     Nay,  she  might 
do  more.     She  might  put  on  property  in 
the  United  Kingdom  a  duty  which  would 
leave  her  something  after  the  deduct  on 
provided  by  the  clause  was  made.     T  mt 
would   be   a   remarkable   result   of    th* 
Finance  Bill.      First  of  all,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  get  nothing 
out  of  the  duty  levied  on  property  in  the 
colonies ;  but  he  would  have  provoked, 
and  justly    provoked,    the    colonies    to 
levy  an  entu^ly  new  duty  on  property 
situated   in    this    country.      Coming  to 
a    more     serious     matter    with     regard 
to    the    clause,  they    had    to    couMidor 
the  differentiation  now  proposed  to  be  set 
up  between  British  possessions  and  other 


J 


716 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


716 


foreign  coantrieti.  He  used  the  word 
"  other  '*  advisedly.  God  forbid  that  be 
should  look  on  the  colonies  as  foreign 
countries  !  but  legally  they  were  treated 
as  such  in  all  matters  relating  to  domicile 
and  taxation.  This  was  shown  by  well- 
known  decisions  affecting  India,  Deme- 
rara,  Sydney,  and  Jersey.  The  colonies 
in  matters  of  legacy  were  as  much 
foreign  as  Bordeaux  and  Paris.  This 
being  so,  the  Government  were  giving 
by  this  clause  to  one  set  of  foreign 
countries  what  they  withheld  from  others. 
In  the  case  of  Victoria  they  gave  up 
£9,000  of  duty  out  of  £100,000,  which 
they  did  not  give  up  in  France.  This 
was  an  important  matter,  when  they  re- 
membered that,  as  stated  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  foreign  property 
that  would  come  under  the  Bill,  as  com- 
pared with  colonial  property,  was  as  two 
to  one  ;  so  that  it  was  proposed  to  favour 
one-third,  and  to  give  no  favour  to  the 
other  two-thirds.  He  would  cite  three 
Favoured-Nation  Clauses  which  seemed 
to  him  to  prohibit  that.  Take  the  cases  of 
France,  Germany,  and  Russia.  In  the 
Treaty  with  France  of  February  28, 
1882,  were  contained  the  words — 

*'£ach  of  the  high  contracting  parties  en- 
gages to  give  the  other  immediately  and  un- 
conditionally the  benefit  of  every  favour, 
immunity,  or  privilege  in  matters  of  commerce 
or  industry  wnich  have  been,  or  may  be  con- 
ceded by  one  of  the  high  contracting  parties  to 
any  third  nation  " 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cheered  the  word 
''nation,'^  but  that  word  was  not 
generally  adopted  in  clauses  of  this 
kind,  and  it  had  not  the  restricted  mean- 
ing the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  put 
upon  it.     The  clause  said — 

"  any  third  nation  whatsoever,  whether  within 
or  beyond  Europe." 

Furthermore,  it  said — 

"  And  likewise  in  all  matters  relating  to  the 
exercise  of  commerce  and  industry,  and  in 
respect  to  residence,  whether  temporary  or  per- 
manent, the  exercise  of  any  calling  or  pro- 
fession, the  payment  of  taxes  or  other  imposi- 
tion, and  the  enjoyment  of  all  legal  rights  and 
privileges,  including  the  acquiring,  holding,  and 
power  of  disposing  of  property  British  subjects 
in  France  and  in  Algeria,  and  French  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  sh^  enjoy  the  treatment  of 
the  Most-Favoured  Nation." 

How  was  it  with  Germany  ?  Practically 
the  same  thing,  except  that  for  the  word 
"  nation  "  the  word  "  country  "  was  used 
in  the  Treaty  of  May  30,  1865.     Her 

Mr.  Gibson  BowUi 


Majesty's  Government  clearly,  so  far  as 

Germany  was  concerned,  in  letting,  say. 

Victoria    off    £9,000    in    the    case    of 

£100,000,  was  making  a  great  diflferentia^ 

tion  in  favour  of  a  "  country."    Take  the 

Favoured-Nation   Clause    with    Russia. 

There  the  word  used  was  "  foreigners." 

The  clause  of  the  Treaty  of  January  1 2, 

1859,  said— 

"  The  subjects  of  either  of  the  two  contract* 
ing  parties  in  the  dominions  and  possessions  of 
the  other  shall  be  at  full  liberty  to  acquire, 
possess,  and  dispose  of  every  description  of 
property  which  the  laws  of  the  country  may 
permit  any  foreigners  of  whatsoever  nation,  to 
acquire  and  i)OS8e88.  They  may  acquire  aud 
dispose  of  the  same  whether  by  purchase,  sale, 
donation,  exchange,  marriage,  testament,  sacces* 
sion  ab  intMtato^  or  in  any  other  manner 
under  the  same  conditions  as  are  established  by 
the  laws  of  the  country  for  all  foreigners.*' 

He  maintained  that  the  Government  were 
setting  up  a  differential  treatment  of  the 
colonies,  which,  in  the  eye  of  the  law, 
were  foreign  countries,  and  which,  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
himself  pointed  out,  imposed  taxes  on 
our  commodities  and  treated  us  as 
foreigners.  The  Most-Favoured  Nation 
Clauses  precluded  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  from  making  any  such  difftr- 
ential  treatment  towards  our  colonists  or 
the  inhabitants  of  British  possessions  as 
was  suggested  in  this  clause — differential 
treatment  which  was  denied  to  France^ 
Germany,  and  Russia.  Had  the  Go- 
vernment made  any  inquiry  of  the 
Governments  of  those  countries  as  to 
whether  they  would  regard  it  as  an 
infraction  of  Treaties  or  not,  or  had  they 
treated  this  matter  as  they  did  the  strip 
of  Congo  territory  the  other  day,  when^ 
having  made  their  arrangements,  they 
found  out  afterwards  that  the  foreign 
nations  would  not  agree  to  them,  and 
then  the  Government  had  to  back  out  ? 
Were  they  sure  that  they  would  not  have 
to  give  up  this  clause  also  ?  The  matter 
was  a  serious  one.  He  had  shown  that 
the  Amendment  was  an  inadequate 
alleviation,  an  ill-advised  attempt  to 
impose  taxes  beyond  the  scope  of  aoy 
which  had  hitherto  been  imposed  or 
attempted  to  be  imposed  by  this  country. 
And  what  were  they  going  to  get  by  their 
policy  ?  They  would  get  absolutely 
nothing.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  said,  ^^  If  you  give  me  the 
power  I  will  collect  the  duty,"  but  he 
had  already  told  them  that  in  the  ease  of 
property  situated  abroad  where  there  was. 
a  foreign  executor  the  British  Exchequer 
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ought    give  up  all   hope  of  getting  a 
farthing  of  datj.     That  concluded  the 
whole  question.      It   watt   quite   certain 
that    a8    soon   as  persons    possessed    of 
foreign  property  got  wind  of  this  taxation 
they   would  appoint    foreign  exccutort*. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  expected  to 
get  the  duty  out  of  £nglish  executon*, 
but    it    seemed    to    bim     (Mr.    Gibson 
Bowles)  that  directly  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  became  known    the   Chancellor  of 
the   Exchequer  might    whistle    for    bis 
duty.    IIo  would  get  nothing ;  or  if  he  did 
receive  duty   it  would  be  an  extremely 
■mall  amount,  due  to  the  carelessness  of 
some  solicitor  or  testator.     Was  it  worth 
while,   then,   for   the   sake   of  a    small 
gain    to     the    Exchequer    or    no    gain 
at     all,     to    challenge     the    discontent 
of  the  colonies  and   raise  serious   ques- 
tions   with     foreign    nations  ?      Would 
it     not    l>o    better    for    the    Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  give  up  this  claim 
at  once  aud  restrict  his  sphere  of  taxation 
to   property    actually   or   constructively 
situated  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  to 
come  l>ack  to  the  original  principles  of 
taxation  ?     He  regretted  very  much  that 
they  would  have  to  discuss  these  Death 
Duties  at  any  length  in  the  House.     His 
opinion   was    that    they   could   only  be 
sacceMfully  levied  when  tliey  were  kept 
•ecret — secret  from  everybody    but    the 
interested   parties  who  had  to  pay  them. 
Hithert4>  the    public  had   been  scarcely 
aware   that    Death    Duties  existed,  but 
DOW  that  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
tbetn   |)eople   would    cast  about   for    a 
means    to   avoid    them.     Was    it   worth 
while,  for  the  sake  of  a  gain  which  would 
be  so  trifling,  to  imperil  both  the  affection 
of   the   colonies  and   the    friendship  of 
foreign  countries  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  was  understood 
to  say  he  had  supposed  that  the  hon. 
>IetDl>er  for  Lynn  Regis,  from  his  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  adopted  the  principle 
of  the  clause,  and  that  his  only  desire 
was  to  extend  it  to  foreign  countries. 
Bat  what  the  hon.  Member  asked  the 
Commit  14*6  to  do  was  not  merely  not  to 
impo«e  the  new  Death  Duty,  but  to 
abandon  the  Death  Duties  which  now 
existed.  He  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  was 
grateful  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
St.  George*s  for  the  extremelv  moderate 
manner  in  which  ho  had  dealt  with  the 
qaestion,  showing  how  we  were  infringing 
no  constitutional  rights  of  the  colonies  in 
this  matter,  and  that  the  question  was 


really  one  of  expediency.  The  hon* 
Member  for  Lynn  Regis  spoke  with  great 
confidence  upon  many  subjects,  aud  upon 
none  more  so  than  with  regard  to  his 
interpretation  of  the  Most-Favoured- 
Nation  Clauses.  He  did  not  deny  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  a  great  authority  ; 
but  he  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  preferred  the 
authority  of  the  responsible  Law  Advisors 
of  the  Crown,  whose  opinions  were  exactly 
opposite  to  thofee  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  had  never  been  regarded  in  connection 
with  most-favoured  treatment  in  Com- 
mercial Treaties  that  the  colonies  were 
included  in  the  words  **  other  nation  "  or 
"  other  country.*' 

Mb.   GIBSON   BOWLES  :    Is  that 
view  accepted  by  foreign  countries  ? 

SiK  C.  W.  DILKE  :  Yes  ;  by  all. 
•SiK    W.    HARCOURT  :     When    a 
Treaty  was  made  with  a  foreign  nation  it 
was    not  a   Treaty    with    a  colouy,  aud 
when  they  spoke  of  the  Most-Favoured 
Nation  Clause  they  spoke  of  other  nations 
with    whom   they   made    Treaties,    and 
not  the   colonicj^.      They  did  not  make 
Treaties  with  the  colonies,  and,  conse- 
quently,    the     whole     foundation     was 
knocked  away  from  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member.     He  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  wish  to  apply  the  doctrine  of 
reciprocity  exceptionally  to  foreign  coun- 
tries, but  they  were  under  no  obligation 
to  do  so,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  they 
should  do  it.      It  would,  in   fact,  entail 
a  considerable  loss  of  revenue  to  do  this. 
The    argnment    of    the    hon.    Member 
would    apply    not   merely    to    the   new 
Estate  Duty,  but  to  all  other  duties.     It 
should   be   remembered   that   they  were 
not  taxing  the  colonies  or  colonial  pro- 
perty ;  they  were  taxing  persons  domiciled 
in  England  who  had  property  in  the  colo- 
nies.   It  was  true  that  personal  property, 
wherever   situated,  followed  the  owner, 
and  the  State  took  the  duty  in  respect  of 
it  from  the  executor  to  the  extent  of  the 
assets  under  his  control.  There  was  nothing 
in  the  clause  which  invaded  the  rights  of 
foreign  States  or  of  our  colonies,  and  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  Government  to  give 
to  the  colonies,  in  this  reciprocal  arrange- 
ment, an  advantage  they  were  not  booud 
to  give  to  oilier  States,  or  even  to  the 
colonies  unless  they  desired  it.      Under 
the   circumstances,   he    hop<*d    that  this 
matter  might  not  be  made  the  cause  of 
serious  delay  in  arriving  at  a  settlemeat 
of  the  question.     The  Go\eniment  were 
desirous  of  acting  in  the  most  couciiiatory 
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maDDer  towards  the  colonies.  They  had 
no  desire  to  exercise  arbitrary  authority 
within  their  jurisdiction  ;  all  they  pro- 
posed was  merely  to  levy  a  tax  on  persons 
domiciled  in  the  United  Kingdom  in 
respect  of  property  belonging  to  them 
wheresoever  situated. 

Mr.  p.  WILLIAMS  (Birmingham, 
S.)  said,  they  had  no  desire  to  prolong 
the  discussion,  but  the  stress  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  laid  on  the 
point  that  the  tax  would  be  laid  on  the 
person  domiciled  in  this  country  induced 
him  (Mr.  Williams)  to  place  before  the 
Committee  a  statement  derived  from  the 
practical  experience  of  a  gentleman  from 
South  Australia.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Lynn  Regis  seemed  to  think  that 
what  the  Government  now  proposed  was 
an  entirely  new  departure.  He  hardly 
thought  that  that  was  so,  for  when  they 
came  to  bleeding  it  hardly  mattered  what 
amount  of  blood  they  took  from  the 
gentleman  who  underwent  the  operation. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it  was 
a  new  departure,  because  they  were  for 
the  first  time  levying  the  Probate  Duty 
outside  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  p.  WILLIAMS  said,  it  was  not 
a  new  departure  in  taxing  property  not 
within  the  four  corners  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  thought  it  was  very 
likely  that  the  amount  of  duty  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  pro- 
posing to  levy  would  create  some  amount 
of  feeling  in  the  countries  in  which  it  was 
to  be  levied — a  feeling  which  had  not 
hitherto  existed,  because  the  amount  of 
duty  had  been  much  smaller.  The  in- 
stance given  to  him  was  that  of  an  Aus- 
tralian gentleman  who  died  some  years 
ago  leaving  property  in  Melbourne  to  the 
amount  of  £150,000,  and  £7,000 
deposited  in  this  country.  He  was 
domiciled  here,  having  lived  here  for 
eight  years  previous  to  his  death.  Under 
the  Bill  these  two  properties  would  be 
Aggi'GgA^*  The  testator  disposed  of 
the  £150,000  secured  on  mortgage  by 
two  specific  legacies,  and  then  he  left  the 
Bum  of  £4,000  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
residue  to  a  certain  charity  in  Melbourne. 
His  (Mr.  P.  William's)  friend  told  him 
that  under  the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  it  would  have  been 
Absolutely  impossible  for  the  executors 
to  have  paid  the  Jegacy  of  £4,000. 
What  his  friend  had  said  was  that  if  the 
state  of  the  case  had  been  made  public 
in  Melbourne,  and  it  was  known  that  the 

Sir  fF.  Harcouri 


inability  of  the  testators*  executors  to 
pay  over  this  sum  of  £4,000  was  owing 
to  the  large  amount  ^Vhich  was  required 
to  be  paid  into  the  Exchequer  of  this 
country,  there  would  have  been  many 
people  who  would  have  had  a  good  deal 
to  say  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  retained 
his  opinion  that  the  whole  proposal  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  this 
matter  was  inexpedient,  both  as  regarded 
the  colonies  and  foreign  countries.  The 
clause  was  not  one  which  imposed  tax- 
ation, but  was  one  which  remedied,  to 
a  certain  extent,  some  of  the  inconve- 
niences incident  thereto.  If  they 
rejected  the  clause,  they  would  fall  backou 
a  Worse  position  than  they  were  in 
originally.  Therefore,  he  could  not  vote 
against  the  clause,  which,  though  not 
going  as  far  as  he  might  wish,  was,  at 
all  events,  a  modification  of  a  worse 
condition  of  the  law. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

The  chairman  called  on  Mr. 
Gibson  Bowles  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  clause  which  stood  on  the 
Paper  in  his  name. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  After  the 
case  has  been  given  away  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  below  me  (Mr.  Goschen) 
I  will  not  move  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
should  like  to  have  a  definition  of  the 
words  "  British  possession  "  mentioned 
in  the  clause.  There  were  so  many 
kinds  of  possessions  that  he  was  not 
certain  what  was  meant.  The  Transvaal 
suzerainty  had  been  alluded  to  that 
afternoon.  Then  there  was  Cyprus, 
British  protectorates,  spheres  of  influence, 
and  Chartered  Companies.  These  were 
all  types  of  British  rights. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  it  was 
difficult  to  give  a  definition  of  those 
words,  but  his  idea  was  that  they  might 
be  taken  as  generally  as  possible,  and  as 
including  everything  which  we  possessed. 
The  question  reminded  him  of  the  well- 
known  definition  that  was  once  given  of 
'' archidiaconal  functions.'*  If  it  were 
necessary  to  make  the  words  more  expan- 
sive, he  had  no  doubt  it  would  be  done. 
He  was  told  that  plain,  ordinary,  vulgar, 
English  was  not  sufficient  to  interpret 
ordinary  commonplace  ideas,  and  that  he 
must  use  the  language  of  lawyers  and 
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drmfUmeD,  which  he  always  avoided  as 
much  aB  possible,  because  it  made  that 
obeoure  which  without  it  would  be  very 
pUio.  He  always  endeavoured  to  avoid 
definitions  of  this  kind.  Therefore, 
without  the  leave  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
would  still  sajr  that  a  British  possession 
was  a  British  possession.  That  was,  he 
thought,  the  first  and  last  definition 
capable  of  being  given  to  it.  If  further 
difficulties  arose  upon  that  they  would  try 
and  put  it  straight  if  they  could. 

MR.GOSCHEN  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Lynn  Regiit,  who  had 
not  moved  his  Amendment,  had  avenged 
himself ;  but  as  the  Amendment  was  not 
moved,  he  should  not  press  the  question 
of  definition  further.  It  was  highly 
posftible  that  upon  Report  it  might  be 
found  necessary  to  argue  the  question 
with  regard  to  foreign  property,  for  he 
had  always  felt  that  it  was  undesirable 
chat  the  free  flow  of  capital  to  and  fro 
between  this  and  foreign  countries  shorild 
be  interfered  with.  In  France,  for  in- 
stance, e<iually  high  duties  were  imposed, 
and  it  would  be  imposnihle,  therefore, 
for  people  to  hold  property  in  both 
roaotrics. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Sia  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uuiver- 
sity)  mo  veil  a  new  clause  in  reference  to 
the  mode  of  aMCssroent  of  Income  Tax, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  restore  the 
law  relating  to  Income  Tax  to  its  original 
form  as  proposed  by  Sir  R.  Peel,  and  to 
the  form  in  which  it  stood  down  to  the 
rear  1H6«5.  It  had  always  been  felt  tj  be 
a  hardship  that  incomes  arising  from  the 
exertions  of  a  man^s  brain  should  be 
charged  at  as  high  a  rate  as  those  re- 
volt ing  fn>m  invested  capital,  and  Motions 
to  ttiat  effect  hail  been  moved  over  and 
over  again.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  in  his  great 
Budget  speech  of  1853,  said  that  in  his 
judgment  the  Income  Tax 

^  bore,  Qpcm  the  whole,  too  banl  u{>on  intoUi. 
Keore  and  aJcUl,  and  not  enough  n(M>ii  nro|>crty 
M  cmnpared  with  intelligence  ami  i^kiU.'* 

The  Lender  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  in  his  valuable  work  \\\yoTi 
Finance  and  Politics,  enumerating  the 
objections  to  the  Tax,  said — 

**  The  tax  u  profeweiUy  cliarged  at  the  taune 
rate  oo  permanent  an  on  privairiouA  iijcometf 
ami  tho*  it«  inciileoce  is  uncaoal,  a«  between 
the  workert  of  the  worhl  and  tbo«e  who  toil  not 
nmtber  tio  tbejr  ipin.  A  precahou*  income  is 
taxc^l  at  an  equal  (and  therefore  at  a  pro|)or- 
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tionately  heavier)  rate  as  oomi>arol  to  the 
secure  income.  Tne  objection  to  the  present 
system  of  assessment  is  that  the  tax  is  levied, 
in  the  case  of  procarioos  incomes,  not  only  on 
income,  bat  also  partly  on  what  is  pracUodly 
capital.  The  oi%TJer  of  a  temporary  income 
not  derive<l  from  capital,  and  depending  wholly 
er  in  part  on  his  own  health  and  life,  is  bound 
to  save  and  invest  a  portion  of  his  income,  a 
necessity  which  cannot  be  said  to  exist  in  any« 
thing  like  the  same  degree  in  the  case  of  a 
possessor  of  a  |)erraancnt  income  fieri ved  from 
capital.  .  .  .  Neither  the  Income  Tax,  nor  any 
other  tax  can  be  mailo  perfect,  nor  its  incidence 
ubsolntoly  fair  and  just.  But  /<*  mieux  ett 
Veiinemi  dv  hien  ;  there  it*  no  rt^ason  because 
absolute  justice  cannot  be  done  to  everybody, 
that  justice  should  be  done  to  noliody.  An 
iniustice  that  cannot  be  redre*»Hed  may  yet  be 
minimised.  The  demand  mmle  is  not  that  in* 
tllvitlual  incomes  sboulil  \ie  distinguished  the 
one  from  the  other,  but  that  an  endeavour 
should  l>e  made  to  distinguish  on  broad  lines 
between  that  income  whieh  is  permanent,  t.^., 
derived  from  pro)>erty,  aud  that  which  is  pre- 
carious in  the  sense  that  it  depemls  np»n  the 
personal  exertions  of  an  intlividual.'* 

Surely,  then,  he  might  claim  his  hon. 

Friend^s    vote.     Again,    the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  speaking 

recently  at  Plymouth,  Maid — 

*'  NMien  you  consider  the  enormous  int»quality 
and  injustice  which  is  inf1icte<l  by  taxinir  in- 
comes irrespective  of  the  source  from  which 
they  are  derivetl,  when  you  sec  how  the  pro- 
fessional man  and  the  busine«s  man  who 
makes  his  income  by  his  brains,  and  whose 
income  is  precariou-^  antl  de|)endent  upon 
his  own  life  and  health,  and  the  tf^iiti nuance 
of  bis  exertions,  when  you  oonsitler  that  his 
income  is  taxed  upon  the  same  basis  and  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  income  of  a  man  who  has  in- 
herited proi)erty,and  who  is  the  mere  recipient, 
and  contributes  nothing,  you  muitt  acknow- 
ledge that  it  is  a  serious  and  a  great  io  just  ice." 

In  a  recent  article  The  Statist  said  very 

truly,  Juno  2,  1894— 

**  At  the  present  time  the  man  who  earns  a 
precmriousiucome  at  a  profewion  or  by  aelerk- 
ship  has  to  |iay  exactly  the  same  rate  of  In* 
come  Tax  as  the  man  who  receivef*  au  income 
which  he  has  inbcritefl  from  his  [4irent«,  and 
for  which  he  renders  absolutely  no  serrioe.  and 
which  he  will  be  glad  to  haml  down  to  his  own 
children.  Kverybody  is  agreeil  tluit  this  is  not 
a  fair  system.** 

No  practical  rometly,  however,  by  any 
difference  of  rate  had  ever  l>ceu  i«ug- 
geisted.  There  was  an  immennc  diflTorence, 
no  doubt,  hetweeu  the  two  cla<<»us  of  in- 
come, as  rcgardcil  extreme  cu'«es,  but 
they  paftdcd  one  into  the  oibor  by  imper* 
ceptiblo  gradations.  Nor  had  any  satis- 
fat'tory  treatment  of  invc^:uu*ntH  ever 
l>cen  i^uggoAted.  Take  ouo  claiMs :  the 
securities  of  foreign  uatiouit.  Some  were 
excellent,  others,  unfortunately,  as  In- 
vesterii  knew  to  their  cost,  were  almost 
valueless.      The  arrangement,  however, 

2  H 


723 


Finance 


{COMMONS] 


Bill. 


724 


law,  medicioe,  or  commerce.  The  change 
made  in  1865  deprived  those  whose  in- 
come depended  on  their  own  exertions, 
and  were  therefore  necessarily  some- 
what  precarious,  of  a  compensation  which 
they  long  enjoyed,  and  left  them  in  many 
cases  under  a  legal  obligation  to  pay 
Income  Tax  on  a  non-existent  income. 
The  present  plan  gave  an  advantage  to 
the  rising  man,  to  Nature^s  darling,  the 
strongest,  whose  income  was  increasing, 
and  who  did  not  need  it;  on  the  other  hand, 
it  pressed  unjustly  on  the  man  whose  health 
was  giving  way,  or  whose  business  was 
doing  badly,  just  in  fact,  when,  if  pos- 
sible, he  ought  to  be  relieved.  The 
rising  and  successful  man  was  assessed 
on  less  than  his  income  ;  the  one  whose 
income  was  falling  was  made  to  pay  on 
more  than  his  income.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  during  these  discus- 
sions had  referred  more  than  once  to  the 
story  of  Sir  T.  Mery  weather,  who,  after 
retiring  from  business,  was  said  to  have 
observed  that  he  ^*  had  lost  many  cases 
which  he  ought  to  have  won,  but  on 
the  other  hand  he  had  won  many  cases 
which  he  ought  to  have  lost,  and  so  jus- 
he  would  return  to  the  Income  Tax  !  tice  was  done.*'  The  story  was  gene- 
ofBcials.  Now,  supposing  that,  from  any  i  rally  told  as  an  example  of  false  logic, 
breakdown  of  his  health,  or  from  any  '  but  the  Chancellor  had  used  it  as  a  real 
-change  in  the  course  of  trade,  he  made  i  argument  for  his  Bill.     As  matters  now 


made  by  Sir  R.  Peel  gave  a  substantial 
relief   to   precarious   incomes.      Returns 
were  made  on  an  average  of  the  income 
during  the  three  preceding  years,  and  if 
the  amount  fell  short  a  rebate  was  given 
on    the    difference.     Before    the    Com- 
mittee of   1861  the  head  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  gave  evidence  on 
this    point,    and    estimated     that     this 
privilege  was  equivalent  to  a  concession 
to  industrial  revenue  of  something  like 
30  per  cent.     It  had,  moreover,  the  ad- 
vantage that  it  increased  of  course  with 
the  uncertainty.     But  in  1865  this  ad- 
vantage, and  so  far  as  he  was  aware — 
without  any  notice  being  given  to  those 
concerned  or  to  the  House  of  Commons — 
was  considerably  modified,  and,  instead  of 
A  rebate  being   given  of  the  whole,  the 
Income  Tax-payer  was  now  only  allowed 
to  bring  in  the   current  year,  instead  of 
the  first  one  of  the  three.  Supposing,  for 
instance,  that  a  lawyer  or  a  medical  man, 
or  a  man  of  business,  had  made  for  three 
years  £1,000  a  year.     He  would  add  the 
three  iyears  together,  and,  dividing  the 
amount  given  by  three,  his  average  in- 
come would,  of  course,  be  £1,000,  which 


actually  no  income,  or  even  a  loss.  Under 
the  old  system  he  could  claim  the  rebate. 
He  could  say,  "  I  have  paid  Income  Tax 
on  £1,000,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
have  made  nothing,**  and  he  was  entitled 
to  receive  back  his  Income  Tax.  That 
certainly  seemed  only  fair.  But  under  the 
present  system  all  he  was  entitled  to  do 
was  to  strike  off  the  first  of  the  three 
years — that  was  to  say,  to  strike  off 
£1,000  from  the  £3,000,  and  then  add  the 
profit  for  the  current  year  (which  in  the 
case  proposed  would  be  nothing)  to  the 
£2,000  remaining.  The  £2,000  would 
then  be  divided  by  three,  giving  an 
average  of  £666  13s.  4d.,  and  on  this 
amount  he  would  be  liable  to  pay.  Under 
the  old  system  he  would  get  his  rebate 
on  the  whole  £1,000  ;  under  the  present 
one  only  on  £333  6s.  8d.,  and  would 
have  to  pay  on  £666  of  profit  which  he 
had  never  made.  The  change  yri\s  unjust, 
and  an  effort  should  be  made  this  year  to  in- 
duce Parliament  and  the  Government  to 
revert  to  the  old  system,  which,  it  was 
evident,  would  be  only  fair,  and  a  great 


stood,  many  of  those  who  lived  by  their 
own  exertions  were  called  on  to  pay  on 
income  they  had  never  received.  It 
was  no  answer  to  say  that  another  man 
had  enjoyed  an  income  on  which  he  had 
not  paid.  The  proposal,  therefore,  was 
that  no  man  should  any  longer  be  charged 
on  more  than  he  earned.  The  effect  of 
this  clause  would  be  that  we  should  re- 
vert to  the  old  system  ;  if  we  did  so  we 
should  do  something  to  redress  a  great 
and  admitted  grievance,  and  he  begged 
therefore  to  commend  the  clause  to  the 
favourable  consideration  of  the  Commit- 
tee and  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

New  Clause — 

/Commissioners  may  amend  assessment  in 
certain  cases.) 

"  And  be  it  enacted  that,  if  within  or  at  the 
end  of  the  year  carrent  at  the  time  of  making 
any  assessment  ander  this  Act,  or  at  the  end  cS 
any  year  when  such  assessment  ought  to  have 
been  made»  any  person  charged  to  the  duties 
charsed  in  Schedule  D  on  an  asseasment  com- 
puted on  the  average  of  the  three  preceding 
years  shall  find  and  prove  to  the  satiidPaction  of 
the  Commissioners  by  whom  thaasseasment 


boon  to  all  those  whose  income  depended  |  mude  that  his  profits  and  gains  during  sudi  year 
upon   their    own   exertions,  whether  in  '  liell  short  of  the  turn  so  computed,  it  shall  bo 
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lAwfnl  for  the  OominiflBioiicn  to  caoie  the 
iBBOt  to  be  ■meiKtoi  uoooidiDgl j  and  the  sum  m> 
OT«rfMud  to  be  refunded."— {'^ir  /,  Luhhoek,) 

Clause  brought  up,  aud  read  the  furst 
tinie. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time. 


tt 


Sir   W.  HARCOUBT   said  that,  in 
ittoriug   this  Amendment,  which  might 
be  dispofled  of  verj  easily,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  urged  the  desirability  of  re- 
turning to  the  system  that  existed  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1866.     He 
•eemed  to  hare  overlooked  the  fact  that 
the  alteration  effected  bj  that  Act,  which 
b«  now  wished  to  overthrow,  was  intro- 
dnced   at   the  express   instance  of   Mr. 
Habbard,  who  was  a  strong  advocate  for 
lightening   the   burden   of    the   Income 
Tax  wherever  practicable.     Taking  the 
mverage  of  a  man*8  income  for  the  last 
three  years  was  a  plan  specially  devised 
to  meet   the   difficulty   in    the   way   of 
appealing  that  would  be  experienced  by 
bosiness  and  professional  men.     He  was 
quite  willing   to   allow   that   system  to 
continue,  as  he  believed  that  it  was,  on 
Che   whole,   fair   to   both  parties.     The 
proposal  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  while 
SMihering  to  the  form  of  making  a  Return 
apon  the  average,  did  not  in  fact  carry 
out   that    principle  at   all,  for  the   Brst 
j-ear  was  only  to  be  struck  out  where  the 
fourth  year  showed  a  loss.   Surely,  there- 
fore, if  the  Revenue  was  to  collect  onlv 
oo  the  small  profits  or  receipts,  the  prin- 
ciple of  average  ceased  at  once.     For 
this  reason  he  did    not  feel  justified  in 
skooepting  the  Amendment.     H  his  right 
boa.  Friend  would  consider  the  qucrttion 
of  average  he  would  see  the  absurdity  of 
this  proposal  and  that  it  was  utterly  irre- 
cooeilable  with  any  principle  of    sound 
taxation. 

Me.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  ex- 
pressed his  disappointment  at  the  speech 
jast  delivered,  and  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  accept 
the  Amendment,  which  he  considered  to 
be  roost  reasonable.  The  present  system 
of  taking  the  average  of  a  man's  iucoroe 
was  bad,  and  had  the  effect  of  making 
aayooe  io  difllenUies  go  down  the  hill  all 
the  faster.  It  might  be  perfectly  true 
that  noder  it  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did  not  get  more  than  a  fair  total 
in  tha  year,  hot  it  was  absurd  to  contend 
that  there  was  any  groaod  of  justice  in 


saying  that,  because  one  man  had  paid 
too  little,  another  should  not  complain 
because  Re  had  had  to  pay  too  much. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  the  aver- 
age  that  is  paid  upon. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  the  plan  worked 
unfairly, and  it  would  be  much  fairer — if  it 
could  be  carried  out — that  people  should 
pay  on  each  year's  income.     No  doubt 
when  Mr.   Hubbard's  proposal  was  ac- 
cepted it  was  believed  that  it  would  work 
fairly.     After  several  years'  trial,  how- 
ever, that  was  found  not  to  be  the  case, 
and  he  was  prepared  to  say  that  there 
was  a  strong  and  growing  feeling  in  the 
country  that   it   should   be  altered.     A 
man,  let  it  be  supposed,  made  £20,000 
profit  in  his  business  one  year,  £12,000 
profit  the  next,  and  a  loss  of  £10,000  in 
the  third  year.     Instead  of  paying  upon 
his   £22,000   income,   he   must   pay   on 
£43,300.     It  was  useless  for  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that  some 
more  fortunate  person  had  gone  in  the 
other  direction,  and  that  so  the  account 
was  balanced.     This  was  a  most  reason- 
able  proposal.     They    had    found   from 
experience    that    this    was    not   a   new 
question.     There  was  a  feeling  growing 
up   in    the   country    that    the   mode   of 
assessment  to  the  Income  Tax  was  not 
fair ;  and  even  if  this  Amendment  were 
not  accepted,  he  hoped  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  agree  to  a  system 
of  yearly  averages,  which  would  not  fall 
quite  so  hardly  ou  those  whoso  business 
was  falling.  Indeed,  he  thought  it  would 
l>e  an  infinitely  fairer   system.     Income 
Tax  ought  to  l>e  a  tax   upon   income ; 
many  |>eoplo  did  not  pay  upon  thoir  real 
iucoroe,  aud  the  fact  that  some  people 
evaded  part  of  their  obligation  was  no 
reason  why  those  who  were  honest  should 
be  overtaxed. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Aves  125  ; 
Noes  177.^Di vision  List,  No.  144.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  next  clause 
on  the  Paper — that  as  to  *^  variations  in 
Estate  Duty,"  standing  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Holderness  Division  of  Yorkshure — is 
out  of  Order. 

•Mr.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
said,  he  wished  to  move  a  new  clause  in 
reference  to  works  of  art.  As  It  was  of 
considerable  length  he  would  not  trouhle 
the  Committee  by  reading  it,. but  would 
explain  briefly  that  its  object  was  to  pro* 
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works  of  art  on  the  market  would  bei 
that  the  foreign  competitor  would  come 
into  the  market  more  than  ever  before, 
and  the  works  would  find  their  way  to 
other  countries  not  blessed  with  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  so 
extremely  anxious  to  mulct  capital 
yalue  after  the  death  of  the  owner. 
Hitherto  America  had  not  been  a  very 
great  mart  for  these  works  of  art ;  but 
when  they  reflected  how  much  money 
Americans  had  to  spend  and  how  little 
they  had  to  spend  be  could  not  doubt 
that  the  fashion  might  soon  set  in  of 
spending  it  on  furniture  and  chiua,  and 
when  it  did  there  would  be  competition 
on  this  side  such  as  no  English  and  no 
French  fortune  would  be  able  to  with- 
stand. They  would  be  better  off  in  the 
future  if  they  left  the  permanent  posses- 
sions of  works  of  art  in  the  same  position 
as  at  present.  Let  them  look  at  the 
matter  from  another  point  of  view.  The 
proposal  was  recommended  to,  them  by  its 
authors  and  supporters  on  the  ground,  with 
regard  to  all  kinds  of  taxation,  that  there 
should  be  an  equality  of  sacrifice.  But 
that  was  not  the  case  here.  A  man  was 
to  be  taxed  for  a  thing  which  brought 
him  no  revenue  whatever,  real  or  imagi- 
nary, and  which  he  perhaps  valued  only 
because  it  belonged  to  his  ancestors — 
say  a  family  Reynoldfl  or  Gainsborough — 
that  was  not  exacting  an  equality  of 
sacrifice.  Turning  again  from  the  case  of 
individual  hardship  to  that  of  public 
expediency,  was  it  not  inevitable  that  the 
result  would  be,  except  in  the  very  rare 
cases  of  men  of  exceptional  wealth,  to 
break  up  these  collections  on  the  death  of 
tbeir  present  possessors  ?  Did  anybody 
doirat  that  these  private  collections  were 
items^f  national  wealth  ?  He  never 
heard  ok  auy  great  historic  collection  not 
being  op€fD  to  the  public.  They  were 
sent  to  piirblic  loan  collections  or  were 
open  to  jn^W^ectiou  by  the  public  at  the 
houses  of  tlA^  owners.  Were  not  the 
Government,  tW^"^'  impoverishing  their 
country  by  impos^'^^  ^  ***  which,  he 
contended,  must  Iea3?^  ^^  ^^®  ®*'®  ^^  these 

collections— coliectioni  ^  ^^*^^  ^®'*®  ^P®" 
*o  the  pubh'c  for  their  ^^'®^"*^»  instruc- 
tion, and  enlightenment^^  ""  ^^°^^  """^  *^® 


do  some- 
eotons  of  non- 


Chancellor  of  the  Excb^^^ 

th>«g  for  these  vast  cofe  "r" 

income-bearinir      Tii^n^rfTi^  ^  Behevmg 

^«t  the  scheme  of  Tfs  hL     "^V  ^^"'^ 
Friend  was  worfhl    #  *^^°-.*»^ok,  tion,  he 

would  h^pfZ^,^^  eo»«ider^hiiLobby 
propared  to  go  into  the  v 

^r.  A.  J.  Balfour  \ 


with  him.  He  would,  however,  appeal 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  if  he 
could  not  accept  the  scheme  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  whether  he  could  not  him- 
self propose  some  other  scheme  ;  whether 
he  would  not  raise  himself  to  the  height 
of  the  interests  involved  and  remember 
that  he  was  responsible  not  merely  for 
the  Exchequer,  but  for  all  the  interests 
of  the  country,  and  amongst  them  the 
preservation  of  these  great  collections  of 
art  treasures  which,  if  they  chose  to  be 
careless  of  them,  other  nations  wiser  in 
their  generation  than  we  would  draw 
from  us  uuder  conditions  which  would 
exclude  the  possibility  of  their  ever 
returning  to  our  possession. 

SiK    W.   HARCOURT  said,  he  ac- 
knowledged  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  did  not  regard  this  as 
a  question  of  taxation,  and  if  he  thought 
that  the  proposals  of   the  Government 
were  going  to  have  the  result  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think^ 
he  certainly  would  endeavour  to  devise 
some   meaus  of  avoiding  such  u  great 
danger.      He  did  not,  however,  entertaia 
any   apprehension    of    that  sort.      The 
argument  that  was  directed  to  non-pay- 
ment in  respect  of  property  that  did  not 
yield  income  was  a  very  difficult  one  to 
deal  with.     America  had,  or  professed  to 
have,  a  Property  Tax  which  would  be 
payable,  he  supposed,  every  year,  and  not 
merely  upon  the  death  of  the  owner.   He 
disputed  the  unfounded  alarm,  and  did 
not  believe  in  the  social  convulsions  put 
forward  by  the  Opposition.     He  recog- 
nised entirely  the  great  liberality  of  the 
owners  of  these  art  collections  ;  but  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment  for  the 
reasons  he  had  stated.     The   right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  all  of  these  collec- 
tions were  shown.      He  believed  the  ex- 
ceptions were  rare,  but  he  knew  some 
very  remarkable  ones.     There  was  one 
for  which  the  country  paid  an  enormous 
»um,  he  thought  an  inordinate  sum,  which 
no  man  was  allowed  to  see.     There  were 
in  it  manuscripts  of  great  value  to  which 
access  for  literary   purposes   was   abso- 
lutely refused.     He  still  adhered  to  his 
belief  that  the  changes  likely  to  be  made 
were  not  so  great  as  the  right  hon .  Gen- 
tleman anticipated,  and  that  the  wealth 
of  England  could  always  demand  for  this 
country   the  liest   works  of  art  in   this 
conntrv  and  abroad. 

Mr.'  GOSCHEN  (St.  66orge'^  Hra* 
over  Square)  said,  he  hoped  when  the 
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ClwDcellor  of  the  Exchequer  commenoed 
faifl  speech  that  he  was  iotendiDg  to  find 
«oine   means   l>y  which  he  could   carry 
out  their  recommendatioDS.     There  WAn 
DO  doabt  that  if  the  right  bon.  GcDtle- 
mau  reallj  wished  to  carry  out  the   ob- 
ject the   clause  had  id   view    he  could 
find  some  system  by  which  to  do  it.     He 
might  fiud  some  way  of  doiug  it  if  he 
turned    his   attention    to   legislation    in 
France.      In   Prance    they  treated  per- 
•oualty  in  two  ways — that  which  yielded 
income  and  that  which  did   not.     It  wan 
clear  that  a  diKtiiiotion  could  be  drawn 
between    the    two    kinds.     That    was  a 
suggestion  be  would    throw   out  to   the 
right    bon.    (rcntloniHU,   though  he  was 
uimld  he  was  not  in  sympathy  with  the 
Amendment.      From   the  beginning  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  really 
ffeen  the  magnitude  of  his  own  proposals. 
He  could  not  and  would  not  realise  that 
moderate  duties  had  not  the  same  effect 
as  extremely  high  duties.    Human  nature 
was  human  nature,  and  if  the  duty  was 
doubled  its  effect  was  doubled.     He  was 
rare  that  the  arguments  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend   would  have  considerable  weight 
with    tho   public  at  large.     The  Cban- 
reilor  of  the  Exchequer  said  it  was  some- 
times wise  to  disperse  collections  ;  but 
often    the   great  beauty  of  a   collection 
was  that  it  was  made  up  of  pictures  of  a  [ 
particular  school,  whose  value  depende«l  ' 
on  them  as  a  collection.     He  hoped  that  ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  yet  be 
able  to  form  some  reasonable  plan  before 
the  Report  stage*    It  would  not  interfere 
with   the   principle  of  bis   Budget,  and 
would  not,  he  thouf^bt,  meet  with  much 

Siposicion  from    his    own    side   of   the 
onse. 

•Sir  J.  PEASE  (Duriiam,  Barnard 
Castle)  said,  the  terms  of  the  proposal 
were  very  wide  indeed.  It  was  left  to 
the  Commissioners  at  Somerset  House 
to  say  what  were  and  what  were  not 
work*  of  art,  and  they  were  asked  to  be 
judge*  also  on  liooks  and  historical 
maoQAcripts.  It  always  sec^med  to  him  ' 
that  pictures  were  more  lialile  to  be 
dtsparseJ  by  gamUin?,  dissipation,  and 
•peculation  than  by  such  duties  as  were  ' 
propotied  to  be  levied.  Much  as  he 
loved  pictures,  he  mnst  say  that  he 
foresaw  tremendous  difficulties  if  this 
exenption  shotild  be  adopted.  As  h 
fact,  he  was  oppose<l  to  exemptions  or 
limitations  of  any  kind.  He  objected  that  | 
hb  eonatitiieiiU  should  be  taxed  extra  in  i 


order  that  somebody  else  might  see  a 
collection  of  pictures  which  was  only  to 
be  seen  in  a  private  house.  This  seemed 
to  him  one  of  those  exceptions  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  possibly  carrv. 

Viscount       CRANBORNE      (Ro- 
Chester)  said,  he  wished  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could   realise   tho   enormous 
uncertainty    which    must    rest    on    the 
value  of  art  treasures.     He  knew  a  house 
where  there  were  groat  historical  manu- 
scripts, and  he  did  not  think  any  human 
being  could  say  at  what  point  the  valuer 
ought  to  put  their  value  ;  and  if  the  un- 
certainty of  value  were  combined  with 
,  the  principleof  aggregation,  there  was  no 
'  limit  to  the   amount    which    might    be 
charged  in  respect  of  art  treasures.     The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  seeme<l  to  think  that  all 
the  successor  had  to  do  was  to  sell  some 
of  these  art  treasures   in     order   to   pay 
the  duty.     That,  of  cour!»e,  was  exactly 
the  thing  which  they  desired  to  prevent. 
It  was  possible  for  a  man  to  succeed  to  a 
great  gallery  of  pictures,  and  very   little 
personalty    with    it.     Everyone   of    the 
pictures  might  be  an  heirloom  which  he 
would  be  unable  to  sell,  and  yet  he  would 
have  to  pay  an  aggregated  duty  on  the 
works  of  art.     He  had  no  doubt  that  in 
extreme  cases  the  Court  would  give  some 
kind   of  relief    when    appealed  to.     In 
many     cases,   however,    great    hardship 
would  1)0  inflicted,  and  the  person  account- 
able   would    find    difficulty    in    raising 
sufficient  money  to  pay  the  duty  on  the 
works     of     art     which      by     law      he 
was   not  able  to  sell.    Again,  in    many 
cases    the     possession    of   art   treasures 
was     not     only     no     pecuniary    benefit 
but     a      great     expense.     They     were 
thrown  open  to  the  public.     Custodians 
had  to  be  engaged  and  a  great  deal  ba^l 
to  be  spent  in  connection  with  wear  and 
tear,  but  this  would   not  be  taken  into 
account  by  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, who  would  insist   upon  payment 
being    made    on  the  full   value.      The 
successor  might  be  anxious  to  sell,  but, 
as   he   had  said,  would  not  be  able  to. 
That   would   be  a  rare   case.      In    the 
majority  of  instances  the  possessor  would 
not  desire  to  sell,  but  would  take  legiti- 
mate pride  in  these   works  of  art.     It 
would  be  admitted  that  it   would  be  a 
serious  pnblic  disadvantage  if  theownen^ 
of  these  great  col  lections  were  encouraged 
to  part  with   them.     It  had  been  suffi- 
oiently  urged  that  they   might  pass  to 
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works  of  art  on  the  market  would  bei 
that  the  foreign  competitor  would  come 
iuto  the  market  more  than  ever  before, 
and  the  works  would  find  their  way  to 
other  countries  not  blessed  with  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  so 
extremely  anxious  to  mulct  capital 
value  after  the  death  of  the  owner. 
Hitherto  America  had  not  been  a  very 
great  mart  for  these  works  of  art ;  but 
when  they  reflected  how  much  money 
Americans  had  to  spend  and  bow  little 
they  had  to  spend  he  could  not  doubt 
that  the  fashion  might  soon  set  in  of 
spending  it  on  furniture  and  china,  and 
when  it  did  there  would  be  competition 
on  this  side  such  as  no  English  and  no 
French  fortune  would  be  able  to  with- 
stand. They  would  be  better  off  in  the 
future  if  they  left  the  permanent  posses- 
sions of  works  of  art  in  the  same  position 
as  at  present.  Let  them  look  at  the 
matter  from  another  point  of  view.  The 
proposal  was  recommended  to. them  by  its 
authors  and  supporters  on  the  ground,  with 
regard  to  all  kinds  of  taxation,  that  there 
should  be  an  equality  of  sacrifice.  But 
that  was  not  the  case  here.  A  man  was 
to  be  taxed  for  a  thing  which  brought 
him  no  revenue  whatever,  real  or  imagi- 
nary, and  which  he  perhaps  valued  only 
because  it  belonged  to  his  ancestors — 
say  a  family  Reynolds  or  Gainsborough — 
that  was  not  exacting  an  equality  of 
sacrifice.  Turning  again  from  the  case  of 
individual  hardship  to  that  of  public 
expediency,  was  it  not  inevitable  that  the 
result  would  be,  except  in  the  very  rare 
cases  of  men  of  exceptional  wealth,  to 
break  up  these  collections  on  the  death  of 
their  present  possessors  ?  Did  anybody 
doubt  that  these  private  collections  were 
items  of  national  wealth  ?  He  never 
heard  of  any  great  historic  collection  not 
being  open  to  the  public.  They  were 
sent  to  public  loan  collections  or  were 
open  to  inspection  by  the  public  at  the 
houses  of  the  owners.  Were  not  the 
Government,  then,  impoverishing  their 
country  by  imposing  a  tax  which,  he 
contended,  must  lead  to  the  sale  of  these 
collections— collections  which  were  open 
to  the  public  for  their  pleasure,  instruc- 
tion, and  enlightenment  ?  Could  not  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  do  some- 
thing for  these  vast  collections  of  non- 
income-bearing  property  ?  Believing 
that  the  scheme  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  worthy  of  consideration,  he 
would  be  prepared  to  go  into  the  "Lobby 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


with  him.  He  would,  however,  appeal 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  if  he 
could  not  accept  the  scheme  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  whether  he  could  not  him- 
self propose  some  other  scheme  ;  whether 
he  would  not  raise  himself  to  the  height 
of  the  interests  involved  and  remember 
that  he  was  responsible  not  merely  for 
the  Exchequer,  but  for  all  the  interests 
of  the  country,  and  amongst  them  the 
preservation  of  these  great  collections  of 
art  treasures  which,  if  they  chose  to  be 
careless  of  them,  other  nations  wiser  in 
their  generation  than  we  would  draw 
from  us  uuder  conditions  which  would 
exclude  the  possibility  of  their  ever 
returning  to  our  possession. 

Sir   W.   HARCOURT  said,  he  ac- 
knowledged  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  did  not  regard  this  as 
a  question  of  taxation,  and  if  he  thought 
that  the  proposals  of   the  Government 
were  going  to  have  the  result  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think, 
he  certainlv  would  endeavour  to  devise 
some   means  of  avoiding   such  u  great 
danger.      He  did  not,  however,  entertain 
any   apprehension    of    that  sort.      The 
argument  that  was  directed  to  non-paj- 
mont  in  respect  of  property  that  did  not 
yield  income  was  a  very  difficult   one  to 
deal  with.     America  had,  or  professed  to 
have,  a  Property  Tax  which  would  be 
payable,  he  supposed,  every  year,  and  not 
merely  upon  the  death  of  the  owner.   He 
disputed  the  unfounded  alarm,  and  did 
not  believe  in  the  social  convulsions  put 
forward  by  the  Opposition.     He  recog- 
nised entirely  the  great  liberality  of  the 
owners  of  these  art  collections  ;  but  be 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment  for  the 
reasons  he  had  stated.      The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  all  of  these  collec- 
tions were  shown.      He  believed  the  ex- 
ceptions were  rare,  but  he  knew  some 
very  remarkable  ones.     There  was  one 
for  which  the  country  paid  an  euormoas 
»um,  he  thought  an  inordinate  sum,  which 
no  man  was  allowed  to  see.     There  were 
in  it  manuscripts  of  great  value  to  whiob 
access  for  literary   purposes   was   abso- 
lutely refused.     He  still  adhered  to  his 
belief  that  the  changes  likely  to  be  made 
were  not  so  great  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman anticipated,  and  that  the  wealth 
of  England  could  always  demand  for  this 
country   the  Itest    works  of  art  in   this 
countrv  snd  abroad. 

Mr.'  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  said,  he  hoped  wiien  the 
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Cbaocellor  of  the  Exchequer  commeDced 
hi«  speech  that  he  was  luteDding  to  find 
flome  means   hy  which  he  could   carry 
out  their  recommendatioDB.     There  wai9 
no  doabt  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man reallj  wished  to  carry  out  the   ob- 
ject the   clause  had  in   view    he  could 
find  some  system  by  which  to  do  it.     He 
might  6nd  some  way  of  doing  it  if  he 
turned    his   attention    to   legislation    iu 
France.      In   France   they  treated  per- 
sonalty in  two  ways — that  which  yielded 
income  and  that  which  did  not.     It  watt 
clear  that  a  diHtitictiou  could  be  drawn 
between    the    two    kinds.     That   was  n 
fuggestion  bo  would    throw   out  to   the 
riglit   hon.    GcntbMnan,    though  he  was 
afraid  he  was  not  in  sympathy  with  the 
Amendment.      From  the  beginning  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  really 
seen  the  magnitude  of  his  own  proposals. 
He  could  not  and  would  not  realise  that 
moderate  duties  had  not  the  same  effect 
as  extremely  high  duties.    Human  nature 
was  human  nature,  and  if  the  duty  was 
(ionbled  its  efiFect  was  doubled.     He  was 
tare  that  the  arguments  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend   would  have  considerable  weight 
with    the    public  at  large.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  it  was  some- 
times wise  to  disperse  collections  ;  but 
often    the   groat  beauty  of  a  collection  i 
was  that  it  was  made  up  of  pictures  of  a  | 
particular  school,  whose  value  depended  1  * 
on  them  as  a  collection.     He  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  yet  Ikj 
able  to  form  some  reasonable  plan  before 
the  Report  stage.    It  would  not  interfere 
with   th«   priuciple  of  his   Bu<lget^  and 
would  not,  he  thouf^ht,  meet   with  much 

Siposicion  from   his    own    side   of   the 
oose. 

•Sir  J.    PEASE   (Durham,    Barnanl 
Castle)  said,  the  terms  of  the  proposal 
were  very  wide  indeed.     It  was  left  to 
the  Commissioners  at    Somerset    House 
to   say    what   were  and  what  were  not 
works  of  art,  and  they  were  asked  to  be 
juflKea    also    on    iKioks    and     historical 
maousrripts.     It  always  seemed  to  him  ■ 
that   pictures   were    more    lial»le   to   be 
dispanieJ  by  gamblinj?,  dissipation,  and 
speculation  than  by  such  duties  as  were  * 
proposed   to   lie   levieil.      Much    as    he 
loved    pictures,   he    mnst    say    that    he 
foresaw    tremendous   difficulties   if   this 
•xenption    should    l>e  adopted.      As    h  , 
fact,    he   was  oppoae<l  to  exemptions  or  , 
UmitationB  of  any  kind.   He  objeoted  that  | 
hit  eooatitoentfl  should  be  taxed  extra  in  i 


order  that  somebody  else  might  see  a 
collection  of  pictures  which  was  only  to 
be  seen  in  a  private  house.  This  seemed 
to  him  one  of  those  exceptions  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  possibly  carry. 

ViHcoi'NT       CRAiS'BORNE       (Ro- 
chester) said,  he  wished  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could   realise   the   enormous 
uncertainty    which    must    rest    on    the 
value  of  art  treasures.     He  knew  a  house 
where  there  were  groat  historical  manu- 
scripts, and  he  did  not  think  any  human 
being  could  say  at  what  point  the  valuer 
,  ought  to  put  their  value  ;  and  if  the  un- 
'  certainty  of  value  were  combined   with 
the  principleof  aggregation,  there  was  no 
limit  to  the   amount    which    might    be 
charged  in  respect  of  art  treasures.     The 
right   hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  seemed  to  think  that  all 
the  successor  had  to  do  was  to  sell  some 
of  these  art  treasures   in     order   to   pay 
the  duty.     That,  of  course,  was  exactly 
the  thing  which  they  desired  to  prevent. 
It  was  possible  for  a  roan  to  succeed  to  a 
great  gallery  of  pictures,  and  very   little 
personalty    with    it.     Everyone   of    the 
pictures  might  be  an  heirloom  which  he 
would  be  unable  to  sell,  and  yet  he  would 
have  to  pay  an  aggregated  duty  on  the 
works  of  art.     He  had  no  doubt  that  in 
extreme  cares  the  Court  would  give  some 
kind   of  relief    when    appealed  to.     In 
many     cases,   however,    great   hardship 
would  be  inflicted,  and  the  person  account- 
able   would    find    difficulty    in    raising 
sufficient  money  to  pay  the  duty  on  the 
works     of     art     which      by     law      he 
was    not  able  to  sell.    Again,  in    many 
cases    the     possession    of   art   treasures 
was     not     only     no     pecuniary    benefit 
but     a      great     expense.     They     were 
thrown  open  to  the  public.     Custodians 
ha4l  to  be  engaged  and  a  great  deal  ha<l 
to  be  spent  in  connection  with  wear  and 
tear,  but  thi««  would  not  be  taken  into 
account  by  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, who  would  insist   upon  payment 
being    made    on  the  full  value.      The 
successor  might  be  anxious  to  sell,  but, 
as   he   had  said,  woald  not  be  able  to. 
That   would    be  a   rare  case.      In    the 
majority  of  instances  the  possessor  would 
not  desire  to  sell,  but  would  take  legiti- 
mate pride  in  these   works  of  art.     It 
would  be  admitted  that  it  would  be  .a 
serious  pnblic  disadvantage  if  the  owners 
of  these  great  collections  were  encouraged 
to  part  with  them.     It  had  been  suffi- 
ciently urged  that  they   might  pass  to 
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foreign  buyers.  Not  only  that,  but  they 
mi^ht  be  dispersed,  and  that,  by  itself, 
would  be  a  great  public  loss.  In  many 
cases  the  collections,  without  the  house 
in  which  they  were,  would  lose  a  large 
part  of  their  value.  They  were  very  often 
— especially  in  the  case  of  manuscripts 
—connected  with  some  particular  house 
or  some  particular  name,  or  reign,  or 
family,  and  to  disperse  them  all  over  the 
faceof  the  country  would  largely  diminish 
their  value.  There  were  museums  kept 
by  private  individuals  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public,  and  so  long  as  they  found  private 
owners  who  did  their  duty  to  the  public, 
allowing  them  to  have  the  benefit  of  their 
collections — allowing  their  pictures  to  be 
seen,  and  their  historical  treasures  they 
possessed  to  be  made  use  of  by  those 
who  could  profit  by  them,  whether 
as  representing  the  Government  or 
as  members  of  learned  Institutions — 
care  should  be  taken  to  avoid  injuring 
these  collections.  These  owners  were 
public  servants  in  the  highest  sense 
of  the  term,  and  he  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  well 
advised  if  he  could  find  some  means  by 
which  the  possessor  of  these  treasures  and 
the  performance  of  this  great  public  duty 
would  be  saved  from  what  would  be 
almost  a  prohibitive  fine. 

•Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said,  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that  when  sales 
of  these  art  treasures  had  taknn  place  it 
was  almost  always  due  to  reckless  living. 
Well,  he  thought  that  hereafter  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  find  that  the  sales  were 
rendered  necessary  not  by  reckless  living, 
but  by  natural  death.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  that  he  did  not  share 
the  apprehensions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  he 
surely  did  not,  on  thb  Budget,  expect 
them  to  be  content  with  his  ipse  dixit^  in 
regard  to  which  he  was  not  armed  with 
the  usual  invaluable  evidence  of  the  In- 
land Revenue  Office.  No  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  ever  before  tried  to 
impose  this  tax  on  works  of  art,  therefore 
there  were  no  data  to  go  upon  except  the 
predictions  of  hon.  Members.  The 
sale  of  these  works  of  art  would  cause 
their  dispersal,  yet  they  had  no  pecuniary 
value  until  they  were  sold.  The  State 
had  a  right  to  levy  a  duty  of  10  per  cent, 
when  the  owner  converted,  the  art  trea- 
sures into  cash,  but,  as  the  'Jlfeader  of  the 
Opposition  had  pointed  oui^,  so  long  as 

"     ^^scouni  Cranbome       ' 


the  owner  did  not  do  that  and  did  not 
draw  a  farthing  of  income  from  them, 
there  was  no  property  or  estate  on  which 
the  Government  had  a  right  to  levy 
taxation,  because  there  was  no  basis 
upon  which  to  estimate  the  value.  He 
(Mr.  Cohen)  did  earnestly  entreat  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the 
interest  of  preserving  for  the  country  the 
splendid  collections  which  were  amassed 
in  it  to  endeavour,  on  the  Report  stage, 
to  give  effect  to  the  ideas  for  which  he 
had  professed  so  much  sympathy. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  60  ; 
Noes  120. — (Division  List,  No.  145.) 

ViscotxT  CRANBORNE  said,  he 
ventured  to  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment on  behalf  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Butcher) : — 

After  Clause  4,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause : — 

(Fower  of  Court  to  vary  aettlementii.) 

"  Any  person  entitled  to  an  interest  in  settled 
property  in  respect  of  which  Estate  Duty  baa  not 
already  been  paid  may  apply  to  the  High  Court 
in  the  manner  directe»l  by  Rules  of  Court  to 
have  it  determined,  and  the  C/Ourt  may  there- 
upon determine  whether  and  if  so  how  the  i>ay- 
ment  of  such  duty  should  be  provided  for,  and 
may  make  such  variations  and  a^lditions  in  and 
to  the  trusts  and  powers  contained  in  the  in- 
strument settling  the  property  as  may  be  neces- 
sary for  carrying  such  determination  into 
eflFect." 

He  said,  the  Amendment  toucheil  one  of 
the  hardest  cases  under  this  extraordinary 
Budget.  It  touched  the  great  question 
of  the  settlements  which  had  been  made 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  which 
would  be  seriously  affected  by  its  pro- 
visions. As  a  matter  of  simple  justice 
they  ought  to  have  been  allowed  to  have 
broken  settlements  which  had  been  made 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  for  the 
purpose  of  having  a  free  hand,  but  that, 
owing  to  the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  drawn  the  Bill,  was  out  of 
Order.  It  might  be  taken  as  perfectly 
certain  that  if  the  settlers  had  known  the 
enormous  burden  which  was  going  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  inheritance,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  they 
would  probably  have  settled  in  a  very 
different  manner,  or  not  at  all.  The  case, 
which  he  was  not  at  present  dealing  with, 
of  the  succession  of  an  heir  who  was  not  a 
lineal  was  noost  seriously  affected  by 
this  Budget.  He  would  have  to 
pay    a    very     large   sum    of    money — 
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to  l*rge,  iodeeil,  that  he  was  quite  |  difBcultj.  It  was  quite  evident  that 
sure,  if  the  settlor  had  known  it,  he  what  the  settlor  intended  would  l>e  that 
would  not  have  settled  the  property  in  '  the  elder  son  should  have  the  real  pro- 
such  a  waj.  This  particular  Amendment  \  pertj  and  as  much  monej  as  was  neces- 
did  not  propose    to    break   settlements,    sarj  to  manage  the  property,  and  that 

the  jounger  son  should  have  tlie  rest. 
He  would  take,  next,  the  case  of  a  man 
dying,  having  settled  the  hulk  of  his  pro- 
perty upon  the  eldest  son  in  the  ordiiuuy 
way.  The  deceased,  however,  might 
liave  left  a  comparatively  small  sum  of 
money — say  £10,000 — to  his  wife  for  her 
lite,  and  to  his  unmarried  daughter  after- 
wards for  her  life,  after  the  death  of  the 
mother.  That  would  bo  a  reasonable 
disposition.  The  testator  would  care- 
fully adjust  the  sum  of  money  so  that 
there  should  be  what  was  comfortable 
for  his  daughter.  Then  entered  the 
Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer  with  hit 


which  would  have  been  out  of  Order,  but 
it  did  propoM  to  give  the  Committee 
power  to  vary  the  method  by  which  the 
duty  was  to  be  paid,  in  order  that  sub- 
•tantial  justice  might  be  done.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  remember  that  this  Amendment 
did  not  in  any  way  propose  to  diminish 
the  Hevenue.  What  the  Chancery 
Court  called  juatice  would  be  carefully 
nfeguarded  by  it.  What  they  wished 
to  do  was  to  give  power  to  the  Court  to 
vary  the  settlement  so  that  justice  might 
be  done  betwoen  the  various  beneficiaries. 
He  would  divide  his  example  into  two 


dasses,    the   first  dealing  with  the  ques-  {  Budget   and  aggregation  proposals  and 
tion  of  non-productive  personalty  with    all  the  rest  of  it.     The  daughter  would 
bioh  they  dealt  in  the  last  Amendment,    have  to  pay,  of  course,  upon  the  scale  of 


They  might  have  a  case  in  which  an  heir 
tucoeeded  to  a  large  picture  gallery,  and  to 
A  very  small  sum  of  money,  and  be  might 


duty  of  the  whole  of  the  estate  left  bj 
the  settlor.  Suppose  £1,000,000  had 
lieen  left,  then  the  £10,000  left  to  the 


find  it  very  hard  or  absolutely  impossible  husband  of  the  daughter  when  she  sue- 
to  find  (he  Estate  Duty  upon  the  pictures  ceeded  to  it  would  have  to  pay  upon  the 
when  he  succeeded.  He  might  be  for-  '  highest  scale.  Instead  of  having  a  corn- 
bidden  to  sell  the  pictures.  The  Court  fortable  provision,  the  case  was  perfectly 
of  Chancery,  under  the  Settled  Land  conceivable  where  a  daughter  might  be 
Act,  had  taken  great  powers  upon  itself  '  put  in  anything  but  a  comfortable  posi- 
to  dispeiue  with  that:  but  in  any  case  tion  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Budget  of 
the  exercise  of  the  power  was  very  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
limited,  and  they  desired  to  allow  the  completely  altereil  the  conditions  of  the 
Court,  in  a  ease  of  that  kind,  a  per-  settlement  after  it  was  made  and  after 
fectiy  free  hand  to  permit  a  person  under  the  settlor  was  dead,  and  it  was  abso- 
such  circumstances  to  sell  the  pictures,  or  lutely  impossible  in  any  way  to  remedy 
some  of  them.  A  second  class  of  cases  the  injustice  committetl.  In  such  a  case 
was  where  it  was  quite  evident  to  the  as  he  had  referred  to  it  was  perfectly 
Court  and  everybody  else  that  unless  evident  that  the  intention  of  the  settlor 
there  was  some  readjustment  of  the  *  was  to  leave  a  comfortable  portion  for 
burthen  of  the  Estate  Duty  as  between  '  his  daughter,  to  be  carved  out  of  the 
(he  beueficiaries  very  great  injustice  estate  of  the  eldest  sou.  In  a  case 
would  l»a  done.  He  would  give  one  or  of  that  kind  there  ought  to  l>e  some 
two  instances  to  illustrate  his  meaning,  authority  which  might  say  that  this 
It  was  a  very  common  thing,  where  a  was  the  obvious  intention  of  the 
rich  man  had  an  estate  partly  real  and  settlor,  that  the  whole  of  the  Estate 
partly  pereonal,  to  leave  the  real  pro-  !  Duty  ought  to  be  paid  by  the  son  on  his 
party,  with  a  sum  of  personalty,  to  own  £1,000,000  and  the  £10,000  as  well. 
(he  eldest  son,  and  the  personal  '  The  intention  of  the  settlor  was  that  his 
•state,  or  the  great  bulk  of  it,  ;  daughter  should  be  comforubly  off,  and 
to  his  youngest  son.  That  was  a  very  \  should  have  what  he  thought  was  a 
eommoo  disposition.  The  eldest  son  proper  provision  for  her,  ami  that  inten- 
might  find  that  the  duty  had  increased  ;  tion  ought  not  to  be  rendered  nugatory 
upon  (he  estate  out  of  all  proportion  to  by  the  intervention  of  the  Chancellor  of 
what  tu  settlor  antioipated,  and  that,  the  Exchequer  after  the  settlor  was 
therefore,  he  had  no  money  whatever  dead.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
with  which  (o  manage  his  property.  He  would  lose  nothing,  and  the  only  qnes- 
wotihl  thea  be  pUu^  in  a  very   great  ^  tion  was  as  to  who  should  pay  the  duty  ? 


739 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


BiU. 


740 


Id  such  a  case  it  was  the  sod,  the  settlor 
iDteodiDg  that  his  daiif^hter  should  have 
this  sum  of  mooej  uDdiminished  by  the 
payroeDt  of  duty.  There  ought  to  l)e 
some  authority  eoabled  to  do  substan- 
tial justice  in  a  case  of  that  kiud,  and 
he  proposed  a  perfectly  impartial  au- 
thority— namely,  the  High  Court.  He 
had  great  regard  for  the  sanctity  of 
settlemeuts  which  had  been  made  upon 
certain  considerations,  and  under  which  a 
man  thought  he  had  provided  for  those 
near  and  dear  to  him.  He  thought  that 
ought  to  be  respected,  and  but  for  the 
circumstances  under  wliich  they  lived 
he  should  not  have  suggested  that  even 
such  an  impartial  authority  as  the  High 
Court  should  interfere.  As,  however, 
the  proposals  of  the  Budget  would  throw 
the  whole  balance  of  things  out,  and 
make  what  would  otherwise  be  a  com- 
fortable settlement  an  uncomfortable  one, 
he  thought  that  the  High  Court,  which 
was  the  only  impartial  tribunal  they  had, 
should  be  able  to  readjust  the  payment 
of  the  Estate  Duty  so  that  do  injustice 
should  bedoue. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reii>,  Dumfries,  &c.)  said,  the 
Doble  Lord  had  stated  that  this  was  not 
an  Ameudmeut  to  vary  settlements,  as 
any  attempt  to  so  vary  them  would  be 
out  of  Order  in  any  Amendment.  But 
the  noble  Lord*s  argumeot  wa^  an  appeal 
to  give  power  to  do  that  very  thing.  He 
gave  an  illustration  of  a  man  who  pos- 
sessed £1,000,000  and  who  left  a 
sura  of  £10,000  to  his  daughter,  and 
thereupon  the  daughter  would,  by  reason 
of  aggregation  and  graduation,  have  to 
pay  a  larger  sum  of  money  in  duty  than 
she  would  have  to  pay  had  her  father 
been  a  poorer  man,  and  the  argument  of 
the  Doble  I^rd  was  that  if  the  settlor 
oonld  have  anticipated  there  would  have 
been  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
this  description  he  would  have  made  a 
differeut  settlement.  The  noble  Lord, 
therefore,  desired  that  some  Court  should 
have  the  power  to  readjust  the  settle- 
ment— in  fact,  to  break  it,  and  make  a 
new  provision  which  he  considered  that 
the  settlor  ought  to  have  made. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  Not  that 
the  settlor    ought   to  have  made  that 

yiscount  Cranbome 


which   he   did    make,    but    which    the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  upset. 

Mb,  R.  T.  REID  :  Well,  what  w»8 
the  settlor^s  unexpressed  purpose  ? 

Viscount  CRANBORNE:  No,  hU 
expressed  purpose. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  was  no- 
thing more  nor  less  than  breaking  the 
settlement.  He  would  take  the  extreme 
case  the  noble  Lord  had  put,  and 
although  he  thought  it  would  be  a  hard 
case  to  that  extent,  what  would  be  the 
precise  difference  between  the  position  of 
the  daughter  who  was  left  £10,000  when 
her  father  was  a  millionaire  and  when  be 
was  a  man  of  moderate  means,  possessing, 
say,  £40,000  or  £50,C00?  The  ex- 
treme difference  between  £50,000  aod 
£1,000,000  would  be  3  percent.,  or £300, 
and  although  it  was  not  pleasant  for  any- 
body to  pay  £300  it  was  impossible  to 
describe  the  payment  of  this  £300  as  the 
grievous  hardship  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  represented  it  to  be.  He  thought 
this  was  a  proof  of  the  exaggerated 
apprehensions  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man entertained 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  Of  course, 
the  figure  of  £10,000  was  merely  an 
illustration.  It  might  be  a  smaller  sum, 
and  the  difference  then  would  be  greater* 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  observed  that  he  waa 
aware  the  figure  wasgiven  by  way  of  illaa- 
tration,  but  if  any  other  illustration  bad 
been  given  it  would  be  open  to  a  similar 
criticism .  He  thought  it  would  be  a  serious 
thing  to  give  a  Court  power  to  break 
any  settlement,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  clause  was  unnecessary,  because  by 
Section  14  of  the  Bill  as  it  had  been 
reprinteil  they  had  enabled  the  person 
who  paid  the  duty  upon  settled  property 
which  did  not  pass  to  recover  in  proportion 
on  the  charges  or  encumbrances  upon  the 
property  in  the  nature  of  portions  or 
jointures ;  and  it  was  provided,  in  case 
the  parties  did  not  arrange  as  to  the 
proper  proportion  of  Estate  Duty  pay- 
able by  each,  the  Court  should  have  the 
power  to  allot.  With  that  power  there 
was  no  danger  of  any  wrong  or  injustice 
being  done.  The  noble  Lord  said  that 
the  Court  should  determine  whether  the 
payment  of  duty  was  provided,  .and, 
secondly,  how  the  payment  of  duty 
should  be  provided.  He  was  not  aware 
that  the  High  Court  was  more  competent 
than  anybody  else  to  say  the  duty  shonld 
be  provided  for  and  how  it  should  be. 
He  believed   that  men  of  sense,  hettds 
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of  families,  were  quite  as  competent  as 
a  Court  of  Jnatioe  to  saj  what  ought  to  be 
dooe,  uoleM,  iudeed,  tbey  gave  the  Court 
power  to  vary  the  settletoeute,  and  it 
would  be  out  of  Order  to  propose  to  do 
90  after  the  Speaker's  niling.  He  hoped 
the  elause  would  not  be  pressed. 

MR.G  R  ANT  L  A  W80N  said,that  when 
ha  endeavoured  to  move  an  lustructiou 
giving  power  to  break  settlements  the 
bpeaker  ruled  it  out  of  Order,  saying 
that  it  was  impossible  under  this  Bill  to 
give  power  to  break  settlements.  The 
Chairman  had  ruled  this  Amendment  to 
be  in  Order,  and  the  Solicitor  General 
»id  that  it  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  breaking  settlements,  so  that  the 
main  part  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
6entleman*s  contention  was  more  against 
the  Chairman's  decision  than  against  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  in  the 
illuttratioD  given  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
amount  that  would  have  to  be  paid  would 
only  be  £300.  Yes  ;  but  if  that  money 
was  settled  it  would  not  be  liable  to 
Probate  Duty  at  all  now  ;  but  under  the 
fature  arrangement  it  won  Id  pay  8  per 
ceoL^tbat  was,  £800. 

Mb.  K.  T.  R£ID  :  I  put  the  case  of 
a  man  possessing  £40,000  or  £60,000  in- 
stead of  l>eing  a  millionaire.  If  it  was 
£60,000  ic  would  pay  now  4  per  cent. 

Mk.  grant  LAWSON:  But  it 
would  not  pay  under  settlement. 
*Tbe  chairman  :  In  reference  to 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Think  has  said,  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
there  is  iio  difference  whatever  l)etween 
the  Speaker's  ruling  and  my  own  ;  indeed, 
1  submitted  this  ruling  to  the  Speaker 
before  I  gave  it.  As  I  understaml  the 
Ameudmenr,  it  is  only  to  give  power  to 
the  Court  to  say  how  the  duty  shall  be 
paid. 

Mr.  GRANT  LAWSON  :  My  point 
was  that  the  Solicitor  General  said  this 
was  an  Amendment  to  break  settle- 
menu. 

Miu  R.  T.  REID  dissented  from  this 
view 

Mb.  GRANT  LAWSON  said,  that 
then  be  entirelv  misunderstood  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  he  would 
not  purvne  that  topic  further.  This 
Ameadment  appeared  to  him  to  meet  h 
v«ry  praciieal  point.  It  was  only  in  the 
caaw  where  they  satisfied  the  High 
Coon  that  an  in  just  ice  had  l)een  done 
llait  thare  would  be  any  alteration  in  the 


settlement,  and  the  alteration  would  then 
only  extend  to  the  determination  of  the 
question  as  to  how  the  duty  was  to  be 
paid. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mk.  BARTLEY  moved  the  following 
Clause  : — 

(Value  of  an  estate  in  IrelaaiL) 

"In  calculating  the  principal  valne  of  a 
deceasecl  teuant^H  estate  in  Irclan<l,  the  price 
which  guch  tenant  has  paid  for  the  tenant 
rijfht,  or,  if  the  deceane*!  han  not  purchase*!  the 
tenant  rijfht,  the  price  which  the  tenant  right 
uf  similar  holding**  realise  in  the  district  Hhall 
be  the  princiiml  value  of  Huch  tenant  right. 
Providcil  nlwayn,  that  the  maximum  princijial 
value  of  8uch  tenant  rijfht  nhall  not  exceed  12 
and  a  half  times  tho  amount  of  rent  pai<l  for 
the  holding." 

He  said,  the  subject  of  tenant  right 
in  Ireland  was  a  matter  which  ought  to 
have  serious  consideration,  and  ought  to 
be  clearly  defined  in  the  Bill.  Tenant 
right  in  Ireland  was  a  very  substantial 
property,  and  one  which,  he  believed, 
under  the  present  law,  came  under  the 
duty  as  personalty.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  very  much  altered  by  this  Bill,  inas- 
much as  aggregation  would  come  into 
force,  and  this  duty  wonid  be  very  much 
enlarged  in  certain  estates.  The  clause 
he  had  to  move  was  that  there  should  be 
a  distinct  statement  that  the  tenant  right 
was  a  duty  to  be  taxed  under  this  Bill, 
and  that  there  should  be  a  limit  put 
upon  it  as  provided  in  the  clause.  It 
had  l)een  held  that  tenant  right  was  a 
saleable  article.  It  was  perfectly  true  it 
wab  not  always  sold.  The  property, 
however,  was  there,  and  when  be  moved 
an  Amendment  on  the  subject  of  rever- 
sions, he  had  a  most  emphatic  statement 
from  the  Solicitor  General  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  not 
only  to  tax  persons  who  derivcnl  lienefit 
from  the  property,  but  also  those  who 
had  property  which  they  could  at  any 
moment  sell  if  they  thought  proper  to  do 
so.  As  he  had  said,  the  tenant  right  in 
Ireland  was  a  saleable  commodity,  and 
in  many  instances  had  been  sold  at  a 
very  high  price  indeed — very  often  at  a 
higher  figure  than  the  freehold  itself  was 
worth.  It  was,  therefore,  very  clear  that 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  throwing  his  net  to  cateh  all  avail- 
able subjects  of  taxation,  he  ought  to 
include  tenant  rights.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  thought  it  wonld  not  be 
fair  to  tax  the  tenant  righte  to  the 
absolute    amount    at     whieh    the    laad 
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hunger  sometimes  demanded  that  thej 
«honld  be  sold  at,  and  he  had  fixed  the 
maximum  value  at  12^  years*  purchase. 
If  the  tenant  rights  were  taxed  to  the 
moderate  extent  he  had  suggested  it 
would  mean  they  would  derive  from  this 
source  something  like  £70,000  a  year, 
and  if  they  were  going  to  tax  unfortu- 
nate, persons  who  were  left  with  an 
annuity  of  £25  a  year  and  upwards,  it 
beamed  to  him  they  were  bound  to  tax 
those  tenants  in  Ireland  who  had  tenancies 
exceeding  £50  a  year.  Although  it  was 
quite  true  that  these  tenant  rights  must 
have  been  taxed  to  a  certain  extent  in 
the  past  as  personalty,  still  he  thought 
no  one  realised  how  very  much  his  pro- 
posal would  increase  the  revenue  to  the 
Exchequer.  He  considered  that  by  the 
limit  he  had  imposed,  to  the  effect  that 
no  one  should  pay  more  than  12^  years* 
purchase,  no  injustice  would  be  done, 
and  Ireland  would  have  the  gratification 
of  subscribing  her  due  quota  for  this  pro- 
perty. If  there  was  a  strong  case  for 
taxation  it  was  that  which  related  to  the 
Irish  tenant  right,  because  under  the 
first  Land  Act  there  was  no  doubt  the 
tenant  right  was  given  to  the  Irish 
tenant.  There  was  no  question  that  he 
had  a  moral  claim  to  a  great  deal  of  it ; 
still,  it  was  given  to  him  entirely,  and  he 
had  no  idea  that  such  a  concession 
Tvould  be  made  to  him.  Inasmuch  as 
the  property  had  been  given  to  the 
tenant,  it  seemed  reasonable  they  should 
require  that  its  full  share  of  taxation 
should  be  paid,  due  precautions  being 
taken  to  prevent  any  injustice  being  done. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  understand 
the  hon.  Member  has  moved  this  in  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  tenant.  I  have 
always  understood  from  those  who  are 
the  natural  Representatives  of  the  Irish 
tenants  that  they  do  not  approve  of  this 
clause,  and,  though  it  is  to  their  advan- 
tage, under  these  circumstances  I  cannot 
accept  it. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  that  was  all 
very  fine,  but  it  was  not  very  satisfactory; 
and  he  did  not  think  they  should  be  put 
off  in  this  way  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Were  they  to  understand 
that   the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Mr,  Bariley 


considered  one  kind  of  justice  was  to  be 
meted  out  to  the  English  tenants  and 
another  kind  to  the  Irish  tenants  ?  They 
had  heard  all  through  these  Debates  that 
everything  which  was  of  value  passing 
in  death  was  to  be  taxed,  and  now 
directly  the  purse  of  the  principal  sup- 
porters of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  attacked  the  right  hoiu 
Gentleman  threw  over  the  whole  of  his 
high  principle  altogether  and  said,  *^  No, 
I  dare  not  even  mention  the  subject 
to  the  House.'*  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  declined  to  give  an  answer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  practi- 
cally said,  '*  I  have  put  the  matter  to  mj 
masters  at  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  they  do  not  want  this  tax.*'  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  got  to  con- 
vince the  Committee  that  he  was  going 
to  deal  out  equal  justice  between  the 
rich  and  the  poor,  between  Englishnoeu, 
Irishmen,  and  Scotchmen  alike.  He  bad 
got  to  show  the  Committee  that  the 
tenant  right  of  the  Irish  tenants  had  no 
taxable  value,  and  therefore  was  not 
liable  to  taxation.  But  the  Committee 
knew  very  well  what  large  prices  were 
given  for  tenant  right  in  Ireland,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gettleman  would  find  it 
difficult  to  prove  that  no  tax  should  be 
placed  upon  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  shows  that  he  has  not 
the  remotest  idea  of  what  he  is  talking 
about.  The  fact  is,  that  the  tenant  right 
is  taxed,  and  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  for  a  relaxation  of  the  taxa- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
imagines  that  I  have  opposed  this  pro- 
posal at  the  instigation  of  the  Iriab 
Members.  Well,  after  all,  they  know 
something  about  the  interests  of  tbe 
tenants  of  Ireland  ;  they  know  that 
the  tenant  right  is  taxed,  and  tbey 
say  that  the  Irish  tenants  are  satis- 
fied with  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

•Mb.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) said,  he  did  not  think  the 
answer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  fix- 
chequer  was  suflScient.  He  was  on  a 
Committee  that  was  discussing  tbia 
matter  upstairs,  and  he  therefore  knew 
something  about  it.  The  question  be 
would  like  to  have  answered  bj  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  whether  there 
was  or  was  not  a  charge  by  way  of  Death 
Duty  for  the  interest  of  tenants  in  IreUand 
whether  they  sold  their  holdings  or  not  ? 
If  such  a  charge  was  imposed  he  wcxild 
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like  to  know  wb«t  valuation  was  accepted 
M  the  basis  of  the  charge — whether  it 
was  the  valuaiioo  fixed  by  the  Sub«Com- 
missioners  or  the  open  market  valuation  ? 
He  did  not  profess  to  decide  what  should 
be  the  basis  of  the  valuation,  for  the 
verj  good  reason  that  no  Sub-Commiri- 
■ioner  who  fixed  the  tenant  right  had 
aojr  idea  of  the  principles  on  which  he 
fixed  it«  The  only  evidence  the  public 
had  had  on  that  point  was  that  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  took  a  shot  at  the  mark. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  rise 
to  Order.  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  Order 
to  discuss  the  proceedings  of  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs. 

HR.BRODRICKsaid,  he  was  saying 
genermlly  that  this  question  of  fixing  the 
tenant  right  had  been  going  on  for  over  13 
years,  and  that  the  only  statement  made 
M  to  the  mode  of  fixing  it  was  that  the 
Sob-Commissioners  took  a  shot  at  the 
mark.  Ho  thought  he  was  perfectly 
in  Order  in  making  that  statement  ;  and 
what  he  wanted  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was,  if  it  was  true,  as  the 
right  hoiK  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
tetiAUt  right  was  already  taxed  for  pro- 
bate, on  what  principle  was  it  taxed  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  want 
to  waste  any  more  time. 

Mr.  BKODRICK  said,  those  ejacu- 
lations  were  not  arguments.  He  did  not 
vaut  to  follow  the  example  of  disorder 
let  to  tho  Committee ;  but  it  was  ex- 
tremely diflficult  to  avoid  the  suspicion 
that  wheo  the' Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

?[aer  dismissed  in  one  sentence  a  per- 
ectiy  able  and  well-reasone<l  speech,  the 
right  hoD*  Gentleman  had  not  got  the 
facta  at  his  fingers*  ends. 

Mr.  hartley  said,  that  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  persisted 
in  refusing  to  give  an  answer  he  must 
pursue  the  matter  further.  He  had 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a 
former  occasion  a  carefully-prepared 
question  as  to  the  amount  received  from 
the  tenant  right  of  the  Irish  tenants  under 
the  existing  law,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refused  to  give  an  answer. 
That  suggested  that  there  was  something 
at  work  behind  the  scenes  which  the 
Committee  had  a  right  to  know.  The 
silence  of  the  Irish  Members  during  this 
argument  was  only  to  l)e  accounted  for 
by  che  fact  that  they  had  been  '*  squared** 
to  keep  quiet  by  the  Government.  It 
was  ridirolous  to  suppose  anything  else, 
for  the  Irish  Members   would  never  have 


allowed  a  clause  to  go  by  unchallenged 
which  would,  if  properly  enforced,  add 
to  the  expense  of  the  Irish  tenant  a  »um 
of  not  less  than  £70,000  a  year  to  the  Re» 
venue.  The  other  day  he  moved  an  A  mend- 
ment  urging  that  reversions  should  not  be 
taxed,  and  the  Government  would  not 
agree.  The  Solicitor  General  then  said 
that  a  reversion  was  saleable  every  day» 
and  to  except  it  from  taxation  would  be 
unfair  to  other  forms  of  property.  He 
now  asked  the  Government  to  treat  this 
Irish  property  on  the  same  footing  as 
they  had  decidoil  to  treat  reversions.  But 
he  only  got  scant  courtesy  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  said 
the  Irish  tenants  did  not  want  the  clause, 
and  the  Government  would  not  accept 
it.  It  seemed  the  Irish  tenants  were  the 
Rulers  of  the  House.  They  governed 
the  Government.  It  was  plain  from  the 
action  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  there  was  something  serious 
at  the  bottom  of  the  matter.  The 
Irish  Members  were  really  the  nmstera 
of  the  situation.  They  were  always 
grumbling  at  the  taxation  of  Ireland, 
saying  they  paid  too  much,  whereas  the 
fact  was  that  they  did  not  pay  enough. 
He  thought  ho  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
intended  by  the  Bill  to  tax  the  tenant 
right  of  the  Irish  tenants  as  fully,  freely, 
and  impartially  as  he  intended  to  tax  the 
English,  Scotch,  and  Welsh,  even  down 
to  the  poor  widow  who  had  £25  a  year 
left  her  ?  That  was  a  fair  question,  and 
one  to  which  the  Committee  had  a  right 
to  demand  an  answer.  If  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  not  give  an 
answer,  then  the  conclusion  would  be 
drawn  that  he  was  told  by  his  masters, 
the  Irish  Meml>ers,  that  he  was  not  to 
accept  this  proposal.  But  tho  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
Kingdom  had  a  right  to  know  why  Irish 
tenants  should  not  have  to  pay  as  fully 
as  poor  tenants  in  other  parts  of  the 
Kingdom. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  59  ; 
Noes  1 18. — (Division  List,  No.  146.) 

•Sir  a.  SCOBLE  (Hackney,  Central) 
moved  in  page  9,  after  Clause  13,  to  in- 
sert the  following  clause: — 

(Bxemptlon  of  peniiions  payable  to  widown.) 

"Eststc  Pnty  «hiill  not  be  collected  or 
rocoTere<l  upon  the  princi|Mt  value  of  any  pen- 
sloD  pn;*abl«  to  the  widow  or  chiltlrvu  uf  any 
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public  servant  of  the  Crown,  notwithstanding 
that  the  deceased  may,  in  bis  lifetime,  have 
contributed  to  the  fund  from  which  such  pen- 
sion is  paid." 

The  hoQ.  Member  pointed  out  that  if  the 

poDsious  referred  to  were  derived  entirelj 

from   public   funds   thej   could   uot    be 

taxed  under  the  Bill,  and  it  was  certainly 
very  hard  that  the  widows  and  orphans 
should  have  to  pay  duty  on  the  pensions 
they  received  simply  because  the  husband 
or  father  contributed  in  his  lifetime  to 
the  fund  from  which  the  pensions  were 
drawn.  The  contributions  were  in  some 
cases  obligatory  and  not  voluntary,  and 
great  injustice  would  be  done  to  men  in 
the  Civil  and  Military  Services  in  India 
especially,  unless  such  pensions  were 
exempted.  It  was  the  peculiarity  of 
those  Services  that  the  men  were  obliged 
to  contribute  to  the  pension  fund  for 
widows  and  orphans,  whether  or  not 
they  were  married,  and  they  had  not  the 
slightest  control  whatever  over  the  fund. 
The  pension  was  not  part  of  their  estate 
in  life ;  nothing  passed,  on  their  death, 
from  them  to  their  widows  and  children, 
and  he  thought,  therefore,  those  pensions 
did  not  properly  come  within  the  purview 
of  the  intention  of  the  Bill.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  frequently 
said  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  not 
to  tax  the  living,  but  the  dead  ;  but  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  grant 
this  exemption,  he  would  tax  the  living, 
and  not  the  dead.  It  could  uot  be  con- 
tended that  the  intention  of  the  Bill  was 
to  impose  taxation  on  property  of  which 
the  deceased  person  in  his  lifetime  was  not 
competent  to  dispose.  But,  under  the 
terms  of  contribution  to  those  pension 
funds,  those  who  contributed  to  them 
had  no  power  to  dispose  of  them  ;  they 
must  go  to  the  widow  and  children,  and 
they  could  not  be  diverted  from  that 
object.  Again,  the  Bill  declared  that 
duty  was  to  be  levied  on  property  that 
passed  at  death.  But  in  the  case  under 
consideration  no  property  passed  at  death. 
The  pension  had  never  been  in  the  qon- 
trol  of  the  person  who  died,  and  it  only 
came  into  existence  at  his  death.  If  he 
recounteil  the  hardships  of  many  of  those 
who  received  pensions  from  those  funds  ; 
he  was  sure  he  would  have  the  sym-  I 
pathy  of  the  Committee.  He  had , 
known  many  oases  in  which  officers  in  ! 
the  Civil  and  Military  Services  of  India, 
who  were  married  and  had  children,  \ 
were  suddenly  carried  off  by  death,  and  I 

Sir  A.  Seoble  \^ 

\ 


when  their  estates  came  to  be  realised  it 
was  found  that  they  had  not  left 
enough  money  to  send  their  widows  and 
children  home.  The  hat  had  then  to  be 
sent  round  in  the  station  to  which  the 
deceased  officer  belonged  to  make  up 
the  necessary  fund  for  the  purpose  ;  and 
when,  in  addition  to  that,  the  widow 
and  children  were  met  on  their  arrival 
in  £ngiand  with  a  demand  under  the 
Bill,  amounting  to  three-fourths  of  the 
first  yearns  pension  they  were  entitled 
to  receive,  they  would  have  to  start 
life  in  this  country  under  circumstances 
of  the  most  distressing  and  painful 
character.  The  widow  would  have  to 
depend  entirely  on  the  assistance  of  her 
friends  to  meet  the  demand  of  the  State, 
and  he  thought  the  demand  of  the  State 
was  one  which,  under  the  circumstances, 
should  not  be  pressed. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.*^ 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  happj 
to  be  able  to  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Government  have  great  sympathy 
with  the  object  of  the  proposed  clause. 
We  cannot,  however,  accept  the  clause  in 
its  present  form,  but  I  shall  be  glad  to 
bring  up  a  clause  on  Report  which  will 
meet  the  object  the  hon.  Member  has  in 
view. 

Sir  a.  SCOBLE  said,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  accept  the  promise  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  would  assure  him, 
at  the  same  time,  that  nothing  short  of  a 
full  and  complete  concession  would  meet 
the  justice  of  the  case. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnar- 
vonshire, Eifion)  moved,  after  Clause  34, 
to  insert  the  following  Clause  : — 

(Appearance  on  appeals.) 
"•  Any  person  appealing  against  an  aasessment 
of  Income  Tax  or  Inhabited  House   Duty  shall 
be  entitled  to  appear  by  solicitor  or  agent.** 

If  the  principle  of  this  clause  were  not 
adopted,  great  hardship  would  be  inflicted 
on  a  considerable  class  of  persons  who 
desired  to  appeal.  No  doubt  many 
capable  business  men  would  be  able  to 
dispense  with  the  assistance  of  a  solicitor, 
but  there  were  a  large  class  of  fairly  well 
edacated  working  men  and  many  business 
men  who,  although  they  might  be  wM 
able  to  manage  their  ordinary  afburs. 
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would  be  utterly  unable  to  oope  with  a 
smart  Survejor  of  Taxes  who  had  everj 
Hoe  of  the  Statute  Law  at  his  finger 
ends.  Such  people  would  often  prefer  to 
pay  an  exorbitant  amount  of  Income  Tax 
rather  than  expose  their  ignorance  by 
appearing  before  the  Commissioners. 
There  were  a  large  number  of  women  in 
trade,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  nine 
out  of  ten  of  them  would  be  subjected  to 
auj  amount  of  Income  Tax  rather  than 
themselves  go  and  appeal.  If  they  could 
be  represented  by  a  solicitor,  probably 
they  would  be  willing  to  go  and  give 
endence  before  the  Commissioners.  In 
Wales  there  were  a  large  number  of 
partially-educated  business  people  who 
were  very  difiident  in  these  matters 
owiug  to  their  poor  knowledge  of  the 
English  language.  The  law  permitted 
au  appeal  against  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners.  The  Commissioners 
were  required  at  the  option  of 
aDj  appellant  to  state  a  case  for 
the  opinion  of  the  High  Court,  and  that 
appeal  might  be  carried  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal  and  to  the  House  of  Lords.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  utterly 
unreasonable  that  the  facts  upon  which 
such  an  appeal  would  have  to  be  basQd 
should  be  got  out  without  the  assistance 
of  a  professional  man. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  as 
a  matter  of  practice  it  was  extremely  un- 
desirable to  multiply  litigation  more  than 
was  necessary.  In  90  or  99  per  cent,  of 
these  cases  the  questions  raised  were  only 
questions  of  fact  and  account,  which  were 
settled  by  business  men  who  represented 
their  own  cases ;  and  he  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  person  taxed  would 
not  lose  more  by  employing  a  solicitor 
than  he  would  gain  upon  the  Income 
Tax.  On  questions  of  law  the  Com- 
missioners already  allowed  cases  to  be 
argued  by  solicitors. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  said,  the  Act 
expressly  prohibited  that. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Not  on  ques- 
tions of  law.  All  the  Commissioners 
want  to  know  in  these  cases  is  what  they 
can  gather  from  the  Income  Tax-payer 
himself,  who  can  produce  and  explain  his 
books. 


Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said,  he 
was  sorry  not  to  be  able  to  fall  in  with 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Under  the  existing  law,  barristers  and 
solicitors  were  not  allowed  to  plead  before 
the  Commissioners,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  if  words  were  inserted  pro- 
viding that  any  person  appealing  against 
an  assessment  of  Income  Tax  or  Inhabited 
House  Duty  should  be  allowed,  by  leave 
of  the  Commissioners,  but  not  otherwise, 
to  appear  by  solicitor  or  agent.  That 
would  give  the  Commissioners  control 
over  the  persons  appearing,  so  that  if 
they  thought  it  necessary  they  would  be 
entitled  to  refuse  leave. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  it 
was  very  desirable  that  some  concession 
should  be  made  in  this  direction.  He 
knew  of  a  case  of  hardship  where  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  the  person  who  had 
to  pay  the  tax  to  appear  in  person  to 
appeal.  Surveyors  of  taxes  might  trade 
on  the  incapacity  of  people  to  conduct 
their  own  appeals  in  order  to  increase  the 
tax. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  butcher  moved  to  insert  the 
following  Clause : — 

(Protedtion  of  purchasera,  mortgagees,  trustees, 

&c.) 
•*  Notwithstanding  anything  in  this  Act  con- 
tained, the  provisions  of  the  12th,  13th,  and 
14th  Sections  of  'The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1889,'  shall  apply  to  the  payment 
of  Estate  Duty  under  this  Act,  and  shall  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  be  read  and  have  effect  as 
if  Estate  Duty  were  therein  mentioned  as  well 
as  Legacy  and  Succession  Duty." 

In  1853  the  Succession  Duty  was  first 
imposed  on  real  property,  and  between 
that  date  and  1889  all  purchasers  of  real 
properly  found  themselves  in  great 
difficulty  if  they  wanted  to  find  out  if  the 
Succession  Duty  had  been  paid.  A 
great  deal  of  expense  was  incurred  in 
getting  proof  of  it.  That  was  found  so 
intolerable  that  in  1889  the  late  Govern- 
ment passed  some  clauses  to  provide  that 
after  12  years  the  purchaser  should  not 
be  concerned  to  ascertain  whether  Suc- 
cession Duty  had  been  paid  or  not.  That 
was  a  substantial  benefit  to  the  purchasers 
of  real  property,  and  enabled  real  pro- 
perty to  be  dealt  with  in  an  easier 
manner  than  it  had  been  dealt  with  before. 
He  had  never  heard  that  this  had 
operated  prejudicially.  He  took  it  that  the 
Commissioners  had  taken  good  care  to 
get  the  Succession   Duty  paid.      The 
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object  of  the  new  cUose  was  to  giv^e  to  ' 
the  purchasers   of  real  estate  the  same 
protection  in  regard  to  the  Estate  Duty 
that   the  J   got   by  the  Act  of  1889  in  ; 
regard  to  Succession  Duty. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time. 


11 


*SiR  J.  RI66Y  said,  he  thought  there 
was  something  in  the  Amendment,  but 
he  considered  it  would  be  a  rather  com- 
plicated business  to  apply  the  particular 
sections  to  the  present  measure.  If  the 
matter  were  postponed  he  would  promise 
to  see  what  could  be  done  on  the  Report 
stage. 

Mr.  butcher  said,  he  thanked  the 
Attorney  General,  and  would  accede  to 
his  suggestion. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Schedule  1. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to: — 

Page  23,  line  21,  leave  out  ^^  on  his 
death." 

Page  23,  line  21,  after  "him,"  insert 
"or  under  any  other  disposition  tinder 
which  Estate  Duty  has  been  paid." 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Schedules  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  In  furtherance 
of  a  promise  I  gave  a  few  nights  ago,  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  re-committed 
in  respect  of  Clunse  27. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Bill  be  re-committed  in  respect  of 
Clause  27,"— (TAe  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

FINANCE    (rtheommitted)  BILL.— (No.  190.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  27. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  27 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

•Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  rose  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
clause.  In  the  Debate  on  the  Second 
Reading  he  had  taken  the  liberty  of 
going  somewhat  into  detail  in  reference 
to  the  effect  of  the  Budget  proposals  on 
Ireland,  especially  those  relating  to  the 
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Beer  and  Spirit  Duties.  For  that  reason 
and  for  the  reason  also  that  he  had  ob- 
tained no  answer  to  the  arguments  which 
he  put  forward  upon  the  Second  Reading, 
he  desired  to  say  only  a  few  words  to-oight. 
Personally  he  objected  to  almost  every 
clause  in  the  Budget,  simply  because 
they  proposed  to  add  to  the  taxation  of 
Ireland,  which  was  already  too  great. 
The  distinction,  however,  between  the 
other  clauses  and  Clause  27  was  that, 
whereas  the  former  only  increased  the 
taxation  of  Ireland,  Clause  27  not 
merely  increased  it,  but  did  so  iu  a 
flagrantly  unjust  proportion.  The  popular 
beverage  in  Ireland  was  whisky  or  spirits 
in  one  shape  or  another,  and  the  system  of 
taxing  spirits,  or  of  any  other  commodity, 
was  uniform  in  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  For  many  years  it  was 
thought  that  nothing  could  be  fairer 
than  a  uniform  system  of  taxation,  and 
everyone  who  rose  up  on  behalf  of  Ire- 
land to  protest  against  the  unfairness  of 
the  uniformity  of  taxation  in  respect  of 
the  tax  on  whisky  was  simply  laughed 
at  and  solemnly  lectured  on  his  ligno- 
ranee.  Well,  he  had  heard  some  of 
these  lectures,  and  he  remained  of  the 
opinion  he  bad  always  entertained — 
namely,  that  to  put  a  uniform  tax 
throughout  the  Three  Kingdoms  upon  an 
article  chiefly  consumed  in  Ireland  was 
unjust,  and  the  injustice  was  clearly  de* 
monstrated  by  the  Paper  which  had  been 
laid  on  the  Table  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  showing  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  tax.  He  was  not  far  wrong 
when  he  assumed  that  the  greater  part 
of  the  injustice  arose  entirely  from  the 
taxes  on  spirits.  Out  of  the  whole 
additional  revenue  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  expected  to  receiTe 
from  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties — 
£  1 , 1 80,000— Ireland  ought  to  pay *1 -26th, 
but  instead  of  that  she  would  pay  one- 
ninth  to  one-tenth  ;  and  in  saying  what 
Ireland  ought  to  pay,  he  was  going  npon 
the  estimate  formed  of  Ireland^s  relative 
liability  to  pay  taxes,  which  was  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons  by  the 
present  Government,  as  the  basis  of  the 
financial  proposals  of  the  Home  Rule 
Bill.  Ireland^s  liability  according  to 
that  estimate  would  be  £40,000,  whereas 
there  would  be  collected  in  Ireland  no  less 
than  £203,000,  and  there  would  actually 
be  paid  by  consumers  in  Ireland  £121,000. 
If  the  figures  were  correct,  he  thought  he 
was  entitled  to  base  on  that   statement 
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(he  M«ertion   that  this   tax   on   spirits 
would  fall  on  IrelaDd  with  exceptional 
weight,  and   at  a   time  when  she   had 
no    right    to    expect    such    a    burden. 
If  these  proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  were  noade  for  the  first 
tune  it  wonld  be  bad  enough,  and  would 
be  in  flagrant  violation   of  the  Act  of 
Union  and  of  the  promises  made  to  Ire- 
land that  she  should  never  be  taxed  on  a 
nniform  system  with  England  and  Scot- 
land till  the  circumstances  of  the  three 
eoontries  became  similar  ;  but  ever  since 
1860  these  successive  increases  of  duty 
had  been  going  on.     It  was  in  I860  that 
QDiformity  was  established.     Before  then 
the  Irish  duties  were  low  and  the  English 
dattes  were  high.     He  thought  he  was 
right  in  saying  that  that  relation  between 
the  two  duties  existed  from  the  time  of 
the  Napoleonic    Wars.      The    result  of 
the  chaii|^e  was  that  since  1860  Ireland 
had  paid  twice  as  much  as  she  had  paid 
before  in  respect  of  this  particular  tax, 
whereas   England's  increase  of  taxation 
in  respect  of  this  same  article  had  not  in- 
creased at  al)  in  proportion.  He  was  blaming 
no  particular  Government  for  this  in  jus- 
tice to  Ireland.     Ue  blamed  all  Govern- 
ments.    Conservatives  and  Liberals  had 
resorted  to  this  expedient  of  plundering 
Ireland   with   equal  readiness.     Just  as 
Dublin    Castle    had  remained    Tory  no 
matter  what  the  particular  complexion  of 
the  Government  in  England  had  been,  so, 
no   matter   what   Government   had   the 
retns  of  Office  in  this  country,  whenever 
the  need  arose  for  meeting  the  expenses 
of  a  war,  for  making  an  addition  to  the 
British  Navy,  or  for  paying  an  indemnity 
to  some  Foreign  Power,  l>oth  Parties  in 
the  State  agreed  that  the  firttt  and  readiest 
and  best  thing  to  do  was  to  take  it  out 
of  Ireland  by  an  increase  in   the  Spirit 
Duties.       The   last   Chanoellor   of    the 
Exchequer  to   plunder   Ireland   in    this 
way  was  the  Meml>er  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  and  ho  did  think  that 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  put  that 
extra  6d.  on  spirits  was  the  most  flagrant 
piece  of  trickery  ever  practised  on  Ire- 
land  by  a  British  Minister.     The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  money  was 
to    go    to    compensating   publicans   for 
taking  their  licences.     Of  course,  every- 
one knew  that  not  a  penny  went  in  that 
way,  but,  on  the  contrary,  was  devoted 
to  bolsiarittg  op  some  itigetiloos  scheme 
of    fioanoe   of    which    the    right    hon, 
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Gentleman  was  the    author.      Now,  to 
their  surprise,   it   was   not    a  Unionist 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  it  was 
a  Home  Rule  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer   who     for     the     hundredth     time 
attempted  to  plunder  Ireland  in  the  way 
he  had  described.     He  had  heard  it  said 
that  the  tax  would  only  amount  to  Id.  a 
bottle,  and  that  the  publican  wonld  have 
to  pay  it.     He  did  not  care  a  button  who 
paid  it,  but  what  he  wished  to  urge  was 
that  the  money  came  out  of  Ireland  and 
wonld  never  go  back.     Whoever  paid  the 
increased  tax  the  English  Government 
would  get  the  benefit  of  it,  and  not  Ire- 
land.    Whoever  might  pay  under  these 
increases  of  taxation,  Ireland  never  bene- 
fited by  them.     The  Uxation  wm  always 
inflicted  to  obtain  something  which  con- 
cerned England  alone.     It  wat^  no  Irish 
crisis  that  brought  about  an  increase  of 
taxation  ;  and  no  money   was  expended 
on  behalf  of  Ireland  which  would  in  any 
way  justify  an  increase  of  taxation  on 
Ireland.     It    was    urged    that  England 
wanted  to  make  an  addition  to  her  Navy. 
What  benefit  did  Ireland  get  from  the 
British  Navy  ?     Ireland  got  no  Itenefit 
whatever  from   it.     It    was    suggested 
that  Irish  commerce  was  protected  by  it, 
but  Ireland  had  no  commerce  to  protect 
worth    speaking    about.     It    had    been 
destroyed  by  the  Act  of  Union.     This 
increase  of  taxation   on  Ireland,  without 
bringing  any  benefit,  was  especially  hard 
when  money  was  so  much  wanted  in  Ire- 
land itself.     There   were   many    public 
objects  in  Ireland  on  which  money  nii>:ht 
be    usefully    expended.        Money    was 
needed  for  the  congested  districts  in  the 
west  which  never  could  be  rescued  from 
their  present  position  without  it,  while  a 
great  deal  of  good  could  be  done  by  im- 
proving the  harbours  round  the  coast  and 
giving  employment  to  the  people.     For 
years  he  had  been  trying  unsuccessfully 
to  obtain  a  small  Vote  for  a  harbour  at 
Balbriggan.    But  not  a  penny  was  forth- 
coming from   the  Exchequer   for   such 
objects  of  public  improvement.     On  the 
other  hand,  Ireland  received  money  out 
of  the  British  Treasury  which  was  not 
for  good  or  useful  proposes  ;  but  for  pur- 
poses of  political    corruption    and    for 
terrorising  the    country    with  a    large 
armed  police    force  twioe    as  large    as 
it    need    be    if    Ireland   was    properly 
governed.     Irishmen  thought  that  it  was 
time  all  this  should  end,  and  that  a  pro* 
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test  should  be  made  a^amst  this  continued 
system  of  fleecing  Ireland  for  the  benefit 
of  this  country.  He  thought  the  process 
had  gone  too  far,  and  wanted  to  know 
where  it  was  to  end.  To  allow  it  to  go 
further  would  be  to  inflict  irreparable 
injury  on  Ireland.  Therefore,  in  voting 
against  the  clause  he  should  feel  that  he 
was  decidedly  acting  in  the  best  interests 
of  his  constituents  and  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E,),  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said  that  not  only 
was  the  Grovemment  pledged  as  every- 
body knew  to  the  establishment  of  a 
Legislature  in  Ireland,  but  they  had 
appointed  a  Royal  Commission  to 
examine  into  the  amount  of  taxation  paid 
by  the  Irish  people.  Pending  the  issue 
of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
many  Irisnmon  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  refrained  from  placing 
this  extra  taxation  on  the  Irish  people. 
What  was  the  object  of  appointing  that 
Royal  Commission  if  it  was  not  to 'in- 
quire whether  Ireland  was  not  paying 
too  large  a  share  of  taxation  already  ? 
The  Government,  however,  would  not 
wait  for  the  result  of  the  inquiry,  but  had 
at  once  proceeded  to  impose  £200,000  or 
£300,000  extra  taxation  on  the  Irish 
people.  He  opposed  the  taxation  not  in 
the  interest  of  the  beer  or  spirit  manu- 
facturers or  of  any  section,  trade,  or  caste 
in  the  country,  but  simply  as  being  unfair, 
and  because  it  was  being  placed  on  one 
of  the  few  remaining  industries  in  Ireland 
employing  large  numbers  of  the  popula- 
tion which  ought  not  therefore  to  be  dis- 
proportionately taxed.  He  opposed  it  also 
on  the  ground  that  he  was  totally  opposed 
to  the  purpose  for  which  the  money  was 
being  raised.  He  believed  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  were  opposed 
to  the  increase  of  the  Navy,  and  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  millions  on  warlike  operations. 
This  was  not  the  proper  time  for  dis- 
cussing the  propriety  of  those  operations, 
but  neither  Liberal  nor  Radical  Members 
of  the  House  would  dispute  that  not  only 
the  people  of  Ireland,  but  the  vast  majo- 
rity of  the  toiling  masses  of  this  country, 
from  whose  pockets  the  money  came, 
and  not  from  those  of  wealthy  distillers 
and  brewers,  were  opposed  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  additional  millions  on  the 
Navy.  This  country  ought  to  set  the 
example  in  disarming  instead  of  com- 
peting in   the  mad  work  going  on  upon 
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the  Continent  of  ruining  nations  by  the 
creation  of  immense  Armies  and  Fleets- 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Dublin  that  the  Irish  people  gained 
nothing  whatever  from  this  expenditure* 
If  a  ship  got  disabled  in  Irish  waters^ 
instead  of  being  repahred  at  Haulbow- 
line  or  other  Irish  dockyards,  she  was 
towed  off  to  some  English  port.  It  was 
said  that  British  were  sent  for  manoeavres 
in  Irish  waters,  but  all  the  benefit  the 
people  got  from  that  was  to  hear  from  the 
shore  the  firing  of  a  few  heavy  guns* 
Ireland  had  not  incurred  the  ill  will  of 
the  French  or  any  other  foreign  people 
throughout  the  wide  world,  and  it  was 
absurd  to  say  that  she  required  the  assist- 
ance of  the  British  Fleet  to  protect  her 
commerce.  The  English  people  had,  at 
all  events,  the  satisfaction  of  knowing 
that  these  millions  were  spent  in  her 
dockyards  and  workshops.  It  was  a  mean 
and  shabby  thing  that,  whenever  a  few 
additional  ships  were  wanted  for  the 
Navy,  the  mighty  and  resourceful  British 
Empire  should  seek  to  comedown  upon  and 
cripple  one  of  the  few  remaining  indus- 
tries of  poor,  unfortunate  Ireland.  He 
would  not  feel  justified  upon  any  con- 
sideration in  consenting  to  this  increased 
taxation  on  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
the  Government  ought  not  to  have 
proposed  it. 

Moved,  "  To  leave  out  the  Clause." — 
(^Mr,  Clancy,) 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  As  the  Irish 

part  of  this   subject   has   been   treated 

somewhat  apart  from  the  rest,  perhaps 

it  will  be  right  I  should  say  something 
upon  that  aspect  of  the  case,  as  it  baa 
been  set  before  the  Committee  in  the 
two  speeches  we  have  just  heard.  I 
understand  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  those  who 
act  with  him,  intend  to  vote  against 
this  clause,  but  it  would  be  interestini;^ 
to  know  what  common  ground  thej 
take  in  their  opposition.  Is  it  upon 
the  ground  that  the  British  Navy  has 
bestowed  no  advantage  upon  the  Irish 
people  ?  Or  is  it  upon  the  ground  that, 
when  for  the  public  objects  of  the 
Empire  a  great  expenditure  is  required^ 
no  part  of  that  expenditure  should  be 
contributed  by  the  Irish  people  ? 

Mr.  CLANOT  :    I  never  said  anj- 
thing  of  the  sort. 
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Si»   W.   HABCOURT  :    WeU,   the| 
boo.  Gentkfnaii  who  has  just  sat  down 
Qsed  hiDgnage  distinctly  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  said,  he  was 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Getitlemau  did 
AOt  wish  to  misreprosoot  him.  What  he 
bad  meant  to  say  was  that  the  Irish 
pe<>ple  were  asked  altogether  out  of 
their  fair  proportion  to  l)car  taxation  in 
this  matter.  With  regard  to  the  services 
of  the  Fleet,  what  he  had  in  mind  was 
that  the  only  practically  effective  ser- 
vices rendered  by  any  of  Her  Majesty ^s 
aliips  of  war  to  Ireland  in  recent  years 
was  when  a  couple  of  them  M'ere  de* 
«patcheil  to  carry  out  a  number  of 
evictions. 

8iB  W.  HARCOURT:  Then  I 
would  ask  whether  that  is  the  common 
^rottod  upon  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  going  to  act  in  regard  to 
this  clause  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Dublin  also  laid  down  other  prin- 
ciples. It  is  quite  true  that  for  a  very 
long  time  the  principle  has  bceu  acted 
npon  of  uniform  taxation  throughout  the 
L  Dited  Kingdom — that  is  to  say,  that 
texes  fall  on  all  ports  of  the  United 
Kingdom  in  proportion  to  their  popula- 
tion and  their  wealth  as  regards  direct 
taxation.  Again  I  ask,  is  ^tit  on  the 
^Toand  upon  which  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site accept  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Dublin, and  upon  which  they  are 
going  to  join  with  faim,  or  that  he  is  going 
to  join  with  them,  to-night  in  endeavouring 
to  pat  the  Government  into  a  miooritv 
opon  Clause  27  of  this  Bill  ?  The  hon. 
Moml>er  who  has  just  sat  down  said  that 
fho  (government  proposals  will  inflict  a 
4lispro|iortioiiate  taxation  upon  the  Irish 
people.  He  says  quite  truly  that  we 
have  given  a  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  inq airing  bow  far  on  the  general 
principle  of  taxation  a  disproportionate 
rale  of  taxation  has  been  put  upon  the 
Irish  people,  and  tiiat  these  inquiries  are 
•till  going  on.  It  was  exactly  upon  the 
IptNiiMl  that  these  inquiries  are  going  on 
that  I  agreed  that  this  tax  should  only 
«edtiro  for  one  year,  so  that  if  it  appeared 
ta  the  end  that  the  contentions  of  the 
lien.  Member  and  his  friends  were  Jasti- 
tfed  aad  weU-fonoded  that  disproportion 
mt^i  be  oorreeted  when  It  was  aseer- 
tained.  But  the  only  point  that  I  really 
daaire  to  press  apoa  the  Commitlee  is 
ctiai  ia    toe  proposab  of    the  present 


Budget  we  have  not  aggravated  that 
disproportion,  if  it  exists,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  we  have  diminished  it.  In  the 
Return  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Dublin  referred,  and  which  gives 
the  proportion  of  the  Irish  contribution 
upon  the  present  basis  of  taxation,  the 
proportion  of  Irish  contribution  is  put 
at  one-tenth  of  that  of  England.  That 
is  quite  ceruin.  It  is  £7,52 1,000,  as  com- 
pared with  £72,756,000,  the  amount  of 
the  English  contribution.  Therefore,  at 
present  the  contribution  of  Ireland  is 
something  more  than  one- tenth  of  the 
whole  taxation.  Now,  if  you  come  to 
proposals  of  the  Budget,  you  will  find 
that  the  suggested  contribution  of  Ire- 
land, Uking  the  taxation  as  a  whole,  is 
less  than  one-tenth  of  the  English  con- 
tribution. Ireland  has  to  contribute 
£280,000,  as  against  £2,162,000  that 
England  has  to  contribute.  Therefore, 
where,  as  at  present,  under  the  existing 
system  of  taxation  the  contribution  of 
Ireland  is  more  than  one-tenth,  under  the 
proposals  of  the  Budget  it  will  be  less 
than  one-tenth.  It  that  case  it  cannot  be 
said  that  thr  proposals  of  the  Budget 
aggravate  tLut  di^pro[>ortion  of  taxation 
which  the  hon.  (lentleman  intends  to  re- 
sist. I  do  not  adroit  that  we  are  acting 
unfairly  to  IreUnd  in  the  matter.  Of 
course,  if  the  hon.  Member  is  prepared 
to  contend  that  we  are  to  call  upon  Ire- 
land  for  no  contribution  at  all  or  that 
we  are  to  establish  a  ditfereutial  taxation 
for  Ireland  as  compared  with  England, 
that  is  another  thing  ;  but  it  is  a  con- 
tention that  we  could  not  undertake  to 
press  upon  this  Committee.  But  if  it  is 
contended  that  under  thei^e  Budget  pro- 
posals we  have  increased  the  sliare  of 
Ireland's  liability  relatively  to  England's 
I  venture  to  point  out  that  that  is  not  the 
case.  I  understand  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  going  to  vote  against  us  on  this 
cUuse.  I  confess  I  have  some  curiosity 
to  know  what  principles  are  held  on  this 
subject  in  common  by  the  hon.  Member 
and  hon.  Members  opposite.  I  am 
iocliaed  to  believe  that  they  have  some 
very  different  reasona  for  the  vote  they 
are  about  to  give  than  those  whioli  he 
would  give  for  his  action.  Uon.  Members 
opposite  have  agreed  without  any  diffi- 
enlty  to  the  uxation  npon  forei^  spirita. 
Not  a  word  was  said — the  clauae  passed 
without  opposition  or  diacussion.  Tbey 
did  not  take  that  ootirse  with  regard  to 
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the  clause  relatiug  to  the  inyreased  datj 
upon  beer,  aud  it  was  very  natural  and 
very  proper  that  they  took  a  different 
course  in  relation  to  the  Beer  Duty. 
The  result  of  their  opposition  to  this 
clause  would  be  that  they  would  raise  a 
differential  duty  upon  Jamaica  rum  and 
would  refuse  to  ^ive  it  upon  British 
whisky.  That  is  the  foundation  upon  which 
the  proposal  stands.  It  would  be  im- 
possible for  any  Opposition  to  press 
upon  any  Government  the  adoption  of 
such  a  course.  As  I  have  before  pointed 
out — and  I  desire  to  repeat  it  now  upon  this 
occasion — if  you  reject  this  clause,  which 
proposes  to  raise  the  money  required 
for  the  service  and  the  defence  of  the 
country  by  indirect  taxation,  you 
will  have  in  the  future  to  rely 
exclusively  upon  direct  taxation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Goschen)  the  other  day  asked  whether 
this  was  direct  or  indirect  taxation.  I 
can  answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
his  own  words.  On  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  he  said— 

"  I  ask  the  question.  Is  this  direct  or  in- 
direct taxation  ?  There  is  confusion  in  the 
mind  on  this  point,  and  I  am  not  sure  I  have 
not  shared  the  confusion  myself/* 

and  at  the  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  opposing  the  duty  ou  beer  on  the 
ground  that  it'  would  fall  on  the  consumer. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  speak- 
ing of  myself,  said — 

^'The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say 
whether  he  considers  it  to  be  direct  or  in- 
direct taxation.  The  general  rule  seems  to 
be"— 

this  is  rather  a  curious  and  candid  con- 
fession— 

**  that  at  the  time  when  yon  are  persuading  the 
House  to  impose  the  duty  it  is  a  direct  tax  on 
the  profits  of  the  brewer,  but  after  the  tax  is 
imposed  that  forms  a  portion  of  t^e  indirect 
taxation  levied  on  the  country." 

That  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  solu- 
tion of  the  question  whether  this  is  a 
direct  or  indirect  tax.  And  I  rely  upon 
the  explanation  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  think  the  Committee 
will  appreciate  the  definition.  But  he 
says — 

**  I  understand  and  believe  in  this  case— as 
regards  spirits  at  any  rate^l  am  not  sure  about 
beer— the  tax  will  be  borne  by  the  consmner." 

If  he  believes  that  now,  is  he  going  to 
vote  against  this  tax  ?  It  is  quite  clear 
that  Uifl  right  hon.   Gentleman    is   of 
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opinion  that  this  is  so  indirect  tax,  and 
I  have  never  denied  that  this  additional 
penny  a  bottle  ou  spirits  is  pro  tarUo  an 
indirect  tax.  I  do  not  think  a  penny  a 
bottle  on  spirits  is  a  large  sum  to  ask  as 
a  contribution  to  the  defence  of  the 
country.  I  do  not  suppose  any- 
body believes  that  I  or  any  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  face 
the  difficulties  and  dangers  which  we 
know  attend  a  proposal  to  tax  beer 
and  spirits  in  this  country,  except  upon 
the  conviction  that  it  was  a  fair  and 
proper  thing  to  do,  and  that  it  was  con- 
sistent with  sound  principles  of  finance. 
Everybody  knows  we  would  gladly  avoid 
the  controversy  we  are  having  to-night 
if  we  thought  we  could  properly  do  so. 
Then  I  want  to  know  on  what  ground  it 
is  the  Conservative  Party  are  going  to 
vote  against  this  contribution  towards  the 
defence  of  the  country  ?  This  is  what  I 
have  a  right  to  know,  and  what,  in  their 
opinion,  we  ought  to  propose  it  its  place. 
We  might  have  taxed  some  other 
articles.  What  other  articles  ?  Were 
we  to  tax  tea  ?  Were  we  to  tax  sugar  ? 
Were  we  to  tax  tobacco  ?  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  put  an  extra  tax  on  tobacco, 
and  what  was  the  consequence?  The 
Revenue  was  not  increased  ;  but  since  the 
tax  on  tobacco  has  been  diminished,  the 
Revenue  from  tobacco  has  increased.  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  there  was  to  be 
indirect  taxation  no  other  tax  than  thta 
could  have  been  adopted.  Then  the  ood- 
dusion  of  the  Party  opposite  is,  I  sup- 
pose— and  I  am  surprised  at  it — thai  they 
are  against  indirect  taxation.  They  are 
prepared,  when  £4,000,000  has  to  be 
raised  for  the  Navy,  to  go  exclusively 
upon  property  and  all  direct  taxation.  If 
they  were  to  succeed  to-night  that  would 
be  the  inevitable  conseqnenoe  of  their 
vote.  We  have  made  a  proposal  of  which 
this  is  a  part,  aud  the  Committee  has 
determined  the  tax  upon  beer  should  be 
sustained.  The  Committee  has  determined 
that  the  Customs  Duty  upon  spirits  shall 
be  raised.  We  are  now  at  the  very  last 
stage,  in  the  very  last  verse  of  the  last 
chapter  of  the  Committee  on  this  Bill  ; 
and  is  the  Committee,  having  resolved  to 
put  a  tax  upon  beer,  having  detenmned 
to  put  a  Customs  Doty  on  spirits,  now 
going  to  refuse  to  but  an  Excise  Dotj  on 
spiritis  as  provided  by  this  clause  ?  A 
course  so  irrational  and  so  ioconstMeDt 
with  the  principles  of  sound  finance  I 
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believe  this  House  has  never  adopted,  and 
I  feel  sure  thej  will  not  adopt  it  on  this 
occasion. 

•Mr.  young  (Cavan,  E.)  said,  he 
considered  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  initiating  a  new  principle  in 
finance  that  the  poor  should  be  taxed 
and  the  rich  saved  from  taxation.  The 
Budget,  on  the  whole,  was  the  best  that 
had  been  presented  to  the  country  for 
20  jears.  He  regarded,  however,  this 
extra  6d.  per  proof  gallon  on  whisky  as 
an  evil,  and  he  objected  to  it  very  strongly 
indeed.  It  was  out  of  all  proportion 
that  Ids.  4d.  should  be  put  on  a  gallon 
of  spirits  25  degrees  over  proof,  which 
cost  onlj  from  Is.  3d.  to  28.  6d.  in  its 
production.  Besides,  the  amount  which 
would  be  raised  by  this  extra  6d .  was  so 
small  that  it  was  absolutely  absurd  to 
impose  it.  At  a  distiller,  and  one  largely 
cooDected  with  the  trade,  he  had  had 
very  serious  reflections  as  to  the  manner 
in  whicb  he  should  give  his  vote  in  this 
matter,  and  if  he  personally  considered 
his  position  he  should  certainly  take  a 
course  which  he  hesitated  to  take  that 
night,  for  he  felt  that  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament  he  had  no  right  to  consider 
his  personal  interests  so  much  as  the 
interests  of  his  country.  Therefore,  he 
put  selfish  considerations  aside,  and  said 
that  the  Government  was  the  first  in  his 
memory  which  had  grasped  the  situation 
of  Ireland,  it  was  the  first  Government 
that  had  given  just  legislation  to  them, 
and  which  seemed  anxious  to  meet  the 
desires  of  a  country  that  had  been  trodden 
down  since  the  year  1800;  besides,  he 
expected  from  the  present  Government, 
in  the  future  useful  measures  of  a  far- 
reaching  kind  calculated  to  bring  peace  and 
contentment  to  his  country.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  made  a  con- 
cession which  made  the  way  clear,  for  he 
had  conceded  the  point  that  this  duty 
should  go  off  automatically  on  1st  July, 
1895.  Therefore,  although  he  con- 
sidered it  an  evil  to  place  this  extra  duty 
on  whisky  he  considered  it  would  be  a 
greater  evil  for  him  to  assist  to  displace 
the  present  Government.  He  had  there- 
fore determined  to  go  into  the  Lobby  in 
support  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  combe  (Surrey,  Chertsey)  said, 
it  had  often  been  remarked  in  the  course 
of  the  Debate  that  the  brewers  and 
distillers  were  taking  the  part  of  the 
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agriculturists,  and  that  the  agriculturists 
were  fighting  the  battle  of  the  brewers 
and  distillers.  He-was  not  a  licensed 
victualler,  but  he  proposed  to  take  up 
the  cudgels  on  behalf  of  that  injured 
individual,  and  to  lay  his  case  as  fairly 
and  as  impartially  as  he  could  before  the 
Committee.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
this  additional  tax  of  6d.  upon  spirits 
in  addition  to  the  6d.  upon  the  barrel  of 
beer  would  very  seriously  affect  the 
licensed  victualler,  and  not  only  would  it 
affect  his  income,  but  it  would  also  very 
very  seriously  affect  his  capital,  which  was 
his  public-house.  Beyond  that  it  would 
also  affect  all  those  who  had  shares  in 
Public  Companies,  whether  they  be 
debentures  or  preferences,  and  whose 
security  was  represented  to  a  very  large 
extent  by  the  loans  on  the  various  public- 
houses.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  an  exaggerated  view  of  the  profits 
of  Brewery  Companies,  as  he  had  of  the 
profits  of  licensed  victuallers.  He  remem- 
bered on  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
seeing  a  broad  smile  spread  over  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  face  when  one  of 
his  supporters  got  up  behind  him  and 
quoted  a  large  number  of  figures  showing 
the  enormous  profits  that  brewers  made. 
Well,  that  was  not  of  much  account,  for 
he  (Mr.  Combe)  was  able  to  take  out  this 
morning  just  as  many  figures  showing 
that  there  were  good  breweries  whose 
profits  ranged  from  3  per  cent,  to  6  per 
cent.,  but  he  would  not  trouble  the 
Committee  with  them.  As  regarded  the 
licensed  victualler,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said,  "  Oh,  it  does  not 
matter  putting  this  additional  6d.  upon 
him  ;  it  will  only  tend  to  lower  in  an  in- 
appreciable degree  his  already  inordinate 
profit,"  profits  varying  from  10  to  300 
per  cent.  He  did  not  know  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  out  that,  and 
he  would  be  doing  good  service,  he 
thought,  if  he  succeeded  in  disabusing 
the  mind  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  to  those  exceedingly  large 
profits.  He  remembered  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman pounced  upon  the  fact  that  he 
had  said  that  the  profits  of  licensed  vic- 
tuallers were  something  like  30  per  cent. 
Of  course  he  meant  the  gross  profits,  the 
difference  between  the  buying  and  sell- 
ing price  of  the  article.  He  said  30  per 
cent.,  and  he  would  have  been  perfectly 
accurate    if    they  were    to    take  every 
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pubUc-house  in  Lobdou.     But  sinee  then  | 
he  had  had  taketi  out  by  an  aactiooeer  the 
profits  of  32  publie-honses,  and  he  would 
just  take  four  or  five  of  them.       They 
showed  that  the  profits,  so  far  from  being 
10  to  300  per  cent.,  did  not  come  any- 
where near  that.      There  was  one  case 
where  the  yearly  takings  were  £2,587, 
gross  profits  344^ ;  another  case,  £13,310, 
gross  profits  39^  ;  another  case,  £5,600, 
gross    profits    35^ ;    and    another    case 
£6,300,  gross  profits  33.    There  was  just 
one  case  that  went  against  his  argument, 
because  it  showed  gross  profits  of  49  per 
cent.      The  total  of  the  32  publichouses 
gave  a  yearly  taking  of  £138,000,  giving 
an  average  profit  of  38  per  cent.       He 
was  not,  therefore,  very  far  out.       But 
these  were  good  houses.     From  that  38 
per  cent>  they  had  to  reduce  the  money 
to  be  found  for  licenses,  rent,  rates,  aad 
taxes,  interest,  repairs,  wages,  gas,  coals, 
depreciation  of  lease,  management,  and 
so  on,  which  brought  it  down  to   some- 
where near  10  per  cent.     These  figures, 
he  thought^  showed  as  clearly  as  possible 
what  the  profits  of  public-houses  really 
were,  so  far  as  they  could  get  them,  and 
they  proved  that  the  licensed  victualler 
was  uotroUiug  in  that  wealth  which  he  was 
generally  supposed  to  roll  in — in  fact,  in 
many  cases  he  had  as  much  as  he  could 
do  to  make  ends  meet.     Such  being  the 
case,  it  could  not  be  wondered  at  that 
the  licensed  victualler  viewed  with  con- 
siderable alarm  any  attempt  to  impose  an 
additional   burden    upon    him,    and    he 
would  do  his  best  to  shift  that  burden  oflT 
his  own   shoulders  to  the   shoulders  of 
somebody  else.     Small  blame  to  him  for 
that,    because    he  already  provided   far 
more  than  his  share  of  the .  national  in- 
come ;    that  would   )je  readily  admitted 
when   it   was  known  that   the   licensed 
victuallers  provided  now  a  quarter  of  the 
national  income.    One  had  only  to  glance 
at  the  Bankruptcy  Returns,  and  he  would 
see  that  the  number  of  licensed  victuallers 
who  were  becoming  bankrupt  was  yearly 
increasing,  and  this  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  the  consumption  of  spirits  and  beer 
tended  not  to  diminish,  but  rather  to  in- 
orease.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  doing   to 
the  licensed    victuallers   what  he    was 
grumbling  at  the  big  brewers  for  doing. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  complained 
that  the  big  brewers  were  monopolising 
the  whole  trade  and  driving    out  the 
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smaller  brewers.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  doing  exactly  the  same  thing 
to  the  licensed  victuallers.  If  the  brewer 
succeeded  under  the  pressure  of  this  Bill 
in  reducing  the  gravity  of  his  beer  to 
make  up  for  his  loss,  and  if  the  licensed 
victualler  succeeded  in  diluting  his 
spirits  to  make  up  for  the  loss  which  be 
would  have  to  bear,  there  would  be  three 
broad  results  from  this  Bill.  The  puulic 
would  get  a  fur  worse  article  than  they 
bad  been  accustomed  to  drink,  and  he 
only  hoped  the  Division  which  they 
would  soon  have  would  prove  that  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  had'not  met 
with  the  general  approval  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  that  be  personally  was  not  interested 
in    the   consumption   of   spirits,  but   he 
must    protest,    as    a    temperance    man, 
againht  the  increased   taxation,  l>ecause 
he  found  that  au  increase  of  taxation  on 
liquor  did    not  produce  h   smaller   con- 
sumption, but  that  it  was  attended  by  an 
almost  equal  ratio  as  regarded  the    con- 
sumption.     He   entirely  disbelieved    in 
this    financial     coercion.       Temperance 
could  only  be  promoted  by  the  establish- 
ment  of    free   libraries,  parks,  and   ex- 
ample ;  while  the  only  way  to  keep  the 
people  out  of  the  public-houses   was  by 
providing  them  with  decent   dwellings, 
and  until  that  was  done  financial  coer- 
cion of  the    liquor  traffic  would    uever 
bring  about  sobriety.     As  the  Represen- 
tative of  the   St.  Patrick's  Division   of 
Dublin,  in  which  was  situate  the  largest 
brewery  in  the  world,  and  which  brewery 
did  not  possess  a  single  tied  house,  he 
desired  to  protest  against  the  proposed 
increased    taxation.       His    constituents 
had  passed  a  resolution  protesting  against 
the  increased  duty  on  spirits  ;  therefore 
he  was  bound,  as  the  Member  represent- 
ing  that   constituency,  to  vote   against 
the  proposal.     He  objected  to  the    pro- 
posal on    other  grounds — namely,  tboee 
of  national  taxation.     He  found  from  a 
study  of  the  taxation    of   Ireland     that 
since  Mr.  Gladstone  came  into  Office,  in 
1857,  the  taxation  in  Ireland  had   gone 
on  increasing  by  leaps  and  liounde,  and 
that  taxation  had  been  mainly  for   the 
benefit  of  English  workmen.     They  got 
ooshareof  it  lu  Irelaod.  It  wastheBritiah 
workers   who  received  a  great  dud    of 
the   benefit  and  Irish  workars  receiired 
none.      The    result    of    that    taxatioa 
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tended  to  increase  emigration  among 
tlie  Irish  popalation.  He  had  received  a 
Return  from  the  Treasury  which  showed 
that  1,727,786  gallons  of  foreign  spirits 
were  imported  annually  into  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  What  became  of 
all  that  ?  He  wondered  whether  it  was 
manufactured  into  Irish  whisky,  and  he 
held  that  the  Government  ought  cer- 
tainly to  take  some  steps  to  see  that  it 
was  not  manufactured  to  suit,  the  palates 
of  those  who  consumed  it.  He  had  found 
from  a  recent  Return  that  20,000  acres  of 
wheat  land  had  gone  out  of  cultivation. 

The  chairman  said,  that  he  must 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
was  hardly  speaking  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  FI£LD  said,  that  he  was  coming  to 
the  subject.  He  found  that  during  the 
past  four  years  17,000  acres  of  land  de- 
voted to  the  cultivation  of  barley  had 
fallen  into  disuse.  If  this  increased 
taxation  was  agreed  to  they  would  find 
that  about  78,000  acres  of  barley  land 
would  go  out  of  cultivation  during  the 
next  four  years.  That,  he  thought,  was 
a  matter  -which  was  very  germane  to  the 
points  at  issue.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  many  English  Members  would  vote 
for  the  increased  tax  believing  that  it 
would  oaly  be  levied  for  one  year ;  but 
he  would  point  out  that  in  the  whole 
fiscal  government  of  the  country  when  a 
tax  had  been  imposed  on  liquor  it  had 
never  been  taken  off.  He  hoped  that 
every  Irish  Member  would  vote  against 
the  increased  duty,  although  he  knew  it 
was  a  vain  hope.  As  a  teetotaler  and  a 
temperance  man  he  opposed  these  duties, 
because  he  did  not  believe  that  they  were 
likely  to  make  people  more  sober  by 
coercion  of  this  kind. 

•Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
said,  he  did  not  intend  to  follow  the  Irish 
Members  in  discussing  this  question,  be- 
cause, on  the  whole,  he  failed  to  understand 
their  position.  They  had  one  Irish  Member 
protesting  against  the  additional  taxa* 
tion  because  he  was  unconnected  with 
the  trade,  and  they  had  another  support- 
ing it  because  he  was  connected  with  the 
trade.  The  Committee  must  be  sorry 
that  the  Debates  on  this  Bill  were 
drawing  to  a  conclusion,  as  they  had 
advanced  some  steps  since  its  intro- 
duction. The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  introducing  the  Bill,  told 
them  he  was   levying  the  tax  on  beer 


and  spirits  in  such  a  manner  that  it 
would  not  fall  upon  the  consumer, 
but  would  be  paid  direct  by  the  brewers^ 
the  distillers,  and  the  licensed  victuallers. 
That  evening,  however,  he  had  given  up 
that  part  of  the  argument,  because  he 
now  said  that  the  tax  was  an  indirect 
tax  and  would  fall  upon  the  consumer. 
He  quoted  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  favour  of  this  view. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  when 
introducing  the  Bill  he  admitted  that  the 
tax  upon  spirits  would  amount  to  a  penny 
a  bottle,  and  this,  he  contended,  was  not 
a  very  large  sum  to  charge  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  country. 

Mr.  BONSOR  said,  he  admitted  that 
that  was  said,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  quote  the  late  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  to  the  effect  that 
this  kind  of  tax  was  indirect  taxation. 
Consequently  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  up  his  contention  in  introducing 
the  Budget  Bill,  when  he  said  that  the 
tax  would  fall  directly  upon  the  brewer, 
the  distiller,  and  the  publican,  and  he 
now  admitted  that  the  tax  would  in  the 
long  run  be  paid  by  the  consumer.  [Sir 
W.  Harcourt  :  No.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  ^*  No,'*  but  he  admitted 
that  the  penny  a  bottle  would  be  paid  by 
the  consumer.  Did  he  contend  that  with 
regard  to  the  spirits  sold  by  the  publican 
by  the  gill  that  that  would  not  fall  on  the 
consumer  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  said,  he  drew  a 
distinction  between  the  case  of  the  beer 
and  the  spirits.  With  regard  to  the  beer, 
it  would  fall  upon  the  brewer  and  the 
consumer  ;  but  as  to  the  spirits,  it  would 
no  doubt  be  paid  by  the  purchasers  of 
spirits  by  the  bottle. 

•Mr.  BONSOR  said,  he  thqught 
they  had  made  some  progress  when  they 
had  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
admitting  that  with  regard  to  some  part» 
at  all  events,  of  this  tax  it  would  fall  upon 
the  consumer.  He  believed  that  the 
whole  of  it  would  fall  on  the  consumer. 
As  was  said  in  the  case  of  the  Beer  Tax, 
he  anticipated  that  the .  consumer  would 
get  a  worse  article,  and  he  would  tell 
them  why.  He  had  taken  considerable 
trouble  to  ascertain  what  the  views  of 
licensed  victuallers  were,  and  he  had  not 
yet  found  a  single  licensed  victualler  who 
would  admit  that  he  was  going  to  pay 
the  tax.     Some  said  at  once  that  they 
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were    going   to    redace    the     strength 
of  the  Bpirits  down  to  the  lowest  possible 
limit  allowed   bj  law.     In   these  cases 
thej  had  sold  the  article  above  the  legal 
strength.     In  the  case  of  other  licensed 
victuallers  who  did  a  cutting  trade,  and 
were   compelled  by  competition  to  sell 
their  spirits  at  the  lowest  strength  allowed 
by  law,  thev  said  that  they  would  ask 
their  distillers  to  supply  them  at  a  lower 
price.  They  were  talking  more  particularly 
about  whisky,  the  price  of  which  varied 
from  10s.  6d.  to  15s.  per  gallon.   The  6d. 
additional  tax  would  represent  about  5  per 
cent,  per  annum  on  the  article.  They  would 
have  only  to  sell  the  wine  or  spirits  exactly 
one  year  younger, and  so  recover  the  tax. 
It  would  therefore  fall  in  this  case  abso- 
lutely upon  the  consumer.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  a  great  deal 
of  the  fact  that  they  had  passed  the  Cus- 
toms Tax  on  spirits,  and  were  opposing 
the  Excise  Tax,  and  were  therefore  willing 
to  give  a  preferential  rate  in  favour  of 
the  home   production  over  that  imported 
fiom  abroad.      He  certainly  should  not 
be  adverse  to   taxing  the  bad  German 
spirits   which   were   blended  with  Irish 
and    Scotch   whiskies,   and  sold    to  the 
consumers  as  the  genuine   article.     He 
believed    if  an    extra   tax    was    placed 
upon    bad  foreign  spirits    that    a  great 
amount  of    good   would  result    to    the 
Revenue,  as  it  certainly   would   to   the 
consumers.     He  was  a  Free  Trader,  but 
he  was  rather  in  favour  of  Protectionist 
views  in  so  far  as  the  interests  of   the 
consumers  in  this  matter  were  concerned. 
He  should    like  to    protect   this   inner 
organisations  against  bad  spirits,  which 
injured   alike  the   constitution   and   the 
brain.     He  was  glad  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  abandoned  the  idea 
that  the  tax  woald  fall  upon  the  brewers, 
the  distillers,  and  the  publicans  alone. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that 
he  was  anxious  for  the  prosperity  of  the 
liquor  trade,  and  would  like  to  see  brewers 
prosperous    and    ready    like    iambs    to 
be  again  shorn.      His  speech  was  worth 
the    penny    a    bottle     he    proposed    to 
charge  on  spirits.  He  should  vote  against 
the  clause. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's^ 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  rise  at  the  invita- 
iioD  of^the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  is  anxioos  to  know  what  «ome  of  us 
(Upon  this  side  of  the  House  think  with 

Mr,  Bonsor 


regard  to  his  proposals,  and  I  trust  that 
even  at  this  hour  I  may  be  allowed  to 
make  the  few  observations  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wishes  to 
elicit  from  me.  In  the  first  place,  let  me 
brush  aside  one  of  those  absurdities  with 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
loves  to  disfigure  his  arguments.  He 
said  that  now  having  passed  the  clause 
which  imposed  this  duty  on  foreign 
spirits  we  were  going  to  establish  Pro- 
tection. Does  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  forget  that  we  did  not  diseoBs 
the  additional  duty  upon  Customs  in 
order  to  save  the  time  of  the  House  and 
in  order  to  simplify  the  discussion  ?  Is 
it  not  trifiing  with  the  House  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  bring 
forward  arguments  such  as  this  ?  I 
challenge  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  deny  what  I  have  said. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  All  I  can  say 
is  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
feats this  clause  the  other  clause  will 
remain. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No,  Sir,  it  wiU  not 
remain,  because  we  will  move  it  out  on 
Report.  That  is  another  of  those  specious 
rhetorical  arguments  of  the  right    hon. 
Gentleman.  Possibly  other  results  might 
happen  which  it  is  unnecessary  to  point 
out.     Now  I  will  address  myself  to  the 
real  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     If  I  had  left  this  argument 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  alone, 
hon.  Members  would  have  stated  to  their 
constituents  that  we   had  gone  for  Pro- 
tection, and  imposed  a  duty  on  foreign 
spirits  which  we  did  not  wish  to  impose 
on  home  spirits.     Now  I  have  disposed  of 
that  argument.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  asked  whether  we  adopt 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Ireland    who  opposed   this  clause,  and 
asked  what  common   ground  we  could 
have.      Now,   Sir,   we  do  not    oconpy 
common  ground  with  those  gentlemeiu 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
have  heard  that  the  hon.  Member  attacked 
them  as  strongly  and  more  severely  thaa 
he  attacked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer.    I  differ  entirely  with  the  yieir 
pat  forward  by  the  hon.  Membw  for  the 
Conntj  of  Dublin,  when  he  said  that 
Government     after     Government     had 
attempted  to  plunder  Ireland  by  inoreas- 
ing  the  Spirit  Duty.    I  venture  to  denj 
that  position  on  behalf  of  all  Govera* 
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mentSy  whether    Liberal   or    Conserva- 
tive.      The     Spirit     Dutj     has     been 
taken  for  other    reasons.     Certainly  at 
no   period     of     history     was    it    taken 
because    it    would    fall    more     heavily 
on  Ireland.     When  the  late  Government 
proposed  the  Spirit  Duty  there  was  only 
oue-third  of  it  originally  iatended  for  the 
purchase  of  public-houses,  and  when  that 
fell  to  the  ground  Ireland,  as  England, 
benefited   through  education   and  other 
means  to  the  full  share  to  which  it  was 
considered  that  Ireland  was  entitled.     I 
congratulate  Her  Majesty's  Government 
most    heartily    that    my    most    fervent 
opponents  on  that  occasion  are  silent  to- 
night.    Night  after  night  they  disputed 
the  propriety  of    imposing   a  tax  upon 
whisky,  though  on  that  occasion  it  was 
settled  that  a  portion  of  it  was  to  go  to 
Ireland.     But    Her    Majesty's    Govern- 
ment have  received  their  support ;  and 
why  ?   Because  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  agreed  that  the  tax  should 
only  last  for  one  lyear.     That,  I  under- 
stand, has  been  the  bargain  which  pre- 
vents hon.  Members  from  Ireland  from 
voting  against  the  Government.     Let  me 
point  out  how    this    conflicts   with  the 
virtuous  tendencies  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.     He  held  out  to  us  that 
this  was   indirect  taxation    that  was  to 
take  its   place  side  by  side  with  direct 
taxation,  but  he  makes  an  arrangement 
by  which  the  direct  taxation  is  to  continue 
permanently  while  the  indirect  taxation 
is  only  to  be  put  on  for  a  year,  with  in- 
finite confusion   to    trade,  and  probably 
infinite  confusion  to  the  Budget  that  is 
to  follow.     And  that  is  how  he  thinks  he 
carries  out   the  great  principle  of  direct 
and   indirect    taxation    going   together. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wishes 
to  know  on  what  grounds  we  oppose  this 
tax.     I   oppose   it   on   several  grounds. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  if  we  do 
not  now  support  the  duty  on  spirits  and 
beer  we  shall  never  again  be  able  to  im- 
pose    indirect     taxation.       Why    not  ? 
That  same  statement  was  made  in  1886, 
but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
had  the  courage  to  do  so,  and  I  had  that 
courage. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Both  on 
spirits. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes,  both  on 
spirits  ;  but  that  was  not  the  point  of  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman.      There   is  one  I 
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view  that  I  hold  very  strongly,  that  a 
tax  of  6d.  put  on  for  a  year  only  dis- 
arranges the  whole  trade,  and  such  a  tax 
not  to  be  taken  off  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
but  to  end  automatically,  is  a  bad  system. 
What  would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
put  in  the  place  of  this  tax  ?     He  had 
pledged  himself  to  one  year  if  the  Royal 
Commission  report  against  this  impost. 
It  would  have  been  more  candid,   and 
more  in  accordance  with  the  traditions  of 
finance,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
found   these   resources   now   instead   of 
next  year.     The  question  was  asked,  ^^  Is 
this     direct     or    indirect     taxation  ?  *' 
Practically  this  tax  is  to  be  paid  by  the 
consumer.     It  can  be  evaded  altogether 
by  lowering  the  strength  of  the  spirit 
which  is  sold  across  the  counter.      Proof 
spirit  is  taxed,  and  there  is  a  very  con- 
siderable margin  for  water  being  mixed 
with    the    spirit,   and  if  more  water  is 
used  less   spirit  pays  the  duty,  so  that 
you   lose   your   additional   6d.   on    the 
whole  duty    which  otherwise  would  be 
paid,  and  you  do  not  get  the  advantage 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
expects.      Therefore,  you  disarrange  the 
trade  and  your  Budget,  and  do  not   get 
your  money.      I   should   like  to   know 
what  was  the  effect  of  the  increase  which 
I  put  on,  but  we  have  not  been  informed 
on   that   point.     If  I  had  been  in  the 
position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
should  not    have   dealt   with  the  same 
class  on  the  very  next  occasion  of  im- 
posing a  tax.     There  are  other  means  of 
raising  Revenue  besides   this  increased 
Spirit  Duty,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  knows  it  well,  or  he  would 
never  have   consented   t<»  make  the  tax 
temporary.    For  the  reasons  I  have  given 
I  shall  vote  against  this  proposal. 

Sir  F.  MILNER  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  wished  to  know  whether  in  any 
case  the  increased  duties,  both  on  beer 
and  whisky,  were  only  to  be  levied  for  one 
year  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) 
said,  that  no  advantage  was  to  be  gained 
from  the  tax  coming  off  automatically, 
because,  having  to  come  off  in  July,  it 
would  have  previously  been  renewed  in 
April.  He  complained  that  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer were  continually  explaining  his 
meaning  in  a  sense  opposite  to  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  used. 
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He  8uppo66d  thftt  the  CommiUee  would 
agree  to  the  imposition  of  the  tax,  and 
that  England  would  be  able  to  wipe  off 
£7,000,000  of  her  Debt  this  year.  He 
thought  England  might  very  well  have 
been  content  to  pay  offonly  £6,000,000  of 
her  Debt  and  to  have  left  the  Spirit  Duty 
alone.  He  had  not  much  faith  in  the 
removal  of  the  extra  duty  next  year,  and 
he  must  vote  against  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  198  ; 
Noes  186.— (Division  List,  No.  147.) 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  303.] 

CONCILUTION  (TRADE  DISPUTES)  BILL. 

(No.  125.) 

SECOND  READING.  [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Second  Reading  [23rd  April]. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 

OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 

After   what    passed    on    Friday  night, 

I  hope  the  House    will  allow    this  Bill 

to  be  read  a  second  time.  I  will  assent 
to  the  Second  Reading  of  the  other  Bills 
on  the  subject  in  order  that  they  may 
all  go  to  a  Grand  Committee. 

Several  hon.  Members  objected. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL.— (No.  236.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.- (No.  257.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  276.) 
As  amended,  considered ;     read    the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Local    GoTemment     (Ireland)     Pro- 
visional Order  (No  11)  Bill.  . 

Colonel  Nolan 


{COMMONS} 

Local  (rovernment  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  5)  Bill. 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill. 


FINANCE    ACCOUNTS. 
Paper   [presented  29th   June]   to  l>e 
printed.     L^o.  198.] 

WOODS,  FORESTS,  AND  LAND 
REVENUES. 

Paper  [presented  29th  June]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  194.] 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING   ACTS,  1883  TO 

1890  (PROCEEDINGS). 
Paper   [preeented   29th   June]   to  be 
printed.     [No.  196.] 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (JUDICLAX 

RENTS). 
Copy  presented,— of  Return  of  Judi- 
cial  Rents  fixed  during  the   months  of 
January,  February,  and  March,  1894  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

REGISTRATION  OF  TITLE  (IRELAND). 
Return     presented     relative     thereto 
[ordered  24th  April  ;  Mr,  Dane'}  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Business  of  the  HorsE. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  should  Uke 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  what  business  it  is  pro- 
posed to  take  during  the  present  week  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  propose  to- 
morrow and  on  Wednesday  to  rake  the 
Army  Estimates,  and  on  Thursday  and 
Friday  to  take  Civil  Service  Elstimates. 
going  continuously  through  Class  11^ 
except  that  if  we  reach  the  Irish  Vote 
they  will  be  taken  together. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants.  Basing- 
stoke) :  What  Army  Votes  will  be 
taken  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  They  wilt  be  ukeo 
in  the  order  in  which  they  stand.  The 
Navy  Estimates  will  not  be  taken  thi« 
week. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HooBO  sdjoumed  at  twenty  minnlei 

afUr  Twelve  o'clock- 
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COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bills  reoeived  the  Boyal 
J     Af»«it : — 

lodiao  Railway  Companiee. 

Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Extension 
j     of  Powers. 

ji  X*  Arbitration  (Scotland). 

Music  and  Dancing  Licences  (Middle- 
f  iex). 

I  Supreme   Court  of  Judicature   (Pro- 
i^^eednre). 

B  ^    Colonial  Officers  (Leave  of  Absence). 

Si        Local  Goyemment    (Ireland)    Provi- 
!  .^^ioiial  Order  (No.  6). 

J        Local    Government   (Ireland)    Provi- 
I,    iional  Order  (No.  7). 

^  .     Local    Government   (Ireland)    Provi- 
^  *»ional  Order  (No.  9). 

)•        Local   Government   (Ireland)    Provi- 

I I  Nonal  Order  (No.  10). 

t        Local    Crovemment   (Ireland)    Provi- 
|4.sional  Order  (No.  11). 

I         Local    Government   (Ireland)    Provi- 
fit-iional  Order  (So.  12). 

^t    WemysH,  Ac,  Water  Provisional  Order. 

«  ^    Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order. 

^  1^  Commons      Regulation      Provisional 
X  ^Drder  (Luton). 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
^<i^HoQ8ing  of  Working  Classes)  (No.  2). 

.        Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
4n  (No.  5). 

•        Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
-T"  (No.  b). 

I         Railway   Rates    and   Charges   Provi- 
^  siooal  Order  (Easiogwold  RaUwaj,  kc.) 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
^    (Ncl). 

4^         Electric  Lighting  (Provisional  Orders 
^     (No.  2). 

A- 


th 


Fishery  ProvisioDal  Order. 
VOL.  XXVI.  [rouBTB  bbriis.] 


LOCOMOTIVE  THRK8H1NG  ENGINES 
BILL— (No.  121.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Viscount  CROSS,  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  said  :  My 
Lords,  jou  are  aware  that  by  the  existing 
Act  of  Parliament  a  locpmotive  threshing 
machine  cannot  be  used  within  a  certain 
distance  of  the  high  road,  and  that 
farmers  have  found  that  restriction  very  in- 
convenient;  because  they  required  to  place 
the  stacks,  both  hay  and  corn,  near  the 
roads,  that  they  may  be  carried  away  as 
easily  as  possible.  This  Bill  is  to  get  rid 
of  the  difficulty  experienced  from  being 
unable  to  place  the  stacks  near  the  roads. 
The  promoters  of  the  Bill  are,  of  course, 
quite  willing  to  submit  to  any  restriction 
that  may  be  thought  necessary  for 
ensuring  the  safety  of  the  public  travelling 
along  the  roads.  It  is,  therefore,  proposed 
that  when  a  threshing-machine  is  at  work, 
somebody  shall  be  stationed  out  on  the 
road  to  signal  the  approach  of  carriages 
or  other  vehicles  drawn  by  horses,  when 
the  working  of  the  threshing  machine 
must  be  at  once  absolutely  stopped.  Of 
course,  if  the  persons  working  the 
machine  do  not  stop  it,  they  will  be  liable 
to  precisely  the  same  penalty  as  under  the 
existing  law.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  a 
very  proper  course  to  take,  and  I  hope 
your  Lordships  will  give  the  Bill  a 
Second  Reading. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 
—{The  Viscount  Cross.) 

The  Earl  or  CHESTERFIELD 
said,  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
no  objection  whatever  to  offer. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

POLICE      (SLAUGHTER     OF     INJURED 

ANIMALS)  BILL,  now  INJURED 

ANIMALS  BILL.— (No.  121.) 

THIRD    READIHO. 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments. 

The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN 
said,  he  had  an  Amendmeot  to  move  in 
CUuM  2,  line  8,  after  the  wonl  {^  shall,*") 
to   insert  (^if  the  owner  is   absent  or 
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refases  to  consent  to  the  destruction  of 
the  animal.**)  It  had  been  pointed  out 
that  if  the  owner  were  present  and 
willing  to  have  his  animal  destroyed,  it 
would  still  be  necessary,  as  the  Bill  stood, 
for  the  constable  to  get  a  certificate  from 
a  veterinary  surgeon.  It  was  to  meet 
that  objection  that  this  Amendment  was 
propos^. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 

TITHE  RENTGHARGES  (IRELAND). 
MOTION   FOR   A   RETURN. 

•The  Earl  of  BELMORE  moved— 

*'  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House  a  Re- 
tarn  giviDg  the  followiDg  information  with 
reference  to  the  terms  at  present  charged  by 
the  Treasary  for  the  redemption  of  tithe  rent- 
charge,  vested  in  the  Land  Commission  in 
Ireliwd : — 

1.  When  the  tithe  rentcharge  is  capitalised 

at  224  years'  purchase,  what  annuity 
and  what  term  of  rears  would  be 
necessary  to  repay  each  £100  of  capital 
if  the  rate  of  interest  charged  were 
respectively  (a)  3  per  cent.,  or  {b)  Z\ 
per  cent : 

2.  If  the  rate  of  interest  were  respectively 

(a)  3  per  cent,  or  (A)  34  per  cent, 
what  capital  sum  would  have  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Treasary  at  the  end  of 
52  years  in  respect  of  £100,  made  re- 

Sayable  by  an  annuity  of  £4  9s.  6d. 
uring  that  term  : 

3.  What  rate  of  interest  accrues  to,  or  is 

obtained  by,  the  Treasury  on  an 
annuity  of  £4  Ss.  Od.  per  cent,  payable 
during  52  years : 

4.  Why  did  the  Treasury  in  1869  recommend 

the  Quvemment  of  the  day  to  alter 
the  terms  from  an  annuity  of  £4  lOs.  Od. 
(including  interest  at  3^  per  cent)  for 
46  years,  to  an  annuity  of  £4  9s.  Od. 
per  cent,  for  62  years : 

5.  On    what  grounds  have  the  Treasury 

declined  to  act  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners, 
that  tithe  rentcharge  vested  in  the 
Irish  Land  Commission  should  in 
future  be  made  redeemable  at  20  in- 
stead of  224  vears*  purchase,  under  the 
provisions  of  Section  16  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887.*' 

He  said,  this  Return  had  reference  to  an 
answer  given  him  a  month  ago  bj  the 
noble  Earl  the  Foreign  Secretary,  in  the 
absence  of  the  noble  Earl  the  head  of  the 
Government.  On  that  occasion  he 
quoted  from  Mr.  Gladstone's  speech,  in 
introducing  the  Irish  Church  Act  in 
1869,  the  statement  that  it  was  very 
desirable  the  tithe  rentoharge  payable  by 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown 


Irish  landowners  should  be  commuted  at 
22^  years*  purchase  money  down,  or  else 
that  the  tithe  rentcharge  should  be 
brought  up  in  the  form  of  a  Terminable 
Annuity  based  upon  the  same  principle. 
The  terms  offered  were  that  £2,250 
should  be  charged  for  every  annual  sum 
of  £100  paid  by  the  landowner.  It  was, 
in  the  first  instance,  proposed  that 
£4  10s.  should  be  paid  for  45  years  to 
redeem  the  capital  sum,  £1  to  be  con- 
sidered as  capital,  and  £3  10s.  as  interest. 
That  was  the  bargain  offered  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  to  the  Irish  landlords,  and 
upon  that  purchases  were  made,  though, 
no  doubt,  at  least  two-fifths  of  them  had 
not  purchased  in  that  way.  When  the 
Bill  of  1869  got  into  Committee,  how- 
ever, Mr.  Gladstone,  in  an  incidental 
and  casual  manner,  without  explanation, 
mentioned  that  he  had  altered  the  term 
from  45  years  at  £4  10s.  to  52  years  at 
£4  98. ;  and,  further,  he  threw  over  the 
compulsory  part  of  the  scheme.  People 
at  the  present  day  understood  these  kinds 
of  financial .  arrangements  better ;  but 
Mr.  Gladstone  himself  described  it  at  the 
time  as  a  financvil  proposal  which  most 
puzzle  everybody  except  experts.  At  the 
present  time  many  other  things  besides 
tithe  rentcharges  were  brought  up  in  this 
way.  It  had  now  been  ascertained  that,  in- 
stead of  repaying  the  exact  sum  borrowed, 
Irish  landlords  would  either  have  to  pay  a 
great  deal  more  in  the  shape  of  capital 
than  was  lent  to  them,  or  a  much  higher 
rate  of  interest  than  was  payable  accord- 
ing to  Mr.  Gladstone's  offer.  A  calcn- 
lation  which  had  been  sent  to  him,  made 
presumably  by  an  expert,  showed  that, 
instead  of  paying  £3  lOs.,  they  were 
really  paying  £3  16s.  3^.  The  Treasury 
admitted  the  correctness  of  this,  for  Mr. 
Goschen,  on  a  former  occasion,  when  the 
question  was  put  to  him,  had  the  calcula- 
tion made,  and  those  were  found  to  be 
the  figures.  As  regarded  the  first  three 
heads  of  his  Motion,  it  would  be  useless  to 
trouble  their  Lordships  with  acturial  cal- 
culations which  he  doubted  his  power  to 
make  intelligible  ;  but  the  last  heads  of 
his  notice  referred  not,  indeed^  to 
actuarial  questions,  but  certainly  to  ques- 
tions of  finance,  with  which  might  be 
mixed  up  matters  of  policy.  That  be 
did  not  know.  What  he  wanted  to 
know  was  why  Mr.  Gladstone  made  this 
alteration  in  Committee,  and  why,  when 
Parliament    had    subsequently  in    1887 
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•dmitled  the  hardship  to  the  Irish  land- 
owner, and  had  given  power  to  the  Irish 
Land   Commission  to  redeem  the  tithe 
rentcharge  at  a   lower    rate  than  22\ 
yemra!*  purchase,  the  Treasury  should  set 
aside  that  power,  and  should  have  decl  i  ned, 
•ofar,  to  recognise  it?  He  was  now  seeking 
for  information,  and   he    hoped   that  a 
anfficiently  strong  case  would  he  made  out 
as  to  induce  Parliament  in   some  future 
Session  to  reconsider  this  matter,  and  to 
do  jostice  to  Irish  landlords.    It  had  heen 
aaid  thej  had  not  much  to  complain  of, 
because,  but  for  this  arrangement,  they 
would     have     had     to    go    on    paying 
dthe    rentcharge    for    ever,    and    were 
only      paying     the    same     thing     now 
in    the    shape    of    an    annuity.      That 
was  not  exactly  the  case,  but   it   was 
so  near  that  no  point  need  be  made  of 
that.      But  another  point  of  more  im- 
portance  was   that   in   those    days    the 
tithe  rent  was  not  a  fixed  charge,  but 
varied  with  the  price  of  corn.     That  price 
bad  gone  down  within  the  last  10  years, 
aod  in  some  parts  of  Ireland  people  were 
paying  le^s  lay  tithes  than  formerly.     It 
was  a  hardship   that   the   ecclesiastical 
tithe  charge  should  remain  stereotyped 
at  what  it  was  in  1869.     It  did  not  at  all 
follow  that  they  would  have  gone  on  pay- 
ing it  for  ever.     This  was  not  a  Party 
matter  at    all,  and    if    there    were   any 
difficulty  he  would  be  glad  to  get  the  in- 
formation in  any  other  form  that  might 
be  more  convenient. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREAx 
SURY  A.W  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
bxrt)  :  My  Lords,  I  cannot,  of  course, 
supply  the  grounds  upon  which  Mr. 
Gladstone  took  a  certain  course  on  a  par- 
ticular occasion,  because  I  have  no 
cogDtxance  of  them.  The  Treasury  finds 
some  difficulty  in  giving  the  information 
in  the  exact  form  in  which  the  noble 
Earl  hat  asked  for  it,  but  they  have  no 
wish  to  withhold  any  information  they 
emn  give,  and  will,  if  the  noble  Earl  asks 
for  it,  supply  a  Memorandum  giving  all 
the  facts  they  can  upon  the  subject.  If 
that  does  not  suffice,  the  noble  Earl  can, 
on  a  fatnre  oqeaaJOD^  move  for  futher  in- 
formation in  another  form. 

LoE0  ASHBOURNE  said,  the  noble 
Sarrs  ttataneot  was  most  eoaoiJialory 
sad  reaaooable  as  far  as  it  went,  bat  hie 


hoped  that  the  information  supplied  by 
the  Treasury  would  show  clearly  how  the 
annuity  of  £4  9s.  was  made  up,  and  what 
was  the  rate  of  interest.     He  should  also 
like    to    know    why    the   Treasury  had 
refused      to      sanction       recommenda- 
tions as   to  a  lower  rate  of  redemption 
made  by  the  Irish   Land  Commission  ? 
The  right  of  appeal  under  which  sub- 
stantial    reductions    might    have    been 
obtained    had    been    taken   away  by  a 
section  in  a  subsequent  Act.     In  the  pur- 
chase   legislation    passed    from  1885  to 
1892    the    rate    of    interest    fixed   was 
moderate,  and  it  was  not  reasonable  that 
those  who  were  purchasing  tithe-rent  an- 
nuities should  pay  a  higher  rate  than  per- 
sons who  were  paying  under  the  Purchase 
Act!».     When  the  Treasury  were  asked  to 
alter  the  purchase  rates  for  their  tithe 
rentcharges  under  the  Land  Commission 
some  years  ago,  tbey  intimated  that  they 
would  be  guided  largely  by  the  reoom- 
mendatious   of    the    Laud   Conmiission. 
The  Land  Commission  had  recommended 
a    lower    rate   of   redemption,    but    the 
Treasury  had  not  sanctioned  it. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  It  was 

recommended  by  the  late  Lord  of  the 
Treasury. 

Lord   ASHBOURNE   believed    the 

conscience    of    the  Board    of  Treasury 

remained    not    much    altered :     though 

the    men    might    change,    what    stood 

in  the  place  of  oonscienoe  went 
on.  Of  course,  the  noble  Earl  was  not 
responsible  until  a  more  recent  time ; 
but  now  that  his  attention  had  been 
specially  directed  to  tbe  matter,  perhaps 
lie  would  look  into  it. 

The  Earl  or  BELMORE  consented 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  information  for  which 
he  asked  would  be  supplied  in  a  Memo- 
randum by  the  Treasury  in  another  form. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn, 

BLKMEXTABT  EDUCATION  PROVU 
SIGNAL  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(BARRT,  ka.)  BILL  [h.l.].— (^o.  M.) 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments,  and  eommitted  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Boose  on 
Thursday  next. 
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PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  62.) 
Reported  from    the   Staoding    Com- 
mittee without   amendment,  and   to  be 
read  3»  on  Thursday  next. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRUELTY  TO  CHIL- 
DREN BILL.— (No.  89.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  Amendments :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Friday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  144.) 

NOTICE  OF  ACCIDENTS  BILL.— (No.  180.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Cummittee 
with  further  Amendments  :  The  Report 
of  the  Amendments  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  and  by  the  Standing 
Committee  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  145.) 

BURGH  POLICE  (SCOTLAND)   ACT,  1892, 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  106.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Thursday  ufixi, 

OUTDOOR  RELIEF  (FRIENDLY 

SOCIETIES)  BILL.- (No.  88.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 

with  Amendments :  The  Report  thereof 

to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ;  and 

Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  1 46.) 

BISHOPRIC  OF  BRISTOL  ACT  (1884) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  131.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  Amendments :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  1 47.) 

WILD   BIRDS    PROTECTION    ACT    (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  Amendments  :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  148.) 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  (PROSECUTIONS) 
BILL.— (No.  133.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Thursday  next. 

TRAMWAYS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(No.  1.)  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  48.) 
Read    3*    (according   to    Order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  CoHunons. 


TRAMWAYS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  [H.L.] 
Amendments    reported  (according   to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  Thora* 
day  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)   PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILL.  i 

(No.  129.)  ^ 

Read  3*  (according   to   Order),    and 
passed. 

QUARRIES   BILL    [h.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  provide  for  the  better  regolatioa  of     ^ 
quarries — Was  presented  by  the  I^rd  Sand.-     4^ 
hurst  (for  the  Earl  of  Chesterfield)  ;  read  I*  ; 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  149.) 


LOCAL    GOYERNMENT   PROTISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.  14)   BILL, 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read  1* ;  to  be 
printed;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners.-* 
(No.  160.) 

LOCAL   GOYERNMENT   PROYI8IONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1* ;  to  b* 
printed;  and  referred  to  the  BxainineEi.f— > 
(No.  161.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minatet-  before  Six 

o*clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock* 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  3rd  July  1894. 


ROYAL  ASSENT. 

Message    to  attend   the  Lords  Com* 
missioDers  ; — 

The    Hoase    went ;— aod    being    re* 
turned  ; — 

Mr.    Speaker    reported    the   Rojal 
Assent  to, — 

Indian  Railways  Act,  1894. 

Fishery  Board  (Scotland)   Extension 
of  Powers  Act,  1894. 

Arbitration  (Scotland)  Act,  1894. 

Music  and  Dancing  Licences  (Middle- 
sex)  Act,  1894. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature    (IVo«> 
cednre)  Act,  1894. 
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ColoDiml  Offioera  (Leave  of  Absence) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  GrQTerameDt  Board  (L*eland) 
ProTisiooal  Order  Confirmation  (No.  6) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  7) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  9) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  10) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  11) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  12) 
Act,  1894. 

Wemyss  and  Buckhaven,  Methil  and 
lonerleven  Water  Supply  Confirmation 
Act,  1894. 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  Act,  1894. 

Commons  Regulation  (Luton)  Provi- 
aional  Order  Confirmation  Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board^s  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (Gas)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board^s  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Housing  of  Work- 
ing Classes)  (No.  2)  Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board^s  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  5)  Act,  1 894. 

Local  Government  Board^s  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  8)  Act,  1894. 

Railway  Rates  and  C bargee  (Easing- 
wt>ld  Railway,  &c.)  Order  Confirmation 
Act,  1894. 

Electric  Lighting  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  1)  Act,  1894. 

Electric  Lighting  Orders  Confirmation 
<No.  2)  Ac^  1894. 

Mussel  Fishery  (Cockensie)  Order 
Confirmation  Act,  1894. 

Q  U  E  S  T  I  0  NS. 


THK  CAKADTAN  CATTLE  TRADE. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
el  iffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board   of  Agriculture  whether   he  can 


state  what  is  the  progress  of  the  inquiry, 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury 
and  Dr.  Burden  Sanderson  are  concerned, 
into  the  diseased  lungs  of  beasts  landed 
at  Liverpool  from  Montreal  by  8.8. 
Toronto  and  Mongolian  on  the  20th 
of  May  and  6th  of  June  ;  and  how  soon 
the  inquiry  will  be  concluded  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRIC  ULTURE  (Mr.  IL  Gardner, 
Ei^sex,  Saffron  Waldeu)  :  Wiih  the  assist- 
ance of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  and  Dr.  Burdon  San- 
derson, I  have  obtained  the  evidence  of 
ten  of  the  professional  gentlemen,  who, 
in  addition  to  the  veterinary  officers  of 
my  own  Department,  were  invited  to 
examine  thediscased  portion  of  the  lungs  of 
one  or  both  of  the  animals  referred  to  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  examination  of  wit- 
nesses is  not  quite  complete,  but  it  is 
already  clear  to  me  that  the  inquiry  need 
not  be  a  very  protracted  one,  and  I  hope 
it  may  not  be  very  long  before  I  am  in  a 
position  to  publish  the  evidence  and 
the  conclusion  at  which  I  have  arrived 
thereon. 

THE  COST  OF  THE  LABOUR 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  J.  £.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  is  the 
total  sum  which  the  Labour  Commission 
has  cost  the  country  up  to  the  present 
time  ;  and  what  additional  sum  is  esti- 
mated to  be  requisite  to  complete  the  ex- 
penditure on  its  account  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Old- 
ham)  :  The  Labour  Commission  has  cost 
a  sum  of  £45,882  up  to  the  present  time, 
and  £1,263  is  estimated  to  he  stiH  re- 
quired— total,  £47,136  (exclusive  of  the 
rent  of  premises  lielonging  to  the  Go- 
vernment, which  would  have  amounted 
for  the  whole  period  to  almut  £2,692). 
The  total  amount  is  probably  larger  than 
has  ever  been  expended  on  any  Commis- 
siou  before. 

LONG.SENTENCE  rRIRONERS. 
Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green)  : 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middleton  (Mr.  Hopwoodl  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  it  is  the  duty  of 
anyone  to  bring  to  his  notice  cases  of 
sentence  of  long  impriifonment  or  of 
penal  servitude  for  small  offences,  because 
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committed  after  previous  convictioos  ; 
and  whether  his  atteotioD  has  beendrawu 
to  a  number  of  such  cases  collected  hy 
the  Howard  Association,  some  of  which 
are  related  in  a  letter  of  the  secretary  to 
The  Times,  15th  April,  1887— namely, 
for  stealing  a  garden  fork  to  10  years, 
for  stealing  a  cup  to  five  years,  for  steal- 
ing watercresses  and  shell  fish  to  eight 
years,  for  stealing  some  herrings  and 
provisions  to  ^ve  years,  &c.  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fou 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  It  is  not  the  special 
duty  of  anyone  to  bring  such  cases  to  the 
notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  the 
prisoners  themselves  have  full  liberty  to 
do  so.  Any  prisoner  who  is  dissatisfied 
with  his  sentence  is  free  at  any  time  to 
petition  the  Secretary  of  State;  every 
such  Petition  is  carefully  considered. 
(There  were  4,365  such  Petitions  last 
year,  and  421  Reports  of  juvenile 
offenders ;  all  cases  of  juvenile  offenders 
under  the  age  of  14  committed  to  prison 
being  reported  to  the  Secretary  of  State.) 
This  right  of  petition  is  well  known,  and 
prisoners  freely  avail  themselves  (ff  it ; 
and  if  they  cannot  write,  are  assisted  by 
the  chaplain  or  schoolmaster  in  writing 
the  Petition.  Sentences  such  as  those 
described  in  the  question  are  not  passed, 
save  on  habitual  offenders,  whom,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Court,  lighter  punishments 
had  failed  to  deter  ;  nor  are  such  sen- 
tences served  without  repeated  Petitions 
from  the  convict,  and  often  from  other 
persons,  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
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LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
BALLYMENA  UNION. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  An- 
trim, I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
any  Report  has  been  made  by  Mr.  Agnew, 
Local  Government  Board  Inspector,  as  to 
the  necessity  or  otherwise  for  labourers' 
cottages  in  the  Portglenone  Division  of 
Ballymena  Union  ;  and  why  his  recom- 
mendations, if  any,  have  not  been  carried 
out  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  Inspector  reported 
in  favour  of  the  erection  of  two  cottages 
in  the  Portglenone  Division,  and  two  in 
the  BallyscuUion  Division  of  this  Union, 
and  on  the  2l6t  of  June  the  Local  Govern- 
or. Howell 


ment  Board  issued  a  Provisional  Order 
authorising  the  erection  of  these  cottages. 

GREENWICH  CUSTOMS  BOATMEN. 

MR.MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Customs  boatmen  and  preventive  officers 
stationeJ  on  Brown^s  Wharf  Station,which 
extends  from  Greenwich  to  Barking,  a 
distance  of  seven  miles,  were  on  duty  from 
8  a.m.  on  Thursday,  June  21,  to  o  a.m. 
on  Friday,  June  22  ;  that,  besides 
searching  vessels  for  concealments  of 
tobacco  and  clearing  vessels  for  export 
cargoes,  the  men  rowed  during  that  time 
a  distance  of  over  40  miles  against  and 
with  the  current  of  the  river;  whether 
the  boats  in  which  they  rowed  have  been 
from  18  to  20  years  in  the  water,  and  are 
consequently  soddeuedand  *•  dead  weight'* 
to  row  ;  will  he  explain  why  the  steam 
lannch,  which  until  recently  assisted  the 
men,  has  now  been  withdrawn  ;  and  whe* 
ther  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  the 
employment  of  these  men  for  such  long 
hours  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  informed 
that,  in  accordance  with  the  24  hours 
system,  one  of  the  three  crews  on  the 
Brown's  Wharf  Station — extending  from 
Greenwich  to  Barking,  a  distance  of 
seven  miles — attended  for  any  duty  that 
might  be  required  of  them,  from  8  a.m, 
on  Thursday,  June  21,  to  8  a.m.  on  the 
day  following,  when  they  were  in  ordinary 
course  relieved  by  another  crew.  The 
responsible  superior  officer  reports  that  the 
rowing  crew  traversed  not  a  distauce  of  40 
miles  against  and  with  the  stream,  bnt 
less  than  half  that  distance,  two-thirds 
of  which  was  with  the  stream.  The 
actual  continuous  service  rendered  is 
stated  in  the  journal  of  the  officer  in 
charge  to  have  been  nine  hours.  The 
row-lM)ats  used  on  the  station  are  in 
excellent  repair,  and  there  is  no  ground 
for  the  statement  that  they  are  sodden 
and  ^Mead- weight"  to  row.  The  steam 
launch  has  not  at  any  time  been  with* 
drawn  from  the  assistance  she  renders  to 
the  station. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  :  Would  it  not 
be  possible  to  alter  the  system  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  matter 
has  been  carefully  considered.  It  was 
found  that  the  hours  are  not  so  serious 
as  they  appear  on  paper.  The  moment 
the  men  cease  work  they  have  24  boors 
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libertj,  aod  their  actual  coDttnaous 
•enrice  is^  aa  1  have  stated,  only  nine 
boars. 


DUBLIN  QUIT  RENT  OFFICE. 
•Mr,  O'DRISCOLL  (Monaghau, 
S.)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  MemW  for  West  Kerry,  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  he  will  state  how  many 
officials  are  employed  in  the  Quit  Rent 
Office,  in  Dublin  ;  the  length  of  their 
respective  services  in  the  office  ;  whether 
any  new  appointments  have  lately  been 
made  there  ;  what  method  is  followed  in 
appointing  them  ;  and  who  is  responsible 
for  their  ap|>ointment  ?  At  the  same 
time,  I  may  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
maD  the  question  which  is  on  the  Paper 
in  my  name  upon  the  same  subject — 
luunely,  if  he  will  explain  on  what  grouudH 
it  is  now  proposed  to  discharge  the  one 
Catholic  on  the  staff  of  the  Quit  Rent 
Office,  Dublin,  though  he  is  a  fully 
qualified  solicitor,  and  has  four  years' 
service,  while  three  of  the  others  have 
only  one  year's  service  or  less  ;  whether 
three  of  the  nenior  officials  have  been 
transferred  from  London,  from  the  Office 
of  Woo<ls,  to  Dublin  ;  does  this  involve 
large  expenditure  to  the  Treasury  ;  and 
what  steps  it  is  proposed  to  take  to  make 
this  office,  which  is  purely  Irish,  open  to 
Irishmen  and  to  Catholics  ? 

SikJ.  T.  HIBBERT:  Five  per ««onH 
mre  employed  in  the  Quit  Rent  Office, 
Dublin,  l>esides  two  temporary  clerks 
ftod  one  mesj^^nger.  There  is  no  pn>- 
posal  to  discharge  any  person  who  is  on 
the  »ta(r  of  the  Quit'  Rent  Office.  In 
order  to  complete  a  ctTtain  piece  of  work 
two  clerks,  who  are  not  civil  servants, 
have  for  a  time  been  employed  by  the 
week  at  a  weekly  wage.  Their  engage* 
vaeui  was  made  expressly  determinable 
on  a  weekV  notice,  and,  as  the  work  for 
which  they  were  taken  in  i;*  approaching 
completion,  the  »t»rvices  of  one  of  the 
two  clerks  are  no  longer  requiretl.  The 
•ervices  of  the  other  will  l>e  similarly 
dispensed  with  in  a  short  time.  The 
Quit  Rent  Office  l»eing  a  branch  of  the 
Office  of  Womls,  the  staff  of  the  two 
offices  is  treated  as  one,  and  transfers 
from  the  one  office  to  the  other  are  made 
when  necessary.  No  steps  nec>d  be 
taken  to  make  the  Quit  Rent  Office  open 
to  Irishroea  and  to  Catholics.  The  door 
ia  at  preaent  aa  open  to  them  as  to  other 


subjects  of  Her  Majesty.  Nothing  is 
asked  as  to  the  religion  of  any  of  the 
clerks,  nor  would  such  an  inquiry  be 
proper. 

Mr.  O'DRISCOLL :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  work  of  the 
Quit  Rent  Office  has  its  origin  in  the 
Land  Settlement  Survey  of  Ireland  ;  that 
it  is  totally  distinct  from  the  Office  oi 
Woods  and  Forests  ;  that  three  seuior  and 
three  junior  officers  in  tlie  Department 
are  Protectants  ;  that  the  one  gentleman 
now  discharged  in  a  Catholic,  and  that 
his  service  extends  over  a  {>eriod  of  four 
years,  while  the  service  of  the  other 
officers  have  lasted  only  a  year  or  less  ? 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  aware 
that  the  gentleman  discharged  is  a  fuUy 
qualified  solicitor  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order, order  I  That 
is  a  very  long  question  to  ask  without 
notice. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  will  do  my 
best  to  answer  it.  I  am  sorry  a  question 
has  been  raised  as  to  a  difference  being 
made  between  Catholics  and  Protestanta. 
I  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Office 
do  not  know  the  religious  opinions  of 
any  person  engaged  in  the  Department^ 
and,  as  the  officers  are  interchangeable 
between  London  and  Dublin,  of  course  it 
is  purely  accidental  if  there  happens  to  be 
Protestants  in  Dublin  or  Catholics  in  Lou* 
don.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  there 
i8  a  grievance  in  Dublin,  might  not  one 
arise  out  of  the  same  set  of  circumstances 
in  London  ?  The  engagement  of  the 
gentleman  referred  to  was  a  weekly  one, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  was  only  a 
temporary  appointment,  and  he  is  now 
discharged  l>ecause  his  services  are  no 
longer  required. 

•Mr.  O'DRISCOLL:  Mr.  Speaker,  1 
desire  to  state  that  the  original  form  in 
which  I  put  my  questions  upon  the 
Paper  is  that  in  which  I  have  now  asked 
them  as  supplementary  questions,  and  it 
is  not  my  fault  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  had  ample  notice.  I  will 
further  ask,  is  it  not  a  fact  that 
this  gentleman's  services  were  tlis* 
pensed  with  by  direction  of  the  chief 
clerk  in  London,  and  that  his  immediate 
superior  officer  in  Dublin  has  written  to 
him  explaining  that  the  matter  did  not 
rest  with  him  ?  Can  the  right  hoo. 
(lentleman  hold  out  any  hope  that  this 
purely  Irish  Office  shall  be  managed  from 
Dablin,  and  not  from  London  ? 
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Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  cannot  hold 
out  anj  hope  of  that. 

STATIONERY    FOR    THE     PUBLIC 
SERVICE. 

Mr.  WICKHAM  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  a  large  proportion  of 
the  paper  tendered  for  by  firms  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  accepted  by  Her 
Majesty^s  Stationery  OflSce,  is  made  on 
the  Continent  and  imported  into  this 
country  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  As  I  have 
previously  explained,  it  is  not  possible  to 
state  with  accuracy  how  much  of  the 
paper  bought  by  the  Stationery  Office  is 
made  abroad,  though  I  do  not  think  it 
can  l>e  called  a  large  proportion.  It  is, 
however,  well  known  that  many  English 
firms  import  paper  made  abroad,  and  no 
doubt  a  certain  quantity  bought  by  the 
Stationery  Office  is  so  made. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  Would 
it  not  be  possible  to  put  in  the  contracts 
that  no  foreign-made  paper  should  be 
supplied  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Certainly  not, 
without  the  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  Would  the  Oo- 
vemment  give  their  support  to  such  a 
Resolution  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Certainly  not. 

CAVALRY    HORSES. 

Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  number  of  horses 
reckoned  as  part  of  the  effective  strength 
of  a  cavalry  regiment  on  a  peace  footing 
includes  any  horses  of  an  age  which 
would  preclude  their  being  used  for 
active  service ;  if  so,  can  he  state  what 
is  the  proportion  of  such  horses  in  the 
cavalry  regiments  forming  part  of  the 
First  Army  Corps  ;  and  whether  any 
Regulation  exists  as  to  the  age  when 
cavalry  horses  may  or  may  not  l:^  sent  on 
active  service  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  There  is  no  positive  Re- 
gulation as  to  the  maximum  age  of 
cavalry  horses  ;  but  the  intention  is  not 
to  !>end  on  active  service  any  horses  over 
16  years  of  age.  A  certain  number  of 
horses  on  the  establishment  are  over  this 
age  ;  but  in  the  case  of  the  six  regiments 


on  the  higher  establishment  all  over  15 
years  are  cast  each  year.  The  number  in 
the  six  regiments  to  be  so  cast  this  year 
is  48,  or  about  2  per  cent,  of  their 
establishment. 

Mr.  BROOKFIELD :  Can  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  make  any  statement  as 
to  maximum  age  ? 

Mr.  C AMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  no  information  as  to  maximum 
age. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  in  every  Army  in  the 
world  there  is  a  Regulation  as  to  maxi- 
mum age  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Very  likely  ;  but  I  have  said  that  in  our 
Army  there  is  no  positive  Regulation  as 
to  the  maximum  age. 

IRISH  TRINITY  BOARD. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Government  have 
accepted  a  tender  from  an  Appledore 
firm  who  pay  lower  than  Trades  Union 
wages,  in  connection  with  the  repairs  of 
two  lightships  of  the  Irish  Trinity  Board; 
whether  a  tender  from  the  Passage  Docks 
would  have  been  successful  if  the  terms 
of  the  Fair  Wages  Resolution  was 
adhered  to  in  Government  contracts  ; 
and  whether  inquiries  are  made  respecting 
the  rate  of  wages  paid  by  competing 
firms  previous  to  the  contracts  being 
given  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  not  yet 
sanctioned  the  acceptance  of  any  tender 
for  the  repairs  of  two  lightships  belong- 
ing to  the  Commiseioners  of  Irish  Lights. 
The  tender  to  which  the  question  refers 
was  made  to  and  accepted  by  those  Com- 
missioners who  are  not  a  Government 
Department. 

METROPOLITAN  CAB  DISPUTES. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  case  tried  before  Mr. 
Hannay,  at  Marlborough  Street,  on  Fri- 
day, 29th  June,  where  a  cabman  was 
fined  £5  for  having  used  intimidation  in 
the  effort  to  sell  tickets,  the  plaintiff  being 
one  Boby  ;  (2)  whether  it  is  true  that 
this  is  the  third  case  in  which  Boby  has 
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fleoured  a  ooovtction  for  similar  offeoces 
And  received  a  reward  of  £10  from  the 
If  aatera*  AMociaiioD  ;  (3)  and  whether, 
seeiDg  that  the  strike  is  now  at  an  end, 
be  cao,  bj  reducing  the  peoaltj  or  by 
mnjr  other  means,  do  somethiog  to  check 
thia  prooeedingoD  the  part  of  Boby  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  (1)  Yes.  (2) 
There  were  two  cases  tried  at  Marl- 
borough Street  Police  Court,  according  to 

Mr.  llaauay,  in  which  Boby  was  prose- 
cutor. (3)  Mr.  Uannay  is  unaware  whether 
or  oot  Boby  received  a  reward  of  £  1 0  from 
the  Masters'  Association.  Nothing  of 
the  kind  was  suggested  at  the  hearing  of 
either  of  the  cases,  and  I  cannot  say 
whether  or  not  it  is  the  fact.  Having 
rtmd  the  evidence  given  in  the  two  cases, 
I  see  no  sufficient  ground  for  interfering 
with  the  Magistrate's  decision. 

(lALWAY  AND  CLIFDEN  RAILWAY. 

Mb.  FOLEY  (Galway,  Counemara)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary}to  the  Treasury 

whether,    in    the    agreement     between 

the  Government  and  the  Midland  Great 
Western  Railway  Company  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  Galway  and  Clifden 
fiailway,  the  date,  as  in  ordinary  agree- 
ments, was  given  for  its  completion,  and 
how  far  has  that  date  been  exceeded  ; 
whether  any  guarantee  was  given  by  the 
Company  for  its  completion  on  such  date, 
and  if  any  penalty  can  be  inflicted  for 
any  breach  of  the  agreement  entered  into 
between  the  Company  and  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  whether  the  nunil>er  of  men 
DOW  employed  on  the  Clifden  section  can 
be  given,  and  if  the  Government  will  now 
at  least  compel  the  Company  to  employ 
a  sufficient  numlier  of  men  to  prevent 
further  delay  in  the  construction  of  the 
iioe  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  agree- 
ment provides  that  the  line  shall  be  com- 
pleted  within  the  time  limited    by   the 

Ordem  in  Council.  That  time — namely, 
Decemtmr,  1894 — has  not  been  exceeded. 
There  is  no  penalty  specified  in  the 
agreement  for  delay,  but  the  Company 
are  bound  to  complete  the  work  within 
the  time  stated,  unless  extended  by  Order 
in  Council.  Twelve  hundred  and  forty- 
fire  men  are  at  present  engaged  on  the 
works,  and  there  is  no  reason  for  inter- 
fflrenee* 


CLERKS  AT  WOOLWICH. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Office  what  has  been  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  into  the  status  and  re- 
muneration of  writers  and  storehouse 
clerks  employed  at  Woolwich  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  The  rates  of  pay  of  storehouse 
clerks  have  been  increased  by  3s.  a  week. 
The  minimum  rate  of  writers'  wages  has 
been  raised  from  21s.  to  2ds.  a  week. 

BILGE  KEKL8  FOR  BIUTI8H  SHIPS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  whether,  on  a  recent 
passage  from  Stomoway  to  Greenock, 
with  a  calm  sea  and  heary  swell, 
H.M.S.  Empress  of  India  rolled  as 
much  as  28  degrees,  and  H.M.S.  Royal 
Sorereign  as  much  as  33  degrees, 
while  H.M.S.  Repulse^  all  three  being 
in  company,  only  rolled  1 1  degrees,  and 
whether  the  Repulse  is  the  only  one  of 
the  three  fitted  with  bilge  keels ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  fit  bilge  keels  to  the  Empress  oj 
India  and  the  Royal  Sovereign^  and  to 
other  ships  of  the  same  class  that  may 
l>e  built  in  future ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent  this  would  create  any  difficulty  in 
the  use  of  existing  docks  by  vessels  so 
fitted? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Sir  T.  KAr-SnrTTLEwoRTH, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  After  the  ex- 
perience gained  some  months  ago  of  the 
rolling  of  the  Royal  Sorereign  9Lnd  other 
ships  of  her  type,  the  Admiralty  decided 
to  fit  the  Repulse  with  bil^e  keels.  The 
recent  rolling  of  the  Empress  of  India 
and  the  Royal  Sorereign  has  been  really 
what  the  hon.  Member  states,  while 
the  Repulse  rolled  only  11  degrees  or  so. 
Arrangements  were  made  a  few  days  ago 
to  fit  bilge  keels,  as  in  the  Repulse,  to 
other  ships  of  the  Royal  Sovereign  class. 
The  existing  docks  can  be  use<l  by  the 
vessels  thus  fittetl  with  bilge  keels. 

THE  ALBION  COLLIERY  EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  PRITCUARD-MORG an  (Mer- 
thyr  Tydvil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Dc|>artment  whe- 
ther the  mannscript  of  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Henry  Hall,  one  of  Her  Majesty *s   In- 
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gpectors  of  Mines,  dated  20th  August, 
1893,  ou  ExplosioDB  from  Coal  Duat  in 
Mines,  or  a  copy  thereof,  was  sent  to  or 
received  bj  the  Home  Office,  or  came  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  Home  Office  before 
being  sent  to  the  printers  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  print  of  the  Report  was 
circulated  to  Members,  and  was  available 
to  the  public  until  the  12th  of  February 
last  ;  why  such  printed  Report  was  not 
received  by  or  came  to  the  knowleilge  of 
the  Home  Office  until  the  26th  of  May 
last ;  whether,  when  the  Report  came  to 
the  knowlege  of  the  Home  Office,  any 
special  or  indeed  any  instructions  were 
given  to  the  Inspector  of  Mines  for 
Glamorganshire,  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Inspector  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hall 
reported  that,  of  all  the  dusts  tested,  that 
from  the  Albion  Colliery,  Glamorgan 
(the  colliery  in  which  so  many  men  lost 
their  lives  a  fortnight  since),  excelled  all 
others  in  violence  and  sensitiveness  to 
explosion,  and  this  seam  has  the  worst 
history  of  any  in  the  Kingdom,  upwards 
of  1,6()0  persons  having  been  killed  in  it 
by  explosions  since  1845,  and  whether, 
following  such  Report,  any'  steps  were 
taken  by  the  Home  Office  or  any  of  the 
Inspectors  with  a  view  of  minimising  the 
danger  ia  this  particular  colliery  ;  and 
whether  such  colliery  will  be  allowed  to 
resume  work  without  considering  Mr. 
Hall's  Report  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  made  care- 
ful inquiry  into  this  matter.  My  infor- 
mation is  not  quite  complete,  and  I  shall 
be  glad,  therefore,  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  postpone  the  question  till  Thursday. 

IRISH  COUNTY  COURTS. 

Mr.  K  E  N  X  Y  (Dublin,  College 
Green)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Patrick's  Division  of  Dublin,  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council  have 
yet  arranged  to  hold  the  County  Courts 
in  Ireland  more  frequently  ;  and  whether 
any  further  delay  will  be  avoided  in 
giving  such  commercial  facilities  in  this 
respect  as  those  existing  in  Great 
Britain  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council  have  recommendeil 
additional  sittings  of  County  Courts  in 
several  places,  and  an  Order  in  Council 
is  being  prepared  to  give  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of   the  Committee.     I 

Mr,  Frilchard^Morgan 


may  add  that  the  changes  caDnol  be  given 
effect  to  until  October  next,  as  the 
sittings  of  these  Qonrts  are  annaally 
fixed  in  that  month. 

LONDON  SMALL  ARMS  COMPANY, 

BOW. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  has  considered  the  claims  of  the 
London  Small  Arms  Company,  Bow,  to 
a  share  of  the  Government  work  for  this 
year  ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
A  contract  was  made  early  in  1892  under 
which  this  Company  is  working  for  the 
Government  *  during  the  present  year  ; 
and  a  further  communication  has  been 
made  to  them  as  to  snpj»lies  required  in 
1895-96. 

THE  BRENNAN  TORPEDO. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  any  experiments  have  been  made 
in  the  last  two  years  in  running  the 
Brennan  torpedo  from  steamers  ;  if  so,  is 
the  Report  on  this  plan  favourable ;  and 
if  orders  have  been  given,  or  are  to  be 
given,  for  any  steamers  suitable  for 
running  the  Brennan  torpedo  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Experiments  have  been  made  of  the 
nature  indicated  with  a  fair  promise  of 
success,  but  I  cannot  properly  give  any 
detailed  information. 

THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY. 
Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  when  the  next 
catalogue  of  the  National  Gallery  ia 
being  published,  will  he  direct  that  the 
price  paid  for  each  picture  which  has  been 
acquired  by  purchase  should  be  inserted 
in  the  catalogue  under  the  title  of  the 
picture  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  (who  replied) 
said  :  I  am  informed  that  it  has  hitherto 
been  considered  sufficient  that  the  prices 
paid  for  the  pictures  should  be  pub- 
lished in  the  Director's  Annual  Report 
presented  to  Parliament.  The  prices 
being  thus  accessible  to  the  public,  it  is 
not  considered  that  the  catalogue,  which 
is  compiled  for  the  purpose  of  giving  in- 
formation of  an  educational  kind,  is  the 
proper  place  for  their  insertion. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  Is  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  aware   that   in    the    Retnni 
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to    which    he  refers  the   price   is    not 
gireo  P 

•Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  understand 
that  the  prices  are  stated  in  the  Aunnal 
Report  referred  to. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  Is  it  not  a  matter  of 
pahlio  interest  to  know  the  price  paid  by 
the  nation  for  pictnren  ? 
•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  might  be 
misleading  in  a  catalogue. 

Dk.  KKNNY  :  But  sureljit  would  be 
Bome  guide  to  the  people  as  to  the  value 
of  the  pictures. 

Mr.  H.  L.  W.  LAWSON  (Glouces- 
ter, Cirencester)  :  Is  the  price  given  for 
Dictures  indicated  in  the  catalogue  of  any 
National  Gallery  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  I  think 
not. 

Dr.  KENNY :  Is  want  of  a  pre- 
cedent any  reason  for  not  doing  it  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

DUBLIN  NATIONAL  GALLERY. 
Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beff  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  if  the  small  annual 
grant  to  the  National  Gallery,  Dublin, 
be  not  entirely  expended  within  the 
financial  year  for  which  it  is  granted,  any 
Yialance  on  hand  must  be  returned  to  the 
Treasury  ;  and  whether,  as  this  custom 
is  likely  to  prevent  the  acquisition  by 
said  Gallery  of  works  of  a  more 
valuable  character,  by  preventing  the 
Accumulation  of  funds  eracieut  for  their 
uorchase,  he  will  endeavour  to  induce  the 
Treasury  to  permit  the  accumulation  of 
unexpended  balances  in  the  hands  of 
trustees,  m>  as  to  enable  them  to  make 
such  purchases  as  they  think  most  de- 
sirable ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Vote  for  the 
National  Gallery  of  Ireland,  which  I  may 
point  out  is  not  a  grant  in  aid,  is  not  ac- 
oonnted  for  by  any  department  of  the 
Irish  Government,  and  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment has  had  no  correspondence 
concerning  it.  I  am  afraid  any  endea- 
vours of  mine  in  the  direction  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
bo  of  no  avail  whatever,  in  view  of  the 
inflexible  rule  which  requires  that 
unexpended  balances,  which  are  not 
grants  in  aid,  roust  be  surrendered  if 
not  expended  within  the  financial  year. 
The  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General 
would  not  allow  any  other  course. 


Dr.  KENNY  pointed  out  that,  as  the 
grant  was  small,  unless  accumulation 
from  year  to  year  was  allowed,  there  was 
no  chance  of  obtaining  superior  vrorks  of 
art.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  carefully  consider  the 
point. 

DUBLIN,  WICKLOW,  AND  WEXFORD 
RAILWAY. 

Dr.  KENNY :  I  lieg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  feeling  of  uneasiness 
exists  among  thono  using  the  Dublin, 
Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway  between 
Shanganagh  an<I  Bray  that  said  portion 
of  that  line  iH  dangerous  owing  to  the 
abrading  of  the  sea  cliffs  along  which  the 
line  runs  ;  and  whether  he  will  direct  an 
inquiry  into  the  matter  with  a  view  to 
causing  the  line  to  l>e  diverted  from  its 
present  position  at  this  place  as  it  already 
has  l>eeu  diverted  at  Greystones,  County 
Wicklow,  for  preciselv  similar  causes  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Board  of  Trade 
are  not  aware  that  a  feeling  of  uneasi- 
ness exists  among  those  who  use  the 
Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway 
between  Shanganagh  und  Bray.  The 
Board  have  no  power  to  compel  the 
Company  to  divert  their  line  ;  but  if  re- 
presentations disclosing  a dangerons  state 
of  things  are  made  to  the  Board,  I  will  at 
once  direct  an  Inspecting  Officer  to  visit 
the  locality  and  report. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question, 

Mr.  BRYCE  suggested  that  if 
written  representations  on  the  subject 
were  made  to  him  the  matter  would  be 
immediately  inquired  into. 

KILLINEY  BAY— REMOVAL  OF  SAND 
FROM  FORESHORE. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  explain  nnder 
what  circumstances  did  the  Law  OflScera 
of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  consent  to  the 
acquirement  by  the  Dublin,  Wicklow, and 
Wexford  Railway  Company  of  the  righta 
of  the  Crown  over  the  foreshores  of 
KilHney  Bay,  County  Dublin,  l)etweeD 
high  and  low  water  marks  ;  and  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  acquirement  of  said 
rights  by  this  Company  has  been  destruc* 
tive  of  the  rights  enjoyed  for  generatioat 
by  the  inhabitants  of  the  neighbourhood 
to  take  sand  and  gravel  from  the  foreshore,  a 
right  admittedly  without  detriment  to  the 
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general  public  good,  aud  has  caased  mach 
sufferiog  and  hardship  to  maoj  indus- 
trious persons  who  earned  a  livelihood 
through  the  exercise  of  the  right  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOKLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  there  is  no  foundation  for  the  sug- 
gestion in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question,  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  consented  to  the  acquisition  of  the 
foreshore  by  the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and 
Wexford  Railway,  nor  does  there  seem 
to  be  any  ground  for  saying  that  that 
railway  ever  acquired  such  a  right.  It 
has  been  decided  both  in  England  and 
Ireland  that  the  inhabitants  of  a  district 
cannot  acquire  by  user  any  right  to  re- 
move the  sand  or  gravel  from  the  fore- 
shore. The  Irish  Chancery  Division  re- 
strained the  public  from  removing  gravel 
from  the  Eilliney  foreshore  on  the  ground 
that  such  removal  endangered  the  safety 
of  the  railway. 

IMPORTED   PICTORIAL  ADVERTISE- 
MENTS. 

Mr.  FARQUH ARSON  (Dorset,  W.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  pictorial  advertisements 
which  now  appear  on  the  hoardings  of 
the  Metropolis  are  printed  and  litho- 
graphed in  America ;  and  if  he  will 
cause  a  separate  record  of  the  quantity 
of  such  imports  to  be  kept  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  suggestion  made  in  the 
question  is  well  founded.  It  would  cause 
much  inconvenience  to  have  a  separate 
record  of  the  quantity  of  these  articles 
imported,  and  I  have  no  reason  for  think- 
ing that  the  quantity  is  sufficient  to  make 
such  a  record  valuable. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  Could  they  not 
be  brought  under  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  do  not  see  what  there 
is  to  bring  them  within  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act,  as  they  bear  no  stamp  of 
origin. 


THE  PLAGUE  AT  HONG  KONG. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  a  detachment  of  the  Shropshire 
Regiment  quartered  at  Hong  Kong  was 
ordered  on  the  23rd  of  May  to  assist  the 
Sanitary  Authorities  in  cleansing  the 
town  ;  that  an  officer  has  since  died,  and 
several    men    have    gone    sick    of    the 

Dr.  Kenny 


plague  ;  and  if  such  work  is  a  part  of 
the  duty  of  British  soldiers  serving  in 
tropical  climates  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  troops  referred  to  volunteered  for 
the  duty,  and,  though  it  involved  risk  to 
them  of  infection,  the  medical  office  in 
charge  agreed  with  the  General  in  com- 
mand that  the  case  of  the  colony  was  so 
urgent  that  their  employment  was  justi- 
fied. Under  the  circumstances,  the 
course  taken  has  been  approved,  and  the 
men  of  the  Shropshire  Regiment  deserve 
all  praise  for  their  courage  and  public 
spirit.  I  am  informed  from  the  Colonial 
Office  that  it  is  not  clear  that  the  soldiers 
who  have  suffered  from  the  plague  were 
among  those  engaged  in  this  work. 

THE  BRENTWOOD  SCHOOL  SCANDAL. 

Major  RASCH  :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  late 
master  of  the  Hackney  Schools  at  Brent- 
wood, Essex,  suspended  on  account  of 
the  cases  of  cruelty  to  children,  is  still 
drawing  rations  and  living  at  the 
schools ;  and  whether  he  would  accelerate 
the  investigation,  in  order  that  he  might 
be  either  cleared  or  otherwise  dealt  with  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  am 
aware  that  the  Superintendent  of  the 
Hackney  Schools  at  Brentwood  has  been 
suspended  from  the  performance  of  his 
duties  by  the  Guardians,  ^nd  that  pend- 
ing the  decision  with  regard  to  his  case 
he  continues  to  reside  at  the  school,  and 
receives  rations  as  an  officer.  The 
necessary  arrangements  for  the  inquiry 
are  being  proceeded  with,  and  the  inquiry 
will  be  held  at  an  early  date. 

GERMAN  SPIRIT  AND  IRISH  WHISKY. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
Excise  Authorities  have  any  available 
means  of  detecting,  or  exercise  any 
supervision  regarding  the  blending  of 
German  spirit  with  Irish  whisky  after 
duty  is  paid  ;  whether  any  account  is 
kept  of  the  use  to  which  patent  still 
spirits  is  put  after  its  manufacture  in 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  allowing  for  the  differ- 
ential duty,  it  can  be  produced  almost  as 
cheaply  as  the  German  stuff,  and  utilised 
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for  blending  purposes ;  whether  the 
authorities  will  prohibit  the  bleuding  of 
spirits  in  bond  ;  and  whether  he  has  jet 
definitely  found  out  what  particular  kind 
of  spirit  is  put  into  the  empty  Irish 
whisky  barrels  that  are  filled  in  Bristol, 
where,  it  is  stated,  60,000  gallons  of  Ger- 
man spirit  is  annually  received  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  £xcise  have  no  control  over 
the  blending  of  whisky  after  it  has  paid 
daty.  No  such  account  as  that  referred 
to  is  kept.  I  cannot  answer  the  third 
question.  I  cannot  give  directions  for  the 
prohibition  of  blending  of  spirits  in  bond. 
The  matter  was  f  ally  gone  into  by  a  Select 
Committee  in  1880.  The  empty  casks 
which  have  been  traced  to  Bristol  from 
Glasgow  have  gone  either  to  a  distillery, 
where  the  marks  have  been  removed,  and 
they  have  been  filled  by  spirits  produced 
at  the  distillery,  or  they  have  gone  to  a 
cooper.  The  points  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  this  and  former  questions  on 
the  same  subject  have  been  thoroughly 
investigated  at  my  request  by  the  Inland 
RevenaCy  and  I  have  forwarded  to  him 
the  result  of  that  inquiry. 

OVERPAID  INCOME  TAX. 

Mr.  BIDDULPH  (Herefordshire, 
Ross)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequejr  if  he  can  inform  the 
House  as  to  what  steps  he  is  taking  to 
instruct  the  authorities  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  to  give  reasonable 
assistance  to  persons  who  are  seeking  to 
obtain  the  remission  of  Income  Tax  that 
has  been  overpaid  ?  I  may  explain  that 
some  10  days  ago  I  pat  a  similar  ques- 
tion to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  that  in  consequence  I  have  received 
letters  from  various  parts  of  the 
country  and  from  persons  in  every  con- 
dition of  life  complaining  of  the  difficulty 
and  obstruction  placed  in  their  way  in 
recovering  the  Income  Tax  overpaid  by 
them.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
asked  me  to  give  him  an  instance  of  the 
state  of  things  of  which  I  complained, 
and  I  have  done  so,  but  I  have  not  yet 
received  any  reply  from  him  ;  and  there- 
fore I  put  my  question  again. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  requested  me  to 
give  the  following  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion : — "  I  think  that  the  Inland  Revenue 
authorities  do  now  give  reasonable  as- 
sistance to  persons  who  are  peeking  to 


obtain  the  remission  of  Income  Tax 
which  has  been  overpaid.  I  am  afraid 
that  the  process  cannot  ever  be  otherwise 
than  troublesome,  especially  to  persons  of 
limited  education  and  business  know- 
ledge, I  have  brought  the  matter  pro- 
minently to  the  notice  of  the  Inland 
Revenue,  but  the  hon.  Member  will 
readily  see  that  an  officer  of  that  Depart- 
ment would  fail  in  his  duty  if  he  were  to 
repay  tax  before  he  had  thoroughly  satis- 
fied himself  that  such  repayment  should 
be  made.  It  is  inevitable  that,  in  a 
certain  proportion  of  cases,  this  duty 
must  involve  delay  in  the  settlement  oi 
claims."  Of  course,  I  am  not  myself  able 
to  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend's  supple- 
mentary question. 

Mr.  BIDDULPH:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that,  whenever  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  returns  to  the  House,  I 
shall  put  another  question  on  the  subject, 
and,  if  necessary,  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

A    DEFENDANT'S    TRAVELLING 
EXPENSES. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  will  state  why  Donald  Macrae, 
crofter  and  carter,  of  Plockton,  Ross- 
shire,  recently  summoned  for  keeping  a 
dog  without  a  licence,  was  required  ta 
appear  before  the  Justices  at  Dingwall,  a 
distance  of  120  miles  to  and  from  his 
home,  instead  of  at  Plockton  or  Bai- 
macarra,  where  there  are  Justices ;  and 
wliether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  Inland  Revenue  Department  in  this 
case  exceeded  its  duty  and  acted  in  con- 
travention of  the  law,  the  case  being 
dismissed,  will  the  travelling  and  main- 
tenance expenses  of  Donald  Macrae  be 
allowed  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  informed 
that  no  Justices^  Court  has  been  held  at 
Balmacarra  for  five  or  six  years.     The 
cause   assigned   is  the   difficulty  which 
has  existed  in  securing  the  attendance  of 
Justices.       It   does  not   appear   that   & 
Court  was  ever  held  at  Plockton.      ^is 
statement  seems  to  receive  corrobo^ion 
from  the  fact  that  other  cases  (noA^xcise 
hearings)  from  Plockton  an^f^e  neigh- 
bourhood are  decided  y|^*t  Dingwall.     It 
certainly   seems   moa^   undesirable   that 
defendants     sho\il(\^  \^     summoned     to 
places   so  far  frjgjj^  their  homes.     Every 
effort  will,  in  y^uture,  be  made  by  the 
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snpervisor  to  obiain  heariDgs  locallj,  and 
to  avoM  carryiug  cases  from  the  neigh- 
bourhood in  question  to  Dingwall.  I 
cannot  admit  that  the  Inland  Revenne 
Department  have  in  this  case  exceeded 
their  duty,  or  contravened  the  law,  and 
I  do  not,  therefore,  see  my  way  to  direct 
that  the  travelling  and  maintenance  ex*- 
penses  incurred  by  Mr.  Macrae  shall  be 
allowed. 

ADHBSIYB  STAMPS  ON  PRIVATE    POST- 
CARDS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  Treasury 
Committee  has  yet  reported  upon  the 
question  of  allowing  the  public  to  use 
halfpenny  adhesive  stamps  upon  private 
cards  sent  through  the  post ;  and  whe- 
ther the  Report  of  the  Committee  is 
favourable  to  that  project ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  state  when  the  arrangement  is 
likely  to  come  into  operation  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Com- 
mittee referred!  to  has  made  its  Report, 
but  the  matter  has  not  reached  a  stage  at 
which  I  can  make  any  statement  as  to 
the  nature  of  its  recommendations  or  the 
date  at  which,  if  approved,  they  could 
be  carried  into  effect. 

DEPENDANTS'  TRAVELLING  EXPENSES. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  three  lads, 
Farquhar,  Chisholm,  Duncan  Macrae, 
and  Donald  Macrae,  of  Letterfeafn, 
Ross-shire,  were  summoned  to  appear  at 
Dingwall  (140  miles  to  and  from  their 
homes)  on  the  21st  instant,  at  the  instance 
of  Sir  Kenneth  J.  Matheson,  baronet,  of 
Lochalsh,  and  Mr.  Harry  Hall,  sporting 
tenant,  of  Inverinate  Lodge,  Kintail,  on 
a  charge  of  contravening  the  Salmon 
Fisheries  Act  at  Loch  Beg  on  the  30th 
of  May  last ;  and  whether,  seeing  they 
were  acquitted  of  the  charge,  their 
travelling  and  maintenance  expenses 
will  be  paid  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.) :  The  pro- 
ceedings in  the  case  referred  to  were,  as 
stated  in  "  the  question,  taken  at  the 
instance  of  Sir  sKenneth  Matheson  and 
his  shooting  tena^.  The  Crown  takes 
no  part  in  such  prosecutions,  and  I  have 
no  power  to  interfere"^;  but  I  may  say 
that  it  is  in  the  discretioYi  of  the  Sheriff 


Sir  J.  T.  Hibberi 


to  find  a  private  prosecutor  liable  in 
expenses  if  a  motion  to  that  effect  is  made 
at  the  trial,  and  he  considers  that  the 
circumstances  warrant  an  award  of  costs. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  J.  MOBLE  Y  :  I  wish  to  announce 
a  very  small  modification  in  the  order  of 
Business.  We  propose  very  shortly  after 
11  o'clock  to-night  to  move  to  report 
Progress  on  the  Army  Votes,  in  order  to 
proved  with  the  Committee  on  the 
Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Ac- 
celeration) Bill.  I  believe  that  this 
proposal  will  meet  with  the  approval  of 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-6. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
wished  to  raise  a  point  of  Order.  On 
the  last  occasion  when  the  Army  Esti- 
mates were  before  the  Committee  Vote 
10  was  actually  put  from  the  Chair,  but 
progress  was  reported  before  it  was  dis- 
posed of.  It  was  now  intended  to  inter- 
pose Vote  2  and  other  Votes  before 
proceeding  with  Vote  10.  When  Vote 
10  was  last  before  the  Committee  be  was 
appealed  to  let  it  go  through  on  the 
ground  of  its  extreme  lu'gency.  It  was 
said  it  was  absolutely  necessary,  or,  at 
all  events,  almost  necessary  that  the  Vote 
should  be  obtained  that  day  or  other- 
wise large  public  works  of  great  or* 
gency  would  be  delayed.  It  was  now 
proposed,  however,  to  postpone  the  Vote 
until  other  Votes  had  been  taken.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  possible 
to  take  this  course,  inasmuch  as  Vote  10 
had  already  been  entered  upon. 

The  chairman  :  Yes ;  it  has  been 
done  over  and  over  again. 

1.  £290,000,  Medical  Esfablishmeot, 
Pay,  &c. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  he  desired  to  draw  attention 
to  the  way  injivhich  candidates  for  thm 
Army^'Xtf^medically  examined.  He 
referred  to  the  matter  last  year,  and  be 
was  then  told  to  bring  it  up  in  the 
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jear  on  the  Medical  Vote*  Having 
waited  for  nine  months  for  his  oppor- 
tanitj,  he  now  proposed  to  laj  the  matter 
before  the  Committee.  He  believed 
that  great  injustice  had  been  done 
to  one  joung  candidate  for  the  Army 
in  consequence  of  the  system  of 
medical  examination  pursued,  and 
he  believed  that  the  instance  was  not  a 
solitary  one.  The  candidate  he  referred 
to  went  up  for  examination  some  18 
months  ago.  He  was  passed  ** sound'* 
by  the  medical  officer  and  went  in  for  the 
literary  examination,  but  unfortunately 
failed  to  pass  it.  He  then  again  passed 
the  medical  examination,  but  again  failed 
in  the  literary  examination.  Having 
passed  the  medical  examination  twice,  he 
was  encouraged  to  continue  his  studies 
at  great  expense  to  his  father,  and  he 
again  went  up  for  examination.  The 
third  time  he  passed  the  literary  exami- 
nation very  Rucce&sfully,  being  at  the  head 
of  the  list  of  candidates  for  the  Cavalry, 
but  he  was  certified  to  be  unsound  by  one 
of  the  chief  medical  officers.  This  gentle- 
man said  that  he  had  a  slight  defect  in 
one  '  eye.  It  was  called  a  congenital 
defect,  so  that  it  had  been  born  with  him 
and  must  have  been  there  on  both 
occasions  when  he  was  previously 
examined  by  the  medical  officers.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  thought  that 
great  injustice  had  been  done  to  this 
candidate,  and  that  there  ought  to  be 
some  more  consistent  and  uniform  method 
of  examining  candidates.  He  (Mr. 
Jeffreys)  had  heard  of  cases  in  which 
men  wishing  to  become  privates  in  the 
Army  had  been  subjected  to  a  very 
slight  and  cursory  examination  because 
they  happened  to  be  acceptable  to  the 
authorities.  In  his  opinion,  a  medical 
examination  ought  not  to  be  carried  out 
according  to  the  mere  caprice  of  medical 
officers  ;  there  ought  to  be  some  hard-and- 
fast  line  laid  down  by  which  medical  men 
should  pass  those  who  were  examined  as 
sound  or  unsound.  The  candidate  to 
whom  he  referred  was  a  member  of  the 
Militia  Artillery.  He  could  train  a  gun 
and  use  it  in  the  field,  and  he  had  never 
known,  until  he  was  informed  by  the 
medical  office,  that  he  had  the  slightest 
defect  in  his  eyesight.  Surely  some 
appeal  might  be  aUowed  from  such  a 
decision.  He  hoped  the  Secretarv  for 
War  would  tell  the  Committee  diatmetly 
whether  he  was  willing  to  provide  that 


I  there  should  be  some  uniform  and  con- 
sistent method  of  examining  yonng  men 
for  the  Army. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  •  Bannsrscax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  hon.  Member  has 
called  attention  to  a  case — ^that  of  young 
Mr.  Nicholson — which  I  remember  per- 
fectly. What  the  hon.  Member  suggests 
is  that,  after  a  candidate  for  a  commission 
has  been  examined  by  a  responsible 
medical  officer  of  the  Department 
over  which  I  preside,  I,  on  being 
appealed  to  in  the  House  of  Commons 
to  let  the  young  man  Into  the  Service, 
should  override  and  set  aside  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  responsible  medical 
officers  who  examined  him,  that  opinion 
being  confirmed  and  approved  in  all  re- 
spects by  the  highest  medical  officers  of 
tbe  Army.     I  am  asked  to  do  this  on  my 

'  own  responsibility  alone.  I  was  very  much 
pressed  in  the  case  of  young  Mr.  Nichol-  *< 
son,  having  long  had  the  acquaintance  of 
his  father,  who  was  for  a  long  time  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  I  looked  into  the 
case.     I    found    that    he  had   a  serious 

I  defect  in  his  sight — serious  not  in  the 

'  sense  of  immediately  impairing  the  sight, 
but   in   the   consequences    which  might 

I  follow  from  it,  as  it  argued  a  weakness. 

'  So  far  from  our  Regulations  with  regard 
to  eyesight  as  applied  to  candidates  for 
commissions  in  the  Army  being  too  severe, 
if  there  is  any  fault  to  be  found  with 
them  they  are  not  severe  enough.  In 
the  case  of  the  Navy  a  boy  is  rejected  if 

.his  sight  is  at  all  short  of  perfect.  We 
in  the  Army  do  not  go  so  far  as  that. 
We  admit  a  certain  amount  of  weakness 
of  sight  ;  but  the  Inspector  General,  the 
head  of  the  Army  Medical  Department, 
told  me  in  the  most  positive  terms  that  he 
could  not  recommend  any  change  or  re- 
laxation whatever  in  the  Regulations, 
and  that  if  any  change  was  to  be  adopted 
it  should  be  in  the  other  direction.  I  am 
very  sorry  for  Mr.  Nicholson,  as  no  doubt 
this  decision  cuts  him  off  from  a  career 
for  which  otherwise  he  was  well  fitted. 
It  is,  however,  impossible  for  me  to  in- 
terfere in  the  way  desired  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  said,  he  saw  the  difficulty  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
placed,  and  he  could  hardly  expect  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  override  the 
opinion  of  the  medioal  officer.    What, 
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however,  he  nnderstood  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Jeffreys;  to  complain  of  was,  that 
this  young  gentleman  had  been  twice 
passed  '*  sound ''  bj  other  medical  officers, 
and  bad  conseqnentlj  been  encouraged 
to  complete  his  study  at  the  expense  of 
his  father,  and  that  on  the  third  examina- 
tion he  had  been  rejected.  If  Mr. 
Nicholson  had  been  told  at  the  first  ex- 
amination that  his  eyesight  was  defective 
there  wonld  have  been  no  ground  to  com- 
plain ;  but  when  he  had  been  twice 
passed,  it  seemed  to  be  a  case  of  consider- 
able hardship  that  he  should  at  the 
third  examination  be  rejected. 

Mr.  H anbury  (Preston)  said,  there 
was  a  great  deal  in  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hants  had  said,  because  it  did 
seem  hard  that  a  man  who  had  passed 
twice  already  the  examination  of  the 
Army  doctors  should  on  a  third  occasion 
by  another  Army  doctor  be  rejected.  It 
was  a  hard  case ;  but,  on.  the  other  hand,  it 
was,  he  thought,  an  exceptional  case. 
The  grievance  was  mostly  the  other  way 
— that  was  to  say,  that  when  an  Army 
doctor  or  Medical  Board  had  declared  a 
man  unfit  appeals  were  made  to  the 
authorities,  and  influence  was  brought  to 
bear  on  them  to  get  the  decision  upset 
The  decision  of  one  Army  Medical  Board 
should  be  final,  and  he  protested  against 
a  second  being  called.  He  hoped  the 
Secretary  for  War  would  put  a  stop  to 
the  objectionable  practice  of  allowing  a 
second  Board  to  be  called.  There  was 
another  point  he  desired  to  mention  in 
connection  with  the  medical  examinations. 
He  thought  the  preliminary  examinations 
should  be  abolished.  It  was  hard  on  a 
lad  that  he  should  prepare  himself  for 
the  Army,  go  through  a  number  of  ex- 
aminations, and  then,  when  he  was  about 
to  enter,  be  suddenly  told  that  he  was 
utterly  unfit.  He  now  wished  to  call 
attention  to  one  or  two  complaints  which 
had  been  brought  before  him  by  medical 
officers  as  to  their  treatment  at  the 
pre^nt  moment.  In  the  first  place,  he 
would  ask  why  they  always  got  the 
Army  Medical  Report  late  ?  The  infor- 
mation as  to  the  state  of  the  Afmy  in 
1892  they  did  not  get  until  1894.  He 
did  not  know  any  Report  relating  to  any 
Department  which  was  issued  to  Mem- 
bers so  long  after  the  time  at  which  it 
ought  to  be  presented  as  the  Army 
Medical  Report.  Then  there  was 
great  complaint  made— and  he  thought 

Colonel  Loekwood 


very     properly — ^as    to     the     constant 
change    of     principal     medical    officers 
at    different    stations.      He    was    told 
that  at  some  of  the  large  stations  even 
within  a  period  of  two  years  there  were 
no  less  than  four  changes  of  principal 
medical  officers.     He  thought  that  even 
at  stations   like   Wooiwieh   there  were 
three ;   and    there   was   one   place,    the 
name  of  which  had  slipped  his  memory, 
where  there  had  been  four.     They  were 
told  that  this  was  due  to  retirement  and 
to  the   medical    officers    being  ordered 
abroad,   but    principally   to    retirement. 
That  raised  another  and  a  much  larger 
question,  which  was  this :    He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  in  this  Army  Medical 
Service  there  ought  to  be  a  little  more 
promotion  by  selection  and  merit  than 
there  was.    Men  only  held  their  appoint- 
ments by  seniority  and  length  of  service. 
After  a  man  had  passed  an  examination 
to  be  surgeon-major  he  simply  went  up  by 
degrees  without  any  test  whatever  as  to 
his    merits.      In    these    days — whether 
rightly    or    wrongly — they    were    sub- 
mitting  combatant   officers  to  examina- 
tions at  a  much  higher  stage  than  that, 
and   he  did  think  that,  looking  at  the 
importance  of  having  as  principal  medical 
officers   the  best  men   they   could   get, 
there  ought  to  be  a  little  more  selectioa, 
and  mere  longevity  ought  to  be  tempered 
with  selection.     Another  complaint  the 
Army  medical  men  made  was  that  thej 
were    treated    differently   to   combatant 
officers  in  respect  to  the  leave  they  got. 
In  the  case  of  a  combatant  officer  if  he  had 
to  go  and  qualify  himself  in  any  special  way, 
the  time  so  occupied  was  not  deducted 
from  his  leave,  but    in  the  case  of  the 
medical  officer  it  was  deducted.     When 
the  medical  officer  had  to  go  through 
what  was  called  ^'  a  course  of  operation 
in  surgery^*   for  instance— which  took 
about  a  fortnight,  and  sometimes  three 
weeks — the  whole    of  that    time    was 
deducted  from  his  leave.     He  thougfat 
the  combatant  officers  and  the  medical 
officers  really  ought  to  be  put  on  the 
same  footing.  If  tibe  medical  officers  were 
doing  this  work  in  the  interests  of  the 
Army,  he  thought  it  hardly  fair  that  that 
fortnight  should  be  deducted  from  their 
leave.     On  one  particular  point  he  ooold 
not  speak  with  definite  information  him* 
self,  therefore  he  only  threw  this  oat  ee 
a  suggestion.     But  he  had  bad,  bearte^ 
on  the  same  subject,  a  great  nimber  of 
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coraplaintfl  from  medical  officers,  and 
that  was  with  regard  to  what  was  called 
the  Professional  Asflistant  of  the  Director 
General  at  Headquarters,  connected 
with  the  Medical  Department  at  the 
War  Office.  This  official  drew  close  on 
£1,350  a  jear  for  pay  and  allowances, 
and  he  had  no  dutv  laid  down  for  him  in 
the  War  Office  List  and  Directory.  He 
«at  as  President  of  the  Standing  Medical 
Board  twice  a  week,  and  at  other  times 
had  to  sign  requisitions  for  trn^^sos,  and 
onler  the  examination  of  medicine  bottles, 
and  do  similar  clerical  work.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  was  n  civilian  clerk 
called  the  Principal  Assistant  at  Head- 
qnarters  who  had  a  host  of  details  not 
connected  with  clerical  work  which  he 
would  be  naturally  well  able  to  do,  but 
his  work  was  connecte<l  with  the  move- 
ment anil  promotion  of  metlical  officers 
and  the  Me<iicnl  Staff  Corps,  and  the 
arrangement  of  the  roster,  &c.  As  his 
(Mr.  Hanbury's)  informant  su^jgested, 
uttrely  the  duties  of  these  two  gentlemen 
onght  to  l>e  reversed.  The  clerical  work 
might  well  go  to  the  civilian  clerk,  and 
the  work  which  was  more  truly  medical, 
connecte<l  with  the  professional  assistance 
of  the  Director  General,  dealing  with  pro- 
motions and  things  of  that  kind,  ought  to 
go  to  the  more  highly-paid  officer  ;  it 
wa*  more  within  the  ordinary  sphere  of 
his  duties.  This  system,  he  was  told,  led 
to  unnece^'Mlry  expense,  although  he  did 
not  quite  see  that  it  did. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
asked  if  the  lion.  Memlwr  could  give  the 
name  of  his  informant  ? 

Mr.  HANBrRY  said,  he  should  be 
ghul  to  do  that  privately.  He  could  not 
doit  publicly, as  unpleasant  conseqtieneos 
might  follow.  He  might  say,  however, 
that  his  informant  was  not  a  me<lical 
officer.  The  information  given,  however, 
was  backetl  up  by  letters  of  complaint 
from  at  leai«t  20  different  officers,  whoso 
names  be  did  not  recollect.  They  com- 
plained, in  the  first  place,  that  at  Malta 
there  were  two  administrative  medical 
cffieers  of  high  rank  at  once  at  the 
station,  whereas  there  ought  only  to  bo 
ooe.  They  were  both  drawing  high 
«aiarie«,  and  one  bail  practically  nothing 
to  do.  Then  he  was  told  that  a  snrgeon 
major  general  was  now  principal  metlical 
officer  at  the  district  headquarters  at 
C^llehester,  which  appointment  had 
been  always  hitherto  held  by  a  snrgeon 
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colonel.  Why,  he  asked,  should  they 
have  a  surgeon  major  general  at  a  salary 
of  £1,350  a  year  to  do  the  work  which 
had  always  been  done  by  a  surgeon 
colonel  at  a  salarv  of  £950  ?  His  infer- 
maut  said  there  were  two  surgeon  colonels 
at  the  home  district  where  only  one 
t^hould  be  employ (mI,  the  second  one 
having  nothing  to  do.  These  were 
technical  points  on  which  he  confesso<l 
his  information  was  meagre.  Still,  thov 
were  points  raised  by  people  who  under- 
stood the  subject,  and  therefore  were 
worth  mentioning  in  the  House.  Another 
point  was  that  the  Director  General  of 
the  Mcilical  Department  was  so  much 
tied  down  by  correspondence,  and  so  on, 
that  he  could  not  go  round  once  a  vearand 
inspect  the  medical  stations  as  he  onght 
to  do.  The  Commander-in-Chief  went 
round  once  a  year,  but  there  were  grievous 
complaints  on  the  part  of  the  principal 
medical  officers  and  others  that  tliev 
never  saw  their  chief,  who  was  wrapped 
up  in  re<l  tape  and  ministerial  details  in 
the  War  Office,  though  he  might  visit  a 
station  in  the  course  of  the  vear:  vet  thev 
maintaine<l  that,  l»eing  Director  (Jeneral, 
it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the 
Service  if  he  could  make  a  point  of  in- 
fpecting  the  onlinary  departujent'^  and 
the  men  under  him  more  often  than  he 
did.  This  was  a  point  that  any  civilian 
could  appreciate,  and  he  should  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se<*retary  for 
War  would  agree  that  it  would  Im»  well  if 
arrangements  could  l>e  made  by  which 
the  Director  General  would  give  Ip«?*  at- 
tention to  correspondence  and  clerical 
details,  and  more  to  visiting  the  nuHlical 
stations  to  see  that  all  necessary  arrnnge- 
ments  were  properlv  carrie<l  out. 

(iEXERAL  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  he  agree^l  that  it  would 
l)e  desirable  to  have  some  re-organisation 
of  the  Army  Me<lical  Department  in  the 
way  the  hon.  MemlK»r  for  Preston  sug- 
gested. As  to  the  strict  meilical  exami- 
nations, he  thought  they  were  desinible, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  necessities  of 
the  Service  required  that  men  shonld  go 
abroad  and  submit  themselves  to  un- 
healthv  climates,  and  reliere  those  who 
could  not  boar  the  strain  njwn  them. 
Attention  hail  been  drawn  to  a  case  of 
Imrdship  where  a  man  had  passe<l  two 
medical  examinations,  and  on  the  thinl 
^ras  rejected.  He  hoped  the  Swretary 
for  War   wonld  give   instructions    that 
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ttiistakes  of  this  sort  should  not  occur 
again,  for  it  wps  hard  on  young  meo  that 
they  should  practically  lose  a  great 
portion  of  iheir  lives  in  preparing 
for  a  profession  which  they  could 
not  enter.  He  did  not  mind  how  strict 
they  made  the  medical  examination, 
especially  with  regard  to  eyesight,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  thought  that  this 
was  a  case  of  hardship.  But  there  were 
cases  in  which  candidates  who  had 
suffered  from  temporary  indisposition 
should  be  examined  a  second  time  to  see 
if  they  were  experiencing  any  bad  effects. 
He  thought  the  Army  medical  stations 
should  be  inspected  by  the  principal 
medical  officer  just  as  other  departments 
were  inspected  by  their  chiefs. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
As  to  the  question  of  examinations,  let 
me  say  this — that  naturally  it  has  always 
seemed  to  me  to  be  very  hard  that  a 
parent  should  incur  the  expense  of  pre- 
paring a  boy  for  examination,  and  that  a 
boy  should  go  through  the  torture  of  a 
preliminary  examination,  and  that  after 
all  it  should  be  found  that  he  is  subject 
to  some  medical  incapacity.  But  although 
it  is  rather  hard,  I  am  afraid  that  it  is 
inevitable.  If  the  boy  is  to  be  examined 
before  the  preparation  begins  and  before 
the  medical  examination  takes  place,  it 
will  be  necessary  to  hold  these  examina- 
tions all  over  the  country,  and  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  to  keep  them  uni- 
form. I  do  not  see  bow  a  thoroughly 
effective  examination  could  be  con- 
ducted in  this  way,  and  I  do  not  know 
how  the  difficulty  could  be  avoided.  It 
would  involve  700  or  800  candidates 
being  examined  on  the  same  day, 
whereas  under  the  present  system  the 
examination  is  only  held  with  reference 
to  those  candidates  who  have  been  suc- 
cessful in  the  literary  examination. 
Taking  these  changes  into  consideration, 
I  do  not  see  how  we  can  avoid  the  un- 
fortunate necessity  of  making  the  impor- 
tant medical  examination  come  last. 
But  let  me  say  this  for  myself  and 
those  with  whom  I  am  associated  :  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  has  a  way  of 
saying  roost  awful  things  of  the  officials 
at  the  War  Offiee.  He  speaks  in  the 
widest  terms.  He  says  on  the  slightest 
grounds,  *'  Oh,  these  Medical  Boards  are 
subject  to  influence  being  brought  to  bear 
on  them."  Well,  I  beg  to  assure  him 
that  he  will  not  find  that  this  *' influence" 
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is  exerted  to  any  extent.     There  are 
cases  in  which  it  is  used  no  doubt,  bat 
a  candidate— or  an  officer  if  it  is  a  ques- 
tion  of  promotion — is   examined   by  a 
Medical  Board  which,  say,  pronoonoe* 
against  him.     The  man  and  his  friends 
are  not  aware  that  he  has  a  particular 
ailment  or  bad  health.     He  goes  to  some 
distinguished    specialist    outside  and    is 
examined  by  him.     He  produces  a  certi- 
ficate from   the   specialist  to   say   that 
there  is   nothing  the  matter  with  him. 
From  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  one 
would  suppose  that  the  War  Office  im- 
mediately sponged  out    the  decision  of 
the  Medical  Board.     The  War  Office  is 
entitled,  if  they  think  there  may  be  some 
ground  for  supposing  that  certain   ele- 
ments in  the  case  have  been  disregarded, 
to  send  the  opinion  of  the  specialist  to 
the  Board  and  say,  *'  Does  that  certifi- 
cate modify  your  opinion  ?  "     Unless  the 
Medical  Board  modify  their  Report,  that 
Report  remains  in  vital  force  against  the 
candidate  or  the  officer,  as  the  case  maj 
be.      Personally,  I   have   always  sup- 
ported the  opinion  of  the  Medical  Board, 
and  besides  that  I  find  that  the  medical 
officers  of  the  Department  are  of  opinion 
that  the  decision  of  the  Board  should  be 
acted  upon,  unless  there  is  some  special 
circumstances  to  modify  it.    But  it  is  not 
the  pressure  of  friends  or  the  influence  of 
distracted   relatives  which  lead   to  the 
decision  being  modified.    It  is  the  well* 
supported  opinion  of  some  high  authority 
outside,  and  that  itself  is  not  acted  upon, 
but  is  merely  referred  to  the  Board  to 
see  whether  it  alters  their  view.      Of 
course,  I  am  in   favour  of   there  being* 
uniformity  in  the  action  of  these  Boards 
as  far  as  it  is  possible.     In  any  expe- 
rience I  have  had  I  have  no  reason  to 
distrust  the  Boards   in   any  way,  or  to 
believe     that      they     are     not     other- 
wise   than    competent    for    the    duties 
they     have     to    discharge.     The    hon. 
Member     for     Preston     complains    <^ 
the    Medical    Report    being    issued  so 
late,  but  that  is  because  it  is  necesMtrj 
to  gather  statistics  in  all  quarters  of  tfate 
world,  and  they  have  to  be  tabulated  mod 
analysed  before  any  conclusion  can   bo 
arrived  at.    I  do  not  know  whether  the 
delay  is  longer  than  these  facts  justify, 
but,    at  all  events,  this  is  enough    to 
account  for  very  considerable  delay  in 
producing  the  Report.      Then  the  hoit. 
Member   apparently    takes    up    osrtain 
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complaints  agaiast  the  mbnagement  and 
control  of  the  Medical  Department.  Now 
I  have  seen  all  the  complaints  he  has 
made  to-day  in  what  are  called  the  Ser- 
vice newspapers,  and  in  certain  other 
newspapers  which  appear  to.  gather  up 

all  the  gossip,  good  or  had^  of  the  men 
in  the  Service.     I,  however,  find  nothing 
definite  in  the  complaints.       Very  often 
I  find  a  strong  animus  iu  the  criticisms, 
very  much  suggesting  the  frame  of  mind 
which  some  disappointed  officer  would  be 
likely,  to  display.       At  all  events,  I  will 
take  the  hon.  Member^s  points  one  by 
one.     There  is  the  question  of  promotion 
by  merit.     I  am  all  in  favour  of  promo- 
tion by  merit  when  it  can  be  done  with 
fairness,  and  I  believe  that  the  present 
Director  General  is  very   anxious   that 
that  mode   of   promotion   should  be  as 
much  employed  as  possible.  But  there  are 
great  difficulties  at  present  with  regard 
to  the  higher  ranks  of  the  Medical  Ser- 
vice. Those  difficulties  we  are  endeavour- 
ing to  overcome  by  some  little  arrange- 
ment as  to  the  necessity  for  compulsory 
retirement  at  certain  ages,  but  that  in- 
volves a  reference  to  the  Treasury,  and 
is  still  under  discussion.     Then  the  hon. 
Gentleman  suggested  that  medical  officers 
should   have    leave    with   pay    for  the 
purpose  of  study.      That  complaint  has 
often  been  made,  and  I  should  like  to 
see  the   change  made,  but  the  difficulty 
is  as  to  the  expense.     As  soon  as  money 
can   be    afforded   from   other  charges  I 
shaU  be  glad  to  do  it.       Then  the  hon. 
Member   brought   forward  a    complaint 
against    the   Headquarters  Department. 
With  reference   to   the   Medical    Head- 
quarters  of    the   Army,    the    criticisms 
which    I  have  seen  in  the   newspapers 
seem   to   have  something  in  them  of  a 
personal  feeling  against  the  persons  at 
the  head  of  that  Department.       I   am 
anxious  to  say  that  there  can  be  no  more 
efficient   and  more  fair    controller  of  a 
great     Department    than    Sir     William 
Alexander  Mackinnon.     His  professional 
assistant     at     the     headquarters.     Dr. 
Jamieson,  is  also,  as  far  as  my  opportuni- 
ties enable  me  to  judge,   a  most    com- 
petent   man,     and    is    of  the    greatest 
assistance  to  Sir  W.  Mackinnon.       Bat 
there  is  apparently  some  sort  of  a  move- 
ment going  on  with  a  view  to  alter  the 
relations  of  the  high  officers  of  the  De- 
partment* 


Mr.  HANBURY  :  So  far  as  I  under- 
stand, the  complaint  is  not  in  any  way 
personal.  The  complaint  of  the  medical 
officers  is  that  clerical  work  is  given  to  a 
medical  officer,  and  medical  work  is  given 
to  a  civiVan  clerk. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  was  not  satisfied    that  that  was  the 
case  at  all,  but  I  will  inquire  further. 
The  distinguished  gentleman  of  whom  I 
spoke  in  such  high  terms  would  not  con- 
tinue the  system  if  it  was  so  notorious 
and  absurdly  inefficient  as  that  which  my 
hon.  Friend'described.  They  have  neither 
of  them  protested  against  it,  but,  as  I  have 
said,  I   am  willing    to   inquire   into   it, 
I  am  satisfied  that  an  arrangement  which 
satisfies  them  cannot  be  so  utterly  un- 
justifiable as  that  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  described.     He  says  also  that   the 
Director  General  ought'  to  move  about 
more  and  inspect  the  different  branches 
of  the  Department  himself.     Of  course, 
it  is  very  desirable  that  that  should  be 
done  if  it  is  neglected  to  any  considerable 
extent,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is. 
However,  I  will  consult  Sir  W.  Mac- 
kinnon,  and   ask   him   whether  he  can 
suggest  any  re-arrangement  of  the  work 
which  will  increase  the   system  of   in- 
spection ;  but  I  have  so  much  confidence 
in  him  and  his  assistant  that  I  am  sure 
they  will  not  continue  a  system  which  is. 
transparently  open  to  these  objections. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex^ 
Epping),  referring  to  the  question  of  the 
medical  examination  of  candidates,  said 
that  the  view  which  suggested  itself  to 
him  was  that  if  a  candidate  was  not 
medically  fit  to  be  an  officer  his  literary 
ability  was  no  use  to  him  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  if  he  suffered  from  any  bodily 
infirmity  he  was  not  fit  for  Her  Majesty's 
Military  Service.  The  matter  of  the 
expense  might  be  met  by  a  small  fee  to 
be  paid  by  the  candidate  himself.  What 
he  rose  for  was  in  reference  to  another 
point.  Complaints,  which  he  believed 
to  be  well-founded,  had  reached  him  to 
the  effect  that  Woolwich  Arsenal  had 
not  only  defective  sanitary  arrangements, 
but  that  its  sanitation  was  thoroughly 
bad.  He  should  be  glad  if  the  Secretary 
for  War  would  cause  inquiries  to  be  made 
into  this  matter. 

•Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington) 
desired  to  bring  forward  a  grievanc6| 
which,  though  it  more  particularly 
referred       to      one      individual,     con- 
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cerned  also  the  other  Army  medical 
officers,  and  the  mdividual  io  question 
was  one  who  deserved  well  of  his  country, 
and  when  grievances  were  found  to  exist 
in  any  branch  of  the  Service  they  ought 
to  be  remedied  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  desired  to  refer  to  tlie  case  of  Surgeon- 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Briggs.  The  matter 
was  discussed  in  March  of  last  year ;  and 
in  order  to  show  that  he  was  not  dealing 
with  an  officer  who  was  unworthy  the 
consideration  of  this  House,  he  would 
read  some  of  the  observations  which  were 
used  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  York  (Mr.  Lock  wood)  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  previous  discussion.  The 
hon.  Member  for  York  described  how 
Surgeon-Colonel  Briggs  entered  the 
Army  in  1875,  serving  with  distinction  in 
several  campaigns,  receiving  the  medal 
and  clasp,  and  being  mentioned  in  the 
Despatches.  After  the  Soudan  Cam- 
paign Dr.  Briggs  was  promoted  to  the 
rank  of  surgeon-major,  and  whilst 
holding  that  position  began  all  the 
difficulty  which  had  since  befallen  him, 
and  all  the  evil  fate  which  had  since 
pursued  him.  He  referred  to  the  un- 
fortunate connection  of  Surgeon-Colonel 
Briggs  with  the  painful  divorce  case 
concerning  Lord  Connemara.  He  must 
of  necessity,  at  this  part  of  what  he  had 
to  say,  refer  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  War  said  con- 
cerning Dr.  Briggs's  retirement  from 
the  Army  on  that  occasion.  The  reason 
that  Dr.  Briggs  retired  from  the  Army 
was  because  he  was  made  a  co-respondent 
in  this  painful  case,  and  the  honour  of 
himself  and  a  lady  was  concerned.  The 
trial  was  due  to  come  off  in  a  few  days 
when  he  received  an  order  to  embark  for 
foreign  service.  He  had  the  choice  given 
him  of  whether  he  should  retire,  or  by 
obeying  the  order  he  had  received  of 
missing  being  present  at  the  trial,  and  of 
giving  evidence  in  regard  to  his  own 
honour  and  in  defence  of  the  lady. 
iNatnrally,  as  a  gentleman,  he  preferred 
the  former  course,  and  he  retired  from 
the  Service  in  order  that  he  might  give 
his  evidence.  The  case  afterwards  came 
on  for  trial ;  there  was  no  appearance 
agaiost  him,  and  he  was  afterwards 
cleared  of  all  the  imputations  which  had 
been  made  upon  his  honour.  At  the  time 
this  question  was  discussed  before  it  was 
said  that  the  Director  General  had  dealt 
with  Dr.  Briggs  as  he  would  have  done 

Mr,  Pierpoint 


with  any  other  officer,  and  had  reason 
to  believe  that  Dr.  Briggs  was  taking  a 
course  by  which^  in  effect,  he  would 
escape  his  proper  share  of  foreign  duty, 
thereby  putting  more  of  that  duty  on  his 
colleagues.  The  Director  General,  there- 
fore, ordered  that  officer  to  proceed  to 
India,  and  finally  placed  before  him  the 
alternative  of  going  on  foreign  service  or 
retiring  from  the  Army.  On  this  very 
point  he  would  remind  the  Secretary  for 
War  of  an  answer  given  to  the  Member 
for  West  Aberdeenshire  (Dr.  Farquhar- 
sou)  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pre- 
decessor, Mr.  Stanhope.  Dr.  Farquharson 
asked  about  the  re-instatement  of  Dr. 
Briggs,  and  Mr.  Stanhope  gave  the 
following  reply  : — 

'*  Yes,  I  have  further  considered  the  case,  and 
I  am  of  opinion  that  Surgeon-Major  Brigj^s 
should  not  suffer  any  loss  as  regards  promotion 
in  consequence  of  an  act  which  was  perfonne«l 
under  a  pressure  which  no  one  would  have 
resisted.  Surgeon-Major  Briggs  will  acconlingly 
be  restored  to  the  seniority  he  held  before  retire- 
ment." 

He  should  like  to  say  that  it  would  be 
eminently  satisfactory,  both  to  the  indi- 
vidual to  whom  he  had  referred,  as  well 
as  to  his  professional  brethren  in  the 
Army,  if  some  sort  of  an  inquiry 
could  be  granted  into  the  case,  so  that 
Surgeon-Colonel  Briggs  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  stating  fully  what  he  had 
to  say  on  the  subject.  He  now  went  to 
the  other  part  of  the  question,  as  to  whe- 
ther or  not  Surgeon-Colonel  Briggs  was 
entitled,  as  being  retired,  now  to  receive 
a  pension,  he  having  only  received  a  gra- 
tuity. He  confessed  that,  having  looked 
through  the  Royal  Warrant,  it  seemed 
to  one  unconnected  with  the  Array  like 
himself  that  it  was  possible  almost  to 
defend  any  course.  These  Royal  War- 
rants were  so  difficult  of  comprehension 
that  they  suggested  to  one  the  idea  of  a 
Chinese  puzzle.     Article  1,079  said — 

"  A  Departmental  Officer,  who  on  account  of 
distinguiiwed  service  has  been  granted  under 
the  provisions  of  Article  417  a  higher  rate  of 
pay  in  his  rank,  or  has  received  a  higher  rat« 
of  pay  in  consequence  of  promotion  or  di»- 
tinguished  service,  shall,  if  in  receipt  of  such 
higher  pay  at  the  time  of  bis  retirement,  receive 
a  gratuity  with  retired  pay  at  the  rate  next 
higher  than  that  with  which  his  length  of  service 
would  entitle  him." 

Of  course,  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
would  say  that  Dr.  Briggs  was  not  in 
receipt  of  a  higher  rate  of  pay  at  the 
time  of  his  retirement.     That  was  true, 
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but  be  ought  to  have  beea.  When  he 
referred  to  Article  417,  be  found  it  wa8 
mm  follows  : — 

"  An  olBoer  to  promoted,  i.e.,  for  distintniiAhed 
•err ice  at  a  seat  of  war,  shall  be  given  the 
MlvaDtage  specified  ia  Articlea  267  A,  267  B,  or 
36}^,  of  the  rank  above  that  attacbetl  to  his 
•enrice  to  Articles  268,  388  A,  889,  389  A,  400, 
K^  400  A,  as  the  case  majr  be,  when  the  officer 
next  below  him  is  given  such  advantages.  In 
m,  caae  of  dintinguished  service  in  the  field,  for 
which  an  officer  may  merit  special  rewanl, 
alt  boogh  there  may  not  be  sufficient  grounds  for 
his  pmmoCion,  our  SeeretAry  of  Htate  shall  have 
the  piiwer,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Lords 
rv»mrai«sionen  of  our  Treasury,  to  grant  him 
higher  ratio  of  pay,  but  without  alteration  of 
•eniority/* 

It  appeared  eertaiuly  on  the  face  of  that 
RegnlMtion  that  the  smaller  thing  was  to 
f^ive  a  man  increase  of  paj  without  pro- 
motion, and  tliat  the  larger  thing  was  to 
give  him  promotion  with  the  advantages 
mentiouefl  in  these  various  Articles. 
Article  267  A,  to  which  417  referred, 
fiaid — 

"Thtsc  muks  shall  carry  preceilencc  and 
other  advantages  attaching  to  the  rank  imlicatcd 
by  the  military  portion  of  the  title/* 

If  Surgeon-Colonel  Briggs  was  not  en- 
titled to  a  higher  pay  on  being  promoted, 
mti  he  was    promoted    for   distinguished 
service  in    the    field,  he  should    like  to 
know  what  were  the  advantages   men- 
tioned in  these  various  Articles  ?  Iiecause 
otherwise  the  promotion  was  a  mere  empty 
honour,  giving  a  man  a  title  without  any 
material  advantage  whatever.     He  ven- 
tured to  say   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
oonld  not  produce  any  case  where  any 
medical    officer   in    the    Army    had    in 
aimilar  circumstances  been  promote<l  and 
had  not  received  pay.      He  was  aware 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  under 
the  impression  some  little  time  ago  that 
there  was  one  case  such  as  he  referrctl  to. 
He   should   first   mention    that   medical 
officers  of  the  same  rank  who  were  pro- 
moted  on    the  same   day    as    Surgeon- 
Colonel  Briggs  were  in  receipt  of  either 
larger  pay  for  other  offices  held  or,  as  in 
thi^  one  case,  in  receipt  of  larger  pay 
according  to   his  reading  of  the  Royal 
Warrant.      The  one  case    to  which  he 
would  more  particularly  refer  was  that 
of     Snrgeon-Lieutenaut-Colonel    Allen. 
He  had  half -pay  as  surgeon-lieutenant- 
colonel  Under  the  Indian  Governmeut,  he 
was  promoted  for  the  same  campaign  as 
was  Sarxeon*Colonel  Briggs,  and  he  re- 
ceived a  higher  rate  of  pay,  although  at 


the  time  when  he  commenced  to  receive 
sick  pay  he  had  actually  seen  two  years* 
less  service  than  Dr.  Briggs.  He  con- 
tended that  in  a  case  of  this  sort  any 
technical  or  difficult  reading  of  the  law 
should  not  be  applied  to  a  man  who  had 
served  his  Queen  and  country  well, 
whilst  it  would  be  no  encouragement  to 
the  officers  of  the  Army  if  they  found  the 
War  Office  was  going  to  defend  itself  by 
reference  to  Regulations  remote  and 
almost  impossible  of  interpretation,  and 
technical  details. 

Mr.   CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
was  glad  his  hon.  Friend   had  brought 
forward  this   case  in  so   temperate  and 
reasonable  a  spirit.     It    was   a   case  in 
which    a    great    deal    of     strong    lan- 
guage   had    been    employed    from    first 
to     last.     With    regard     to     what     he 
said    last   year    with    reference    to   the 
possibility  of  evasion  of  foreign  service, 
he  referrod  to  that  in  justification  of  the 
somewhat  strict  and  severe  action  which 
was  taken  by  the  Director  General  of  the 
Medical  Staff    At  the  time  the  Director 
General  was  dealing  with  Dr.  Briggs  it 
was  his  duty  to  bear  in  mind  that  the 
line   that    gentleman   was   taking    was 
such  as  would  lead  to  his  escaping  loreign 
service,  to  the  detriment  of  some  of  his 
colleagues   in    his    Department.      That 
was  what  he  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
stated,  and  it  was  the  true  view  of  the 
necessity  of  the  duty  which  lay  upon  the 
Director  General. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  :  As  a  general 
principle,  but  not  applying  to  an  indi- 
vidual case. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  if  he  and  the  hon.  Member  were 
officers  in  that  position,  if  they  were  to 
bring  forward  a  number  of  reasons  for 
staying  in  this  country  and  evading 
foreign  service,  and  if  this  course  was 
persisted  in  for  some  time,  that  would  be 
a  very  good  reason  for  the  Director 
General  looking  very  closely  into  it  and 
testing  it  as  well  as  he  could  by  every 
means  in  his  power.  The  point  rather 
was  as  to  the  treatment  of  Surgeon- 
Colonel  Briggs  since  last  year,  and  since 
he  was  restored  to  the  Army.  He  need 
hardly  say  that  the  theory  of  the  rela- 
tions of  the  War  Office  to  Dr.  Briggs 
l>eing  pervaded  by  the  odour  of  the 
Connemara  case  was  perfectly  absurd. 
Personally,  he  had  no  interest  one  wav  or 
the  other.     Tlmt  was  to  say,  he  had  no 
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did  uot  know,  bat  Dr.  Allen  might  have 
longer  service  than  Dr.  Briggs.  At  anj 
rate,  he  was  treated  in  aniexactlj  similar 
manner. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  :  He  could  not  hare 
had  20  years*  service. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  would  make  inquiry  as  to  that, 
but  he  was  informed  that  the  treatment 
was  exactly  similar.  The  individual 
circumstances  might  have  been  different, 
and  he  might  have  had  a  longer  service 
than  Dr.  Briggs.  At  all  events,  Dr. 
Briggs  had  been  treated  on  a  principle 
from  which  the  War  Office  could  not 
depart,  and  a  principle  which  was  laid 
down  in  the  Royal  Warrants.  An  officer 
of  this  Department  could  uot,  until  be 
had  served  20  vears,  receive  more  than 
£1  28.  6d.  per  day,  and  could  uot  retire 
on  pension  but  only  on  a  gratuity.  Dr. 
Briggs  had  retired  on  a  gratuity,  and  had 
received  a  gratuity,  and  had  received 
from  first  to  last  everything  that 
an  officer  in  his  rank  and  with  his  length 
of  service  could  receive.  There  had 
been  nothing  whatever  done  in  his  case 
which  would  not  be  done  in  the  case  of 
any  other  officer  similarly  situated,  and 
he  could  assure  his  hon.  Friend  that  if  be 
doubted  it  he  should  be  ready  to  point 
out  to  him — because  it  was  too  technical 
a  matter  to  explain  to  the  House — the 
precise  clause  in  the  Warrant,  and  the 
precise  effect,  so  that  he  thought  he  could 
easily  convince  him  that  the  matter  was 
as  he  had  said. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green) 
said,  he  desired  to  bring  before  the  notice 
of  the  Committee  a  matter  of  the  most 
pressing  importance  to  the  community  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  because  he 
thought  that  on  this  Vote  would  come 
the  question  of  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the  Pigeon-House  Fort  in  Dublin. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  that  comes 
under  the  Works  Vote. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  On  this  Vote  can  I 
not  raise  the  question  of  the  main  drain* 
age  and  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  relation  to  it  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Not  on  this 
Vote. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  There  was  a  Depart- 
mental  Inquiry  Into  the  main  drainage, 
and  the  Committee  of  Tnqniry  included 
the  medical  men  whose  acts  we  are  dis* 


interest  in  the  matter,  or  no  sympathy  in 
the  least  in  that  case.  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Commandex>-in-Chief  hod  at 
last— after  having  been  provoked  to  it 
time  after  time  without  taking  any 
notice  of  the  attacks  made  upon  him — 
stated  in  the  most  open  way  that 
from  first  to  last,  neither  directly  nor 
indirectly,  had  he  ever  been  influenced  by 
anything  of  the  sort.  It  was  a  complete 
delusion  to  think  that  that  case  had  in- 
fluenced the  matter  in  the  slightest 
decree.  Putting  that  aside,  therefore, 
and  dealing  with  Surgeon-Colonel  Briggs 
as  they  should  with  any  other  officer, 
this  gentleman  applied  to  retire  at  a  cer- 
tain  rate  of  pay,  and  he  claimed  a  certain 
rate  of  pay  which,  according  to  the 
Articles  and  Warraut  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  read,  could  not  be  given 
to  him.  When  he  was  promoted  he  was 
not  promoted  to  a  higher  rate  of  pay 
within  his  rank,  but  to  another  rank  al- 
together, and  he  had  the  immediate 
benefit  of  that  increased  rank.  But  he 
could  not  receive  any  higher  pay  until 
he  had  served  20  years,  because  pay  iu 
the  medical  staff,  whether  the  officer  be 
a  surgeon-major  or  surgeon-colonel,  was 
governed  by  length  of  service,  not  by  any 
other  considerations,  and  Dr.  Briggs 
would  uot  have  been  in  any  circum- 
stances entitled  to  the  higher  rate  of  pay 
of  258.  per  day  until  he  had  served  20 
years,  nor  on  retirement  would  he  be  en- 
titled to  anything  except  a  gratuity. 
The  fact  of  his  being  promoted  specially 
did  not  alter  that  circumstance  in  the 
least,  because,  whether  in  the  case  of  a 
surgeon-major  or  a  surgeon-lieutenant- 
colonel,  the  pay  went  by  length  of  ser- 
vice. Surgeon-Colonel  Briggs  had  been 
treated  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the 
officers  who  were  promoted  with  him  at 
the  same  time.  Two  of  them  were  out 
of  comparison,  because  of  circumstances 
peculiar  to  themselves,  one  being  in  the 
employment  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment. Surgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel  Allen 
was  promoted  under  exactly  similiar  cir- 
cnmstauces  on  the  same  date,  and  he  was 
treated  equally  with  him.  He  applied 
for  promotion  at  the  rate  of  £1  2s.  6d. 
per  day,  which  was  given  alike  to  sur- 
geon-majors and  surgeon-lieutenant- 
colonels  of  15  years'  service. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT:  Is  Dr.  Allen 
not  in  receipt  of  a  higher  rate  of  pay 
now  ? 

Mr.  Campbell' Bannerman 


cussing. 
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Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

There  is  a  Vote  (No.  12)  for  the  Army 
Sanitary  Committee.  That  is  the  indi- 
Tidual  Committee  to  which  this  matter 
was  referred,  and  as  I  am  the  culprit 
who  referred  it,  and  acted  on  the  advice 
of  sach  Committee,  perhaps  the  hon. 
Memher  had  better  bring  it  on  apon  the 
War  Office  Vote  in  which  I  am  con- 
cerned. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
said  that,  in  regard  to  the  case  of  Dr. 
^''if^^B,  he,  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
York,  had  given  a  Notice  on  the  question 
morq  than  12  months  ago,  and  thej  hod, 
as  they  thought,  got  the  matter  settled. 
It  would  appear,  however,  that  the 
matter  was  not  settled,  and  that  the  ill- 
treatment  of  Dr.  Briggs  continued.  The 
Secretary  for  War  did  not  think  that 
Dt.  Briggs  had  been  badly  treated,  but, 
to  his  (Mr.Morton^s)  mind,  there  did  not 
seem  to  be  any  doubt  about  it.  It  was 
all  very  well  for  the  Director  General  to 
excuse  liis  own  conduct  by  saying  th^t 
there  were  doctors  who  tried  to  escape 
foreign  service.  He  had  no  right  to 
make  that  charge  against  Dr.  Briggs, 
for  if  there  was  one  man  who  had  done 
duty  in  the  Service  in  foreign  parts  it 
was  that  gentleman.  Dr.  Briggs  had 
told  the  authorities  why  he  was  required 
to  stay  in  this  country — namely,  that  it 
was  incumbent  on  him  to  defend  his  own 
honour  in  the  Law  Courts.  Notwith- 
standing that,  the  Director  General  made 
a  paltry  excuse  for  harsh  treatment,  aud 
it  was  surprising  to  find  the  Secretary  for 
War  defending  that  excuse. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 

said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  misstating 
what  had  fallen  from  him.  He  had  not 
said  that  Dr.  Briggs  was  illtreated  on 
that  ground  at  all.  He  did  not  wish  to 
go  back  into  ancient  history,  and  he 
would  merely  say  that  Dr.  Briggs  was 
reinstated  on  the  admission  that  he  had 
suffered  under  circumstances  which  did 
not  feave  reproach  on  him.  All  he  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  had  said,  which 
was  made  so  much  of  afterwards,  was  in 
jastification  of  the  strict  and  almost  severe 
attitude  assumed  by  the  Director  General, 
who  had  to  be  always  on  his  guard 
against  cases  which  had  a  very  plausible 
appearance  at  the  time,  and  which  might 
have  the  effect  of  enabling  an  officer  to 
escape  certain  duty. 


Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  did  not 
say  there  were  not  medical  officers  in  the 
Army  who  escaped  foreign  service,  though 
he  had  never  heard  of  them.  It  has  not 
been  the  desire  of  Dr.  Briggs  to  Jo  that^ 
however.  He  was  bound,  as  a  mau  of 
honour,  to  stay  in  England,  yet  the 
Director  General  or  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  tried  to  get  him  out  of  the  country 
against  the  interests  of  Lady  Connemara. 
Everyone  knew  how  badly  Lo:d  Con- 
nemara had  treated  his  wife  and  Dr. 
Briggs,  aud  that  at  the  last  moment  he 
failed  to  come  before  the  Court.  The 
statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State  made 
the  case  much  worse  against  the  Director 
General  and  the  Commander-in-Chief. 
If  it  was  said  of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
himself  that  he  desired  to  escape  foreign 
service  no  doubt  it  would  be  right,  but  to 
bring  that  charge  against  Dr.  Briggs  was 
altogether  out  of  the  question.  It  was 
most  improper  to  attempt  to  interfere 
with  a  witness  before  a  Court  of  Law  and 
with  a  man  in  the  position  of  Dr.  Briggs. 
Doubtless  Dr.  Briggs  had  shown  a  warm 
temper,  but  anyone  else  in  his  posi- 
tion would  have  showed  irritation  and 
temper.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of 
screening  the  vile  deeds  of  Lord  Con- 
nemara that  the  attempt  was  made  to  get 
Dr.  Briggs  out  of  the  country 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  altogether  out  of  Order  in  making 
such  statements. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  the  salary 
of  the  Director  General  came  under  this 
Vote,  therefore  he  had  imagined  that 
these  observations  would  be  in  Order. 
However,  the  case  was  so  well-known 
that  he  (Mr.  Morton)  did  not  desire  to 
go  further  into  it.  So  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  should  not  have  brought  it 
up  again  to-day.  He  was  glad  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  had  done  so,  and  he 
thanked  him  for  his  action,  for  these 
medical  officers  ought  to  be  protected. 
He  should  not  be  afraid  on  this  Vote  or 
on  any  other  Vote  to  do  his  duty,  and 
defend  the  humblest  doctor  in  Her 
Majesty *s  Service. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said,  he  had  taken  great 
interest  in  this  case  from  the  beginning, 
and  had  been  in  communication  with  Dr. 
Briggs  with  regard  to  it.  He  must  say 
he  regretted  the  tone  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  had  adopted.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  brought  the 
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case  forward  most  teinperatelji  and  Le 
had  beeu  fairly  met  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  aud  io  a  calm  and  dis- 
passiouate  view  of  the  subject  he  (Dr. 
Furquharson  was  bound  to  say  he  believed 
Dr.  Briggs  had  been  treated  with  justice. 
He  thought  Dr.  Briggs's  claim  had  beeu 
most  adequately  met,  aud  he  unreservedly 
accepted  the  statement  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  Ho  did  not  believe 
that  the  Commander-in-Chief  had  been 
in  the  slightest  degree  actuated  by  the 
sinister  motives  that  had  beeu  attributed 
to  him.  He  would  confess  that  at  one 
time  he  held  a  different  view,  but  he  un- 
reservedly withdrew  anything  he  had 
said  to  that  effect.  He  thought  the  hou. 
Gentleman  opposite  would  be  well 
advised  in  accepting  the  statement  of  the 
Secretary  for  War  and  allowing  the 
matter  to  drop. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  had 
disposed  absolutely  of  all  the  rumours 
current  as  to  interference  on  the  part  of 
the  Commander-in-Chief,  and  also  of  the 
idea  that  Dr.  Briggs  had  been  unfairly 
treated  in  the  matter.  The  whole  ques- 
tion resolved  itself  into  this  :  Had  Dr. 
Briggs  been  treated  in  the  same  way  as 
Dr.  Allen  ?  The  Secretary  for  War  in- 
formed them  that  the  treatment  had  been 
the  same,  and  if  that  were  so  he  did  not 
see  that  Dr.  Briggs  had  received  any  ill- 
treatment  at  all.  The  whole  thing 
hinged  on  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  they  had  both  been  treated  alike ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  who  had  introduced 
the  question  said  that  was  not  so,  on  the 
authority  of  Dr.  Briggs  himself. 

In  reply  to  Dr.  Kenny, 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  he  had 
distinctly  ruled  that  the  question  of  main 
drainage  in  Dublin  and  the  action  of  the 
Military  Sanitary  Committee  could  not 
be  dealt  with  on  this  Vote. 

•Mr.  PIERPOINT  said,  if  he  could 
show  the  Secretary  for  War  that  he  had 
been  misinformed  as  to  Dr.  Allen  would 
he  be  willing  to  reconsider  the  case  of 
Surgeon-Colonel  Briggs,  with  the  view  of 
putting  him  in  the  same  category  as 
Surgeon-Colonel  Allen,  who  was  in  India  ? 
Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM an 
said,  he  knew  nothing  about  the  case  of 
Surgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel  Allen,  ex- 
cept what  had  been  stated  to  him.  He 
knew,  however,  that  Sur^eoq-I^ieu^oant- 


Colonel  Brigffs  had  received  all  the  money 
he  was  entitled  to  receive  under  the 
Warrant — every  penny.  However  willing 
he  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  might  be 
to  give  him,  say  £1,000,  he  could  not  do 
it.  He  had  no  funds  with  which  to  do 
it.  He  could  only  give  him  what  he  was 
entitled  to — no  more  and  no  less. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  naid,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  him 
the  opportunity  he  would  interpret  the 
Rules  within  two  hours  as  to  obvk)ii»ly 
show  that  his  contention  was  right. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  arrangements  made  far  the 
treatment  of  the  wounded  in  war.  He 
was  informed  that  very  little  prepara- 
tion was  made — that  those  officers  and 
men,  whose  duty  it  would  be  to  attend  to 
the  wounded  on  the  field  of  battle,  haA 
little  preparation  in  time  of  peace  to  fit 
them  for  duty.  He  understood  that  at 
the  Autumn  Manoeuvres  at  the  Cnrragh 
and  at  Aldershot  it  was  intended  to  em- 
ploj*  bearer  companies  and  field  hospitalsy 
and  he  should  like  to  know  to  what 
extent  this  was  to  be  done.  It  was  only 
to  be  at  two  stations,  and  the  Annj 
medical  officers  complained  generally 
that  neither  they  nor  the  men  under 
them  had  an  opportunity  of  practising 
the  kind  of  work  they  would  have  to  do 
on  the  battlefield.  They  ought  to  be  in- 
structed in  the  use  of  hospital  boxes  and 
haversacks.  Looking  at  the  enormous 
number  of  wounded  there  would  be  in 
future  battles,  this  was  one  of  the  most 
important  matters  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  have  his  attentioo 
drawn  to.  It  was  one  in  which  the 
public  took  a  great  deal  of  interest. 
Why  should  they  run  the  risk  of  their 
medical  officers  and  staff  being  unfit  to 
perform  the  important  dutiea  they  were 
called  upon  to  discharge  on  the  battle- 
field owing  to  the  want  of  traiuiog  in 
time  of  peace  ?  But  not  only  did  the 
medical  officers  complain  of  want  oC 
training,  they  complained,  to  some 
extent  also,  of  the  inadequaoy  of  theit 
numbers.  It  was  difficult  to  obtAia 
accurate  information  with  regard  to  tboae 
matters  in  foreign  Services,  but  he  m'aa 
told  that  the  German  Army  Corpa  had 
twice  as  many  regimental  medical 
officers,  twice  as  many  field  hospitals,, 
and  twice  as  many  beds  in  the  hoflpitala 
as  there  were  in  our  Service.    He 
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infonned  also  that  the  uumber  of  men  set 
apart  in  our  Service  for  duty  in  the  field 
hospitals  had  been  yery  much  reduced  in 
recent  jears.  The  system  was  started  in 
1878,  and  the  staff  for  each  division  then 
was  :  8  medical  officers,  2  quartermasters, 
and  142  non-commissioned  officers  and 
men.  In  1884  the  staff  was  consider- 
ably reduced,  so  that  at  present  there 
were  in  attendance  on  each  division  of 
between  8,000  and  10,000  men  only  six 
medical  officers  and  120  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  men,  the  quarter- 
masters having  been  done  away  with 
altogether.  There  was  also  a  complaint 
as  to  the  small  number  of  attendants  in 
the  field  hospitals,  there  being  only  one 
to  ev&ry  seven  men.  In  civil  hospitals 
there  was  one  attendant  to  every  three 
and  a  quarter  patients ;  and  Lord  Wolseley, 
in  an  article  in  <9be  of  the  magazines,  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  smallest 
number  ought  to  be— one  attendant  to 
every  five  men.  There  was  another  im- 
portant matter  in  connection  with  this 
subject  to  which  he  desired  to  call  atten- 
tion. So  far  as  he  knew,  at  the  present 
moment  there  was  no  branch  of  the 
Army  Medical  Service  to  look  after  the 
transport  of  the  ambulance  and  water 
casks  in  time  of  war.  The  work  was 
thrown  on  the  Army  Service  Corps,  and 
as  that  corps  was  not  entitled  to  wear  the 
Geneva  Cross,  they  would  not  be  pro- 
tected under  the  Geneva  Convention  in 
their  work  of  mercy  on  the  field  of  battle. 
He  thought  that  the  men  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  such  work  ought  to  have 
the  protection  of  the  Geneva  Cross,  and 
he  trusted  the  Government  would  take 
this  most  important  question  into  im- 
mediate consideration. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  will  refer  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  to  those  who  advise  me  in  these 
matters.  But  I  wish  to  say,  as  a  general 
reply  to  all  those  complaints  which  are 
made  in  newspapers,  and  otherwise,  and 
particularly  by  private  Members  in  the 
House,  that  I  hope  hon.  Members  will 
remember  that  I  am  not  absolutely 
without  intelligent  military  advisers. 
To  mention  only  two  names,  I  have  as 
advisers  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  and  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood,  and  I  cannot  conceive  two 
men  likely  to  be  more  alive  to  every 
particular  requirement  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Army.  I  would  appeal  to  hon. 
Members,  therefore,  when  they  receive 


letters  pointing  to  the  dreadful  state  of 
some  department  of  the  Army,  and  to  the 
gross  neglect  of  certain  very  obvious 
duties,  to  remember  that  there  are  at  the 
head  of  affairs  such  high,  authorities  as 
the  officers  I  have  mentioned.  But  still, 
I  will  bring  before  them  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  has  stated,  and  see 
whether  they  agree  with  him  in  the 
matter  of  the  care  and  of  the  transport 
of  the  wounded  on  the  field  of  battle. 
As  regards  the  question  of  trainings 
there  have  been  a  number  of  men  of  the 
medical  staff  in  training  at  Aldershot  for 
some  time.  I  saw  them  myself  march 
past  at  the  Queen's  Birthday  parade,  and 
I  was  told  by  officers  on  the  spot  that 
they  were  doing  splendid  work,  and  that 
the  training  was  of  the  most  useful  kind. 
There  is  something  of  the  kind  also  at 
the  Curragh.  This  is  the  first  year  that 
anything  of  this  nature  has  been  done. 
It  is,  no  doubt,  on  a  small  scale  at 
present ;  but  we  are  feeling  our  way,  and 
probably  the  work  of  training  will  be 
largely  extended  in  the  future.  With  re- 
gard to  the  numbers  in  the  medical  staffs 
the  opinion  is  that  they  may  with  advan- 
tage be  increased,  and  accordingly  we 
have  made  a  small  addition  to  the 
medical  staff  in  this  Vote.  I  may  add 
that  I  have  made  such  an  addition  as 
the  funds  at  our  disposal  will  allow. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  complained  of  him  for 
bringing  this  matter  forward 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No ;  I  did  not  find  fault  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  I  cautioned  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
remember  when  they  receive  letters,  or 
see  stories  in  the  newspapers,  that  at  the 
headquarters  of  the  Army  there  are  men 
with  heads  on  their  shoulders. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  there  were  also 
men  Avith  heads  on  their  shoulders  out- 
side headquarters.  There  were  the 
medical  officers,  and  they  complained  that 
in  time  of  peace  there  was  no  kind  of 
training  for  the  duties  they  would  have 
to  discharge  in  war.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  was  no  foundation 
for  those  complaints.  But  there  was  at 
least  this  foundation,  that  nothing  had 
been  done  in  the  matter  till  this  year* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  away  his 
whole  case  when  he  admitted  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  and  stated  that 
something  had  been  done  this  year  which 
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bftd  Dot  been  doue  in  past  years.  He 
thoagbt  there  was  DOthiDg  more  im- 
portant than  the  taking  of  measures  in 
times  of  peace,  whicii  would  ensure  the 
adequate  care  and  protection  of  the 
wounded  on  the  field  of  battle. 
•Sir  F.  FITZWYGRAM  (South 
Hants,  Fareham)  said,  he  desired  to  im- 
press on  the  Secretary  for  War  the 
absolute  necessity  of  making  some  pro- 
vision by  which  medical  officers  who  re- 
turned home  after  five  years  of  foreign 
service  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
attending  for  six  months,  or  certainly  for 
three  months,  in  some  of  the  great  general 
hospitals  of  Edinburgh  and  London. 
Medical  science  did  not  stand  still,  and 
any  medical  man  who  was  out  of  the 
country  for  any  time  and  away  from 
general  medical  practice  was  liable  to  fall 
behind,  and  the  opportunity  of  enabling 
him  to  get  abreast  of  medical  science 
again  should  be  taken  when  he  came 
home  after  service  abroad.  If  this  were 
not  done  the  medical  officers  would  go 
abroad  for  another  five  years,  so  that  10 
years  would  elapse  before  he  could  get  any 
opportunity  for  general  practice. 

Colonel  KEN YON  -  SL ANE Y 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  from  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
steps  had  been  taken  to  ensure,  so  far  as 
it  could  be  done  by  training  in  times  of 
peace,  that  the  wounded  would  be  pro- 
perly attended  to  on  the  battle-field. 
They  should  recollect  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  fighting,  especially  in  our  smaller 
wars,  was  done  by  small  scattered  bodies 
of  men,  for  all  of  which  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  make  complete  medical  ar- 
rangements. It  would,  therefore,  be  of 
considerable  advantage  if  the  officers, 
and  possibly  some  of  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers,  of  each  regiment  had  the 
opportunity  of  subjecting  themselves  to 
a  course  of  medical  instruction  ^uch  as 
was  known  as  "First  Aid  to  the 
Wounded,''so  that  in  cases  of  emergency, 
when  regular  medical  help  was  not 
available,  they  might  be  able  to  attend  to 
the  injured.  He  would  also  like  to  know 
whether  any  advance  had  been  made  in 
the  shape  and  construction  of  the  carts 
for  carrying  water  which  were  sent  out 
for  service  in  dry  countries  when  the 
Army  was  in  the  fielc^^  It  was  some 
time  since  he  had  had  ex^rience  of  those 
carts  ;  but  they  were  thel^  most  cumber- 
flome,   old-fashioned,   and    inconvenient, 

Mr.  Hanbuty 


and  that  the  water  could  only  be  ob- 
tained from  them  very  slowly.  Old 
officers  would  recognise  how  necessary  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  discipline,  that  the 
means  of  supplying  water  in  the  course 
of  an  engagement  should  be  as  rapid  and 
as  convenient  as  possible,  for  there  was 
nothing  so  hard  as  to  maintain  discipline 
in  a  crowd  of  men  half-mad  with  thirst, 
surrounding  those  carts  and  longing  to 
get  at  the  water,  during  a  lull  in  the 
fighting. 

•Mr.  PIERPOINT  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War 
would  not  think  him  too  persistent  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  Dr.  Briggs  ;  bnt  be 
desired  to  point  out  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  no  reply  to  the  sug- 
gestion he  had  thrown  out  that  the  case 
ought  to  be  referred  to  some  Commission 
of  Inquiry.  * 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERM an 
said,  he  did  not  see  the  need  for  an 
inquiry.  The  question  had  been  settled. 
Dr.  Briggs  had  been  restored  to  the 
Army,  and  now,  at  his  own  request,  had 
been  retired.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion about  the  water-carts,  ho  understood 
that  a  new  water-cart  had  been  adopted 
and  made  in  considerable  quantities,  and 
was  believed  to  be  the  very  thing  that 
was  required.  The  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  there  should 
be  some  elementary  instruction  in  the 
care  of  the  wounded  in  piping  times  of 
peace  was  a  good  one,  and  he  would  bear 
it  in  mind.  He  also  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Fareham  that 
medical  officers  who  were  on  foreign  ser- 
vice were  liable  to  get  out  of  touch  with 
the  progress  of  medical  science,  but  the 
question  of  finances  really  stood  in  the 
way  of  carrying  out  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmitb)  desired  to  say,  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  War,  that  they  did  not  forget 
that  there  were  good  men  at  the  head  of 
affiairs  at  the  War  Office.  But  what  they 
complained  of  was  that  some  of  the  re- 
commendations of  those  men  were  not 
attended  to,  but,  for  financial  reasons,  were 
placed  on  one  side.  He  was  not  referring 
to  the  present  Government  in  particalar, 
for  the  complaint  had  to  be  made  in  re- 
gard to  every  Government.  He  wonld 
say  further,  that  the  observationa  which 
were  made  in  the  coarse  of  this  DebiUe 
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were  niftde  m  a  friendly  spirit,  and  were 
ioteniled  to  point  out,  in  tbe  interest  of 
the  Army,  serious  defects  in  its  adminis- 
tratioD. 

Ma.  A.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  last 
Session  be  bad  asked  five  or  six  ques- 
tions on  the  subject  of  the  training  of 
tiie  medical  sUff,   the   result  of  which 
were      that     the    Secretary     for     War 
had  promised  that  the  training  would  be 
oommenced  this   year.     He  knew  that 
something     had     been     done     in    that 
direction,  but  he  was  sure  that  every- 
thing that  ought  to  be  done  had  not  been 
<ione.      He  could  not  understand  what 
the  right    hon.    Gentleman    meant    by 
**  newspaper    stories.'*       If     the     right 
hon.   Gentleman   referred    to     him,   he 
oojld    tell    him   that    he   had    got  his 
information,  which  indeed  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemao  had  admitted  to  be  correct, 
from  a  different  source   altogether.     In 
any  case,  aneers  at  the  newspapers  were 
OQt  of  pUoe,  because  the  Army  was  in- 
debted for  many  of  its  uiodern  reforms 
to  the  exposure  of  evils   by   the  news- 
papers.    The   training  of    the   medical 
stoff  was  a  very  important  matter  indeed, 
for  there    was   a  strong  feeling  in  the 
country  that  the  rank  and  file  should  be 
treated  in   the  field  of  battle  and  else- 
where juat  as  well  as  the  officers.     He 
was   not   satisfied   that  everything  that 
ought  to  be  done  had  been  done,  and  he 
thwefore  hoped    that     the   War   Office 
anihorities  would  pay  more  heed  to  the 
com  plain  la  and  recommendations  of  the 
surgeons   who  went  about  amongst  tbe 
men,  and   best  knew  their  needs  and  re- 
quirements.    He   noticed  in   the   Votes 
that  the  forage  allowance  of  the  surgeon- 
major-generaT  was  7s.  3d.  per  day  ;  of 
the  surgeon-colonel  4s.  lid.  a  dny,  and 
of  tbe  other  surgeons  2s.  7d.  a  day.    He 
could  not  understand  why  there  should 
be  this  differenoe  in  the  allowances.  Did 
the  horse  of   the  surgeou-major-general 
eat  more,  or  was  he  fed  in  a  different 
way   from  the  horses  of  the  other  sur- 
geons ?     His  own  opinion  was  that  the 
horsea  of  the  ordinary  surgeons  who  did 
the  work  ought  to  be  better  treated  and 
fed  than  the  horses  of  the  mere  figore- 


M«.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  the  explanation  of  tbe  differences  In 
tlie  allowaocee  was  that  the  surgeon- 
major-general  had  more  horsei  and  re- 


quired more  horses    than   the  ordinary 
surgeons. 

•Sir  G.  CHESNEY  (Oxford)  said, 
the  replies  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War  on  this  Vote  con- 
firmed him  in  the  opinion  which  he  had 
long  held,  that  a  change  in  the  system  of 
dealing  with  the  Military  Estimates  was 
very  much  required,  both  in  the  interests 
of  the  Army   and  the  interests   of  the 

conntrv. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentlemnn  is  not  in  Order  in  dis- 
cussing generally  the  mode  of  presenting 
the  Estimates.  He  muKt  confine  himself 
to  the  Medical  Service  Vote. 

•Sib  G.  CHESNEY  said,  he  would 
move  to  reduce  the  Vote  for  the  Medical 
Service  by  £500,  because  he  felt  that 
the  Committee  had  not  sufficient  evidence 
before  it  to  form  an  opinion  of  the  merits 
of  the  Vote.  They  had  a  number  of 
medical  officers  serving  at  homo  and 
abroad,  but  they  had  no  means  of  forming 
an  opinion  as  to  the  reai*onabIeness  or 
otherwise  of  their  services.  The  fact 
was  that  the  business  of  Supply  was 
practically  crowded  out  by  the  other 
business  of  Parliament,  and  ho  submitted 
that  it  would  be  a  very  great  improve- 
ment if  this  particular  Vote  and  certain 

other  Votes 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Gentleman  must  confine  him- 
self to  this  particular  Vote. 

•Sir  G.  CHESNEY  said,  he  would  do 
so,  but  he  would  suggest  that  it  would 
be  a  great  advantage  to  the  Public  Service, 
if  not  to  the  Committee,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  refer  these  Votes  to  a 
Select  Committee  for  inquiry  and  ex- 
tennion. 

The  chairman  :  Those  are  ques- 
tions  for  the  House,  and  not  for  the  Com- 
mittee, on  this  particular  Vote ;  the 
object  of  the  Committee  now  is  to  discuss 
tht)  items  of  this  Vote. 

•Sir  G.  CHESNEY  said,  he  under- 
stoo<l  that  one  of  the  first  duties  of  all 
Members  of  the  House  was  to  take 
part  in  Supply,  and  his  contention  was 
that  they  had  not  the  information  before 
them  on  which  to  form  an  opinion  on  the 
meriU  of  the  question.  The  House  had 
got  into  the  habit  of  passing  these  Votes 
upon  inadequate  information,  and  they 
owed  a  duty  to  their  constituents  and  to 
the  ratepayers  to  see  that  the  business  of 
granting  Supply  should  be  properly  per* 
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formed  ;  aud  he  therefore  ventured  to 
submit  to  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  that 
this  Vote  should  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee to  examine  it  with  a  view 

The  chairman  :  I  have  abeady 
told  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
that  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  he  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  them  some 
further  information  about  a  matter  he  had 
already  addressed  to  him  once  this 
Session,  and  that  was  whether  provision 
had  or  had  not  been  made  for  the  annual 
training  regarding  medical  transports. 
At  the  present  moment  there  was  abso- 
lutely no  transport  at  all  for  the  Army 
Medical  Service  in  time  of  war,  and  con- 
sequently the  whole  of  the  waggons,  &c^ 
would  have  to  be  furnished  upon  the  out- 
break of  war.  He  asked  some  time  ago 
what  arrangements  were  made,  and  he 
was  informed  that  the  Army  Service 
horses  and  drivers  were  allocated  to  the 
hospital  corps  in  peace,  and  that  practice 
would  be  followed  in  time  of  war.  He  ' 
asked  if  that  practice  was  followed  by  | 
any  other  Army  in  Europe,  and  whether  | 
members  of  a  combatant  corps  would  be 
permitted  to  wear  the  Geneva  Cross  and 
be  regarded  as  forming  part  of  the  trans- 
port of  the  Medical  Army  Corps.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  it  was  the 
fact  that  in  the  other  Armies  abroad  the 
practice  was  adopted,  and  that  there  was 
no  doubt  that  the  Geneva  Convention 
would  give  the  necessary  permission. 
He  was  sorry  to  say  he  did  not  take 
advantage  of  the  opportunity  given  him 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  consult- 
ing with  an  officer  in  the  Department, 
but  he  believed  there  was  some  miscon- 
ception on  this  point.  It  was  true  there 
were  certain  persons  who  wereallowed  to 
wear  the  brasseur  of  the  Geneva  Con- 
vention, and  if  not  absolutely  entitled 
they  received  protection  under  fire.  But 
there  were  tvfobrasseurSy  one  &  temporary 
brasseur  which  was  given  to  the  men 
employed  in  the  removal  of  the  wounded 
after  a  battle,  but  that  was  mainly  to 
protect  them  from  being  shot  as 
deserters,  and  to  escape  the  charge 
of  malingering.  There  was  also 
the  brasseur  of  the  Convention,  which 
was  given  to  all  the  men  who  were 
properly  enlisted  in  the  medical  corps. 
The  question  was  what  they  were  to  do 
in   their  own   Army   in   time   of    war. 

Sir  G.  Ckesnejf 


Hitherto  their  wars  had  mainly  been  with 
semi-savages.  In  the  Boer  war  the 
Boers  refused  to  recognise  the  Geneva 
Cross  in  the  case  of  transport  drivers  who 
belonged  to  a  combatant  corps,  and  he 
(Mr.  Arnold-Forster)  thought  they  were 
justified  when  these  men  might  be  en- 
gaged one  day  in  transporting  medical 
stores  and  the  next  in  transporting 
ammunition,  and  therefore  they  ought 
not  to  be  recognised  as  non-combatants. 
If  the  difficulty  was  to  be  got  over  in 
time  of  war  they  must  contribute  a  cer- 
tain number  of  drivers  and  horses  who 
were  now  on  the  strength  of  the  Army 
Service  Corps  and  assign  them  to  the 
Army  Medical  Corps.  He  admitted  this 
was  a  difficult  operation,  because  every 
man  and  horse  they  assigned  for  this 
duty  must  be  taken  from  the  Army  Ser- 
vice Corps  as  it  existed  at  the  present 
time,  and  the  difficulty  he  imagined  would 
be  in  regard  to  the  provision  that  was 
proposed  to  meet  the  demand  from  mem- 
bers of  the  Reserves.  He  presumed  the 
matter  would  have  been  well  thought  out» 
though  he  had  not  seen  any  statement  to 
the  effect  that  it  had  been  done  or  was 
contemplated.  He  should  therefore  be 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Medical  Service,  would 
inform  them  what  arrangement  had  been 
made  and  what  shrinkage  it  would  cause 
in  the  Transport  Service  and  in  the  Army 
Service  Corps.  There  would  have  to  he 
a  very  large  increase  made  in  both  Ser- 
vices in  case  of  mobilisation.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  give  them  some  information  on  the^e 
points. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will  allow  me 
to  make  some  further  inquiries  into  this 
matter.  The  point  raised  is  one  of  very 
great  importance,  but  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  answer  it  now. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  there  were  two  or  three  small 
matters  he  wished  to  ask  a  question  or 
two  about,  and  the  first  of  these  came 
under  Sub-head  3.  He  had  a  fiiend  ao 
apothecary,  and  he  pointed  out  that  if 
reference  was  made  to  the  appendix 
apothecaries  ranked  by  their  pay  rela- 
tively with  surgeon  captains  and  surgeon 
lieut^nanls<  This  friend  of  his  pointed 
out  that  whilst  the  surgeon  captain  onJjr 
got  158.  a  day  the  apothecary  got  18«.  a 
day,  and  be  also  said  that  they  were  not 
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■deqiiAtaly  oonsSdered   ia  their  relstion 
to  other    nuks.       There  were  snrgeou 
eaptaioB,  sorgeon  colonels,  and  surgeon 
geoMvlsy  and  why  should  there  not  be  an 
apotheoaiyeaptaio,  an  apothecary  colonel, 
or  ao  apoibecary  general  ?  [^Laughter.'] 
Hon.  Members  might  laagh,  but  the  one 
was  not  more  laughable  than  the  other. 
If  they  had  a  surgeon  who  preferred  to 
be  called  a  captain,  a  oolonel,  or  a  general 
be  could  imagine  the  same  ambition  ani- 
nating  the  breast  of  an  apothecary.     He 
noderstood  there  were  two  apothecaries, 
but  that  the  one  at  Woolwich  wa^  to  be 
abolished,  and  if  so  who  was  to  make  up 
the  medicines  ?     Hi8  friend  pointed  out 
to  him  that  the  compounding  of  medicines 
wai«  of  the  utmost  imjmrtAnce,  and  that 
th«  lires  of   very  qiany  persons   might 
he     at      the     mercy     of      an     apothe- 
eaiT*s  mistake,  and    hi^   friend   claimed 
that      these      apothecaries     should     be* 
continued,      and      therefore     he     asked 
why  the  remaining  apotheeiiricH  of  Eng- 
Und  were    to  be  al)oIi8bed  ?     Then  he 
came  to  the  question  of  the  medical  staff, 
and  in  regard   to  this  matter  ho  found 
that  the  pofltal  expenses  nmounte<l  to  the 
ram  of  £l,O50  in  the  year.     Taking  the 
instance  of   Ireland,  there   h(*  found  th*3 
postage  was  put  down  at  £2oO   during 
the  year.     That  seemed  to  be  an  enor- 
mous  sum.     Assuming  they   were  pro- 
hibited from   using   halfpenny   postage- 
<^tfds,  that  would  rt^present  60,000  letters 
in  the  coume  of  the  year.     What  could 
be  the  necessity  of  writing  60,000  letters 
from  Ireland  to  England  ?     Was  it  that 
the   system    was   too   much  centralised, 
that  no  one  was  allowed  to  do  anything 
without  first  referring   to   London  ?     If 
•0,  hare  was  a  case  in  which  much  money 
might  be  saved  and  the  eflScieney  of  the 
Service  greatly  increased.     He  thought 
when  the  Committee  came  to  realise  that 
£1,050  was  put   down  as  postage  they 
would  see  what  an  enormously  extrava- 
gant sum  this  was,  and  from  it  would  be 
able  to  jodge  how  eztravagaut  all  these 
iteoM  wore.     His   third  and   last   point 
was    with    regard    to    civilian   medical 
praetitionersy  the  ooet  for  whom  was  put 
down  at  £7,600.     He  asked   why  this 
was  ?     He  oould  perhaps  suggest  a  rea^ 
son  for  it,  aa  he  had  some  experience  of 
Army  doctors,  not  upon  bis  own  person, 
bat  through  living  in  places,  where  these 
furgeon  eaptains,  colonels,  and  generals 
were  stationed,  and  his  experience  was 


that  wherever  the  officers  could  find  a 
private  practitioner  they  did  so.  He 
hoped  this  was  not  creeping  into  the 
Service  generally,  and  if  it  was  it  ought 
to  be  altered.  When  tbey  had  a  staff 
of  Army  surgeons  he  could  not  see 
why  they  should  employ  these  private 
practitioners  at  all. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  civil  practitioners  were  only 
employed  at  those  scattered  stations 
where  the  Army  surgeon  wa»  not  avail- 
able ;  but  he  a<lmitte<l  that  the  Estimate 
did  seem  rather  a  largo  amount.  With 
regard  to  the  apothecaries,  he  was  glad  to 
Hay  they  were  an  expiring  IkmIv,  and  as 
they  ceased  their  places  were  taken  by  a 
class  of  non-commissioned  officers  who 
were  called  compounders  of  meilicino,  and 
this  was  supposed  to  bo  a  l>ettor  arrange- 
ment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
thought  it  was  extremely  dangerous  to 
hand  over  the  compounding  of  medicines 
to  these  practically  untrained  men.  The 
compounding  of  medicines  should  be  done 
by  trained  persons  who  knew  a  poison 
from  a  blue  pill. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
said,  these  men  were  better  trained  than 
some  of  the  old  apothecaries. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
thought  that  one  observation  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  A.  C. 
Morton)  ought  not  to  be  passed  over  in 
nileuce,  and  that  was  when  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  the  want  of  care  and 
solicitude  for  the  men  on  the  part  of  their 
officers.  If  it  was  once  the  case  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  at  the  present  time,  and  so 
far  now  from  thefe  being  any  want  of  care 
and  solicitude,  the  v&rj  opposite  observa- 
tion applied.  He  had  taken  some  interest 
in  the  matter  of  ambulance  work,  and  he 
thought  the  House  was  indebte<l  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ilanbury) 
for  giving  prominence  to  this  questiou  of 
practical  exercise  in  medical  skill  and 
training,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  a  little  knowledge  of  ambulance 
work  in  the  Army  generally  would  be 
highly  advantageous.  Men  might,  for 
instance,  Iw  taught  first  aid  and  how  to 
act  as  bearers.  He  also  thought  that 
great  advantage  would  accrue  not 
only  from  the  lectures  that  had  been 
suggested,  bat  from  instmetion  in  physi- 
ology,  and  he  hoped  thia  point  would 
not  be  lost  sight  of.     He  was  glad  that 
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the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  had  taken 
seriooslj  the  question  of  transportH  and 
the  immunity  of  the  men  when  engaged 
in  this  work.  It  was  a  question  that 
demanded  very  serious  consideration,  as 
grave  doubts  existed  on  the  subject ; 
and  the  sooner  they  were  settled 
by  International  Convention  the  better. 
He  would  not  go  into  the  point  which  had 
been  ruled  out  of  Order  with  regard  to 
the  examination  of  the  Estimates  by  a 
Select  Committee,  but  he  thought  he 
might  say,  without  being  out  of  Order, 
that  the  method  of  dealing  with  the 
Estimates  did  not  give  a  real  and  effective 
check  to  the  over-expenditure ;  therefore, 
if  they  could  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
for  examination,  reserving  questions  of 
policy  for  the  House,  it  would  be  most 
advantacreous 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  that  in  regard  to  this  point 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  must  not  pursue  that  su^bject ;  it  is  not 
in  Order. 

Mr.  BRODRICE  said,  he  only 
wished  to  make  an  observation  which 
was  germane  to  this  Vote,  and  he  thought 
it  would  not  be  out  of  Order.  Whatever 
might  be  the  course  pursued  with  regard 
to  the  Estimates  generally,  with  regard 
to  this  Vote  it  had  been  most  carefully 
overhauled  by  a  Conunittee  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  This  was  one  of  the  Votes 
to  which  great  exception  was  taken  in 
1887,  and  it  was  examined,  both  in  that 
year  and  the  following  year,  by  Lord 
Randolph  ChurchilPs  Committee,  and  an 
opinion  was  expressed  of  considerable 
weight — namely,  that  having  in  view  the 
large  increasie  in  the  Medical  Service 
during  the  Egyptian  War,  the  time  had 
come  when  considerable  reductions  should 
be  made.  That  was  taken  very  much  to 
heart  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Mr.  Stanhope,  who  committed  the  Vote 
to  a  Committee  of  the  War  Office,  which 
went  into  the  matter,  not  to  see  how  it 
might  be  reduced,  but  to  ascertain  what 
was  necessary  to  put  the  Medical  Ser- 
vice in  an  efficient  form  to  go  into  the 
field.  He  had  not  the  Estimate  before 
him,  bat  he  knew  the  inquiry  resulted  in 
a  great  reduction,  and  that  the  Vote  had 
kept  very  much  on  the  same  level  ever 
since. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  before  they  passed  this  Vote  there 
were  one  or  two  questions  he  wbhed  to 
ask,  and  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  6en» 
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Ueman   would  be  able  to  answer  thett 
offhand.     They   related   to  items  under 
Sub-heads  E  and  F.     Under  Sub-head  £ 
the  cost  of  medicines  was  put  down  at 
£16,000  for  this  year,  and  it  was  exactly 
the  same  amount  last  year.     He  thought 
it  was  somewhat  peculiar  that  it  ahouM 
be  exactly  the  same  year  after  year,  hot 
he  dared  say  it  was  susceptible  of  ex- 
planation.  With  regard  to  the  oontract<»' 
or  contractors  with  whom  the  War  Office 
was  in  the  habit  of  dealing,  he  might  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
previous  years  there  had  been  consider- 
able questions  on  this  point  raised  before 
the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts,  but 
the  question  had  not  been  raised  this  year, 
otherwise  he  should  not  have  brought  it 
before  the  Committee.  In  previous  years 
there  were  lengthened  discussions  upon 
it  from  the  fact  that  the  War  Office  bad 
always  dealt  with  one   particular  firni. 
That  particular  system  might  have  lie 
merits,  but  it  inevitably  aroused  jealousy 
outside,   and    the  question    before  (he 
Committee  was  whether  the  contract  to 
some  extent  should  not  be  thrown  open. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
be   able  to    give    them   a    satisfactory 
answer,  and  at  the  same  time  perhaps 
the   right    hon.   Gentleman   would    ex- 
plain   how    it    was    that    exactly   the 
same  sum   was    taken  year  after  year. 
The  other  matter  related  to  Item  F, 
appropriations-in-aid.     Here  again  the 
same  amount   was  taken  as  was  taken 
last  year — namely,  £12,000  odd.    Might 
he  ask  how  these  appropriations-in-iud 
were  derived  ?     No  doubt  they  repre- 
sented receipts,  the  sale  of  stores,   or 
were  derived  from  income  to  the  Medical 
Body.    There  was  an  increasing  jealonay 
in  auditing  the  accounts   in  regard    to 
these  appropriations-in-aid,  and   if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  A. 
C.  Morton)  was  in  his  place  he  would 
bear  him  out  in  that.    Before  he  resumed 
his  seat  he  would  like  to  ask  whether  they 
were  to  understand  that  the  very  impor- 
tant question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  (Mr.  Amold*F(MrsterX  as  to 
the  immunity  of   the  transport  staff  ia 
time  of  war,  whether  that  immunity  from 
being  fired  upon  or  treated  as  combataota 
had  received  full  eonsideration  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said  that,  taking  the  points  raised  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  medicines  were  now 
supplied  by  open  tender;  that  waa  to 
say,    that    certain    chosen    firms    were 
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adopted,  tbeir  premiBes  were  inspected 
bj  medieal  officers,  and  the  drugs  certified 
to  be  of  the  proper  deecriptioo.  The 
nine  priociple  had  been  adopted  in  Ire- 
Uod,  so  that  there  was  no  longer  the 
•ame  monopol/  that  existed  formerly. 
The  next  point  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
as  to  the  appropriations-in-aid.  These 
arose  in  various  ways — sale  of  stores, 
Ac. — and  the  amounts  had  practically 
stood  at  the  same  figure  in  the  last 
few  years.  The  other  question  was  in 
T«gard  to  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast  (Mr.  Arnold -Forster). 
He  would  make  full  inqniry  into  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the 
immonity  of  the  Transport  Service  in 
time  of  war,  and  he  would  give  the 
ioformatioQ  required  upon  Report. 

8iR  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
Mked  how  it  happened  that  the  amount 
ipeot  on  medicines  was  the  same  every 
year  ?  He  also  inquired  whether  the 
contracts  for  the  supply  of  medicine  were 
open. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
stated  that  medicines  were  supplied  to 
the  Army  by  open  tender,  limited  to 
certain  chcwen  firms  whoso  premises  were 
visited  by  Inspectors.  The  same  system 
prevailed  in  Ireland,  and  its  results  so 
ur  had  been  satisfactory.  He  would 
make  full  inquiries  as  to  the  immunity  of 
transport,  and  would,  upon  Report,  give 
the  deeired  information. 

Me.  HAN  bury  asked,  with  regard 
to  contraeta,  whether  the  contract  for 
surgical  ioatrumenta  had  been  at  all  en- 
larged or  left  open  ? 

•The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Haoley)  said,  the  contracts  were  made 
on  the  same  principle,  the  articlee  so  ob- 
tained were  subjected  to  strict  inspection, 
and  the  decisions  were  arrived  at  after 
very  careful  calcolation  as  to  the  oapaoity 
of  the  firms  tendering  to  fulfil  the  con- 
tracts, and  the  competitive  prices. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  Motion  nuule,  and  Question   pro- 
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**That  a  smB,  od  exceeding  4600,000,  be 
panted  to  Her  Majerty,  to  defiajr  the  Charge 
Bar  the  Pay  aodAUowaiioM(ezclaslvt  of  Sopplia^ 
Clotbing ,  ftc  )  of  the  Militia  (to  a  namber  not 
esmeding  185,748,  indading  80,000  MiUtia 
BcMrvel  which  will  oome  in  oonriQ  of  pavmcnt 
darloftJMjear  ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March, 
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{8  July  1894} 

Major  BASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said^ 
he  had  no  desire  to  set  himself  up  in 
opposition     to     distinguished     military 
authorities  on  this  subject,  but  having 
had   10  years'  experience  as   a   cavalry 
officer  he  desired  to  say  a  few  words. 
He  pointed  out  that  whereas  the  Army 
Reserve  wasifor  the  Army  and  the  Naval 
Reserve  for  the  Navy,  the  Militia  Re- 
serve was  not  a  reserve  for  the  Militia, 
but  at  once  went  to  the  Army    on    a 
declaration   of   war.      This  took    away 
30,000  men,  and  other  reductions   pre- 
viously mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  brought  down  the   nominal 
126,000  available  men  of  the  Militia  to 
something  like  40,000  bayonets.     More- 
over,  this  force   was   without   cavalry, 
artillery,    or    transport,    and    possessed 
no     means     for     mobilisation,      while 
half  the  officers  only  used  the  Militia  aa 
a  stepping-stone  to  the  Line.     He  could 
not  therefore  help  thinking  that  the  hon. 
Member   for   Belfast  was  not   very  far 
out  in  describing  the  Militia  as  a  patent 
and  recognised  fraud.     Anyone  possess- 
ing practical  knowledge  of  the  subject 
would    agree  that  fraudulent  enlistment 
was  also  a  cause  of  considerable  weak- 
ness to  the  Militia,  while  the  system  of 
inspection  was  so  ineffective  that  it  really 
was  little  more  than  a  fraud  and  a  farce. 
A  man  with  knowledge  of  the  various 
times  at  which  difierent  regiments  were 
called   out  for  training   might  enlist  in 
half-a-dosen,  so  that  the  Secretary  for 
War  would  be  counting  the  same  man  aa 
six  efficient  soldiers  when  he  was  pro- 
bably in  reality  not  one.     No  doubt  the 
Secretary  for  War  had  endeavoured  to 
stop  this  fraud  on  the  country,  but  the 
only  way  he  could  hope  to  succeed  would 
be  by  calling  a  number  of  regiments  at 
the  same  time.     Another  point  was  that 
the  same  battalions  should  not  be  con- 
stantly picked  out  for  training  at  Alder- 
shot.      When  he  was  there  he  alwaya 
saw  the  same  regimenta  sent  down,  for 
the  purpose,  it  seemed  from  their  appear* 
anoe,  of  disgusting  the  Uegolars  with  the 
Militia.      Then,    promotion    should    be 
made  interchangeable  in  both  battalions, 
as    the  regiments   were  territorial.      If 
those  suggestions   were  carried  out  we 
should  get  a   more  valuable  Foroe   on 
which  we  should  be  able  to  rely. 

*LoBD  BUBGIILEY  (Northanpton, 
N.),  on  the  question  of  appointmenta 
to  the  Militia,  drew  attention  to  the 
increased  coet  to  parents  of  getting  their 
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sons  into  the  Army  as  officers,  and  con- 
demned the  present  system  of  mechanical 
preparation  for  examination  by  "cram- 
ming." A  few  years  ago  the  cost  of 
putting  a  young  man  into  the  Army  was 
£450,  for  his  commission  and  perhaps 
£50  for  preparation  for  examination.  It 
was  now  £1,000,  taking  three  years  as 
about  the  period  taken  in  passing  exami- 
nations. Young  officers  entering  Militia 
regiments  were,  in  addition,  handicapped 
by  expenses,  and  the  country  on  that 
account  lost  the  services  of  suitable  young 
men.  It  would  be  a  great  advantage 
if  service  in  the  Militia  could  count 
towards  obtaining  a  commission  in  the 
Army.  By  the  "  cramming  "  system  young 
men  were  not  properly  educated.  The 
country  did  not  get,  therefore,  proper 
service,  and  the  whole  system  was  carried 
on  in  such  a  way  that  only  men  of  a 
certain  class  got  into  the  Army. 

Mu.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
suggested  that  it  would  be  easy  to  reduce 
the  number  of  "  black  sheep "  in  the 
Militia  by  sending  round  non-commis- 
sioned officers  to  the  different  regiments 
in  training,  so  that  the  men  who  had  been 
guilty  of  fraudulent  enlistment  might  be 
picked  out  and  punished.  He  had  often 
found  that  the  removal  of  those  "black 
sheep  "  had  benefited  the  discipline  of  the 
company  he  commanded.  Officers  were 
always  glad  to  get  them  taken  away  as 
a  nuisance.  Having  been  for  some  time 
with  the  Militia,  he  could  say  that  it 
comprised  many  good,  well-conducted 
regiments,  of  far  finer  materials  indeed 
than  many  in  the  Line.  For  chest 
measurement,  general  physique,  and  drill 
they  compared  favourably  with  any  Line 
regiment  in  the  Service.  He  quite 
agreed  with  what  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Essex  as 
to  the  inutility  of  the  inspections. 
He  did  not  think  the  suggested  inter- 
change of  officers  between  the  battalions 
desirable.  The  headquarters  of  his 
regiment  were  in  Stirling,  and  the  rest 
of  it  in  Renfrewshire.  Militia  officers, 
as  a  rule,  were  not  very  anxious  to  get 
into  the  Army  ;  they  knew  they  could 
leave  the  Service  at  any  time,  and  they 
did  not  intend  to  spend  their  days  in  the 
profession.  The  retirement. system  was 
unsatisfactory.  A  ^reat  deal  might  be 
done  in  the  non-drilling  season  to  give 
the  men  a  little  musketry  practice,  as 
"was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Volunteers, 
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who  were  able  to  get  their  practice  at  a 
very  small  outlay.  If  a  few  of  these 
general  ideas  were  acted  upon  by  the 
Secretary  for  War  he  would  get  a 
valuable  and  cheap  body  of  men  at  a  co»t 
of  £13  6s.  per  head,  as  against  the  many 
times  greater  cost  of  the  Regular  troops, 
•Mr.  RENTOUL  said,  he  desired  to 
mention  the  case  of  Colonel  Stewart, 
commanding  the  Donegal  Artillery 
Militia,  whose  headquarters  were  at 
Letterkenny.  Two  or  three  weeks  ago 
he  had  put  questions  to  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  he  gathered  from  the  answers 
he  then  received  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  that  he  (Mr.  Rentoul) 
was  not  in  full  possession  of  the  factff  ; 
but  the  answer  given  showed  that  it  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  who 
was  not  in  full  possession  of  the  facts. 
At  any  rate,  his  facts  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  facts  were  remarkably  dif- 
ferent. This  was  an  extraordinary  case; 
and  in  order  that  the  Committee  might 
understand  it,  he  would  explain,  first,  that 
Colonel  Perry  commanded  the  Artillery 
of  the  District  and  Colonel  Stewart 
commanded  the  Donegal  Artillery. 
Colonel  Perry,  in  transmitting  a  Report 
in  reference  to  two  of  Colonel  Stewart's 
non-commissioned  officers  of  the  Per- 
manent Staff,  writes — 

**  I  would  further  invite  the  attention  of  the 
G.O.C.  to  Colonel  Stewart's  general  remarks,  the 
tone  of  which  I  consider  most  improper  and  un- 
fair, a*  it  shows  a  yery  decide*!  personal  animus 
towards  the  Members  of  the  F.S." 

That  was  signed  by  Colonel  Perry  ;  and 
there  he  made  a  most  serious  charge 
against  a  man  in  Colonel  Stewart's  posi- 
tion— namely,  that  he,  an  officer  of  rank 
and  a  gentleman  of  very  high  standing 
in  that  county, would  be  guilty  of  personal 
animus  against  two  men  who  had  been 
in  the  first  instance  private  soldiers,  and 
were  now  sergeants — men,  of  course,  in 
a  totally  different  rank  of  life  to  Colonel 
Stewart ;  and  of  course  if  he  were  acting 
as  stated  he  would  be  acting  disgracefully 
and  would  be  unworthy  to  command  a 
regiment.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Rentoul)  would 
read  to  the  House  what  Colonel  Stdwart 
had  written  in  reference  to  the  matter 
on  the  dlst  January,  1894,  to  the  Com- 
manding  Officer  (Colonel  Perry)  for 
transmission  : — 

«•  Sir,— I  have  the  hooonr  to  request  that  ym 
will  forward  foreabmissiOQ  to  the  proper  aotbo- 
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rities  tills  my  application  for  the  re-transfer  to 
^he  Regular  Forces  of  the  undermentioned  non- 
commissioned  offioeis  of  the  Royal  Artilleiy, 
who  belong  to  the  P.S.  of  the  unit  under  my 
command," — 

Then  the  names  were  mentioned,  which 
he  (Mr.  Rentoul)  would  not  give,  but 
would  call  them  A  and  B — a  company 
sergeant-major  and  a  sergeant  on  the 
permanent  staff  of  the  regiment — 

*'on  the  ground  of  their  inefficiency  and  in- 
different conduct/' 

As  regarded  A,  Colonel  Stewart  said — 

••  I  have  repeatedly  applied  through  you  for 
Us  re-transfer,  commencing  with  my  letter  dated 
25th  July,  1S91,  in  which  I  stated  my  opinion 
that  this  N.C.O.  was  unfit  for  his  position,  and 
ihathe  had  been  recently  tried  by  District  Court 
Martial  for  drunkenness  on  the  line  of  march, 
when  the  regiment  paraded  at  Letterkenny  on 
2]  St  May,  1891,  for  embarkation.  I  have  to 
refer  you  to  my  letter,  dated  Ist  June,  1893, 
calling  attention  to  the  serious  inefficiency  of 
theP.S.,  in  which  I  enclosed  a  certificate  from 
the  medical  officer  of  the  unit  as  to  this  N.O.O.'s 
state  of  health,  and  in  which  I  stated  that  for 
the  preceding  two  years  A  had  only  been  an  en- 
cumbrance. Again,  he  was  on  the  1 1th  October, 
1893,  made  a  prisoner  on  charges  of,  first, 
absence  from  a  sergeants  mess-meeting 
vhen  treasurer,  and,  second,  gross  irregularities 
when  treasurer,  and  was  severely  repri- 
manded. With  further  reference  to  this  N.C.O. 
I  have  also  to  quote  my  letter  of  9th  November, 
1893,  and  reply  dated  12-12-93  to  A.A.G.'fl 
minute  dated  22-1 1-9H  on  my  letter  of 
9-11-93.  Begarding  B,  I  beg  to  enclose 
copy  of  youx  memo.  4309-93,  dated  6th  of 
January,  1894,  together  with  my  reply  thereto, 
from  which  it  appears  that  you  consider  him 
^uite  incompetent  to  perform  his  most  ele* 
mentary  duties.  He  joined  the  P.S.  on  10th  of 
June,  1893,  at  Letterkenny,  being  in  possession  of 
AJT.B.  241.  He  was  drunk  on  duty  on  the  30th 
November  following,  and  severely  reprimanded. 
[  have  also  to  invite  attention  to  my  memo,  of 
26th  November,  1893,  in  reply  to  yours  of 
7-11-93,  copy  enclosed.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Donegal  Artillery  Militia  is  under 
orders  to  train  at  Harwich  this  year,  the 
training  to  commence  on  9th  May,  I  am  especi- 
ally anxious,  and  for  obvioos  reasons,  that  each 
member  of  the  permanent  staff  should  be  effi- 
cient in  his  (luties,  and  eligible  as  regards 
health,  conduct,  and  appearance.  The  N.C. 
officers  I  have  named  herein,  1  beg  to  repeat, 
offer  but  an  evil  example  to  the  militiamen, 
and  their  presence  with  this  unit  1  deem  to  be 
absolutely  prejudicial  to  its  discipline,  and  this 
opinion  applies,  if  possible,  in  an  intensified 
degree  to  A." 

That  letter  was  signed  by  Colonel 
Stewart.  The  Committee  would  observe 
tbat  the  charge  made  was  one  not  merely 
of  personal  animas,  but  of  very  decided 
personal  animus  towards  the  permanent 
staff  as  a  whole.  But  the  fact  was,  that 
Colonel  Stewart  only  referred  in  his  letter 
to  two  individual  members  of  the  staff, 
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both  of  whom  had  been  punished  for 
drunkenness,  and  one  for  drunkenness  on 
the  line  of  march,  and  he  also  was  a 
prisoner  and  punished  for  having  made 
away  with  the  funds  of  the  sergeants' 
mesa.  Both  men  had,  moreover,  been 
found  fault  with  and  objected  to  by 
Colonel  Perry  and  General  Black,  com- 
manding at  Belfast.  One  of  the  men 
applied  for  transfer  to  the  Volunteers, 
but  he  was  refused  by  General  Black  on 
account  of  his  inefficiency  and  his  entire 
unfitness  for  the  Volunteers.  The  other 
non-commissioned  officer  was  sent  by 
Colonel  Stewart  to  Colonel  Perry,  Who 
reported  on  the  6th  January,  1894 — 

"  The  man  you  have  sent  to  me  is  an  inefficient 
man,  totally  ignorant  of  infantry  drill." 

Consequently  the  proof  of  the  inefficiency 
of  this  man  came  from  Colonel  Perry 
himself  on  the  6th  of  Januarv,  vet  on  the 
31st  of  the  same  month,  when  Colonel 
Stewart  reported  this  sergeant  as  in- 
efficient, Colonel  Perry  wrote  to  head-* 
quarters  to  the  effect  that  Colonel 
Stewart  was  guilty  of  very  decided 
personal  animus  towards  the  permanent 
staff.  Now,  the  House  would  observe 
the  astonishing  fact  that  the  first 
Report  of  the  inefficiency  of  this 
man  came  from  Colonel  Perry  him- 
self. As  military  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee well  knew,  the  permanent  staff  of 
a  Militia  regiment  was  made  up  of  20 
or  30  soldiers  detailed  from  the  Aegular 
Army  in  order  to  train  Militiamen  in 
their  duties,  but  it  was  only  against 
two  members  of  the  staff  that 
Colonel  Stewart  complained.  Colonel 
Stewart  naturally  took  the  strongest 
possible  objection  to  the  Report  of 
Colonel  Perry,  for  he  believed  it  to  be 
absolutely  false  and  without  a  shadow  of 
foundation  in  any  shape  or  form.  He 
therefore  went  to  the  authorities  at  the 
Horse  Guards,  and  was  advised  by  them 
to  take  no  further  steps  until  he  heard 
from  them.  As  two  weeks  passed  and 
he  received  no  intimation  he  wrote  for 
the  return  of  his  documents.  Next  he 
wrote  to  Colonel  Perry,  under  date 
16th  of  March,  1894,  who  had  made 
tbis  grave  charge  against  him,  and  who 
was  his  immediate  superior  officer,  and 
through  whom,  of  course,  he  had  to  com- 
municate with  the  higher  authorities,deuy- 
ing  the  accuracy  of  the  allegation,  and 
pointing  out  that  he  had  never  even  seen 
one  of  these  men  towards  whom  be  was 
accused  of  having  shown  personal  animus. 
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He  further  asked  for  a  Court  of  Inqulrj 
in  accordance   with   the  Queen^s  Regu- 
lations,   under    which     an    officer    was 
empowered,     if     he     thought     himself 
wronged  by  his  commanding  officer,  to 
make  such  a  request.     This  letter  was 
written    on    the    16th    of   March,   and 
another  on    the   2nd    of    April,   and   a 
reply  was   subsequently   received    from 
the  General  Officer  commanding  in  Bel- 
fast, stating  that  he  agreed  with  Colonel 
Perry  in  objecting  to  the  tone  of  Colonel 
Stewart's    letter.      At    about  the  same 
date  a  letter   was    received  from   Lord 
Wolseley.       It    was    addressed   to    the 
General  in  command  at  Belfast,  and  was 
to  the  effect  that  he  saw  no  necessity  for 
a   Court    of    Inquiry    being    convened, 
whereupon  Colonel   Stewart  applied  for 
the  redress  of  a  wrong  under  the  42nd 
section  of  the  Army  Act,  which  letter 
of  Colonel  Stewart  crossed  the  letter  from 
Lord  Wolseley.      To  this  latter  letter  of 
Colonel  Stewart  Lord  Wolseley  replied 
that  the  matter  was  closed.      Now,  had 
Colonel  Stewart  been  in  the  wrong,  no 
doubt  a  Court  of  Inquiry  would  have  been 
granted.     All   Colonel  Stewart   desired 
was  an  investigation  at  which  he  could 
be   present,   and    if  then  he  was  found 
to     be    not    absolutely    right    he    was 
quite  willing  to  be  relieved  of  his  com- 
mand, or  to  be  punished  in  any  other  way. 
He    (Mr.   Rentoul)   did   appeal    to   the 
Secretary  for  War   to   give  his   serious 
attention  to  this  question.     Did  not  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman    consider   that  a 
gross,  grave,  and   shocking  charge  had 
been   made   against  Colonel  Stewart  in 
accusing  him  of  personal  animus  towards 
men  who  had  risen  from  the  ranks  ?     It 
was  a  disgraceful  charge,  which  Colonel 
Stewart  declared  to  be  utterly  false  and 
entirely  without  foundation.     Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  look  upon  a  letter 
such  as  Colonel  Stewart's  as  disrespect- 
ful if  addressed  to  him  by  a  subordinate  ? 
The  fact  was  that  the  letter  was  rightful 
in    tone    in   every   way.      The   charges 
made    against    Colonel     Stewart    were 
absolutely  and  entirely   untrue.      There 
was  surely  something  very  rotten  in  the 
state  of  affairs  under  which  such  a  thing 
occurred  as  that  Colonel  Stewart's  im- 
mediate superior  officer  accused  him  of 
personal  animus,  while  Colonel  Stewart 
replied — in  effect,  accusing  his  superior 
officer  of  absolute  falsehood  in  the  matter. 
There  ought  certainly  to  l>e  a  further  in- 
vestigation into  the  matter. 

Mr,  Rentoul 


Mr.     CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

said,  he  was  not  very  anxious  to  inter- 
fere with  the  authorities  in  the  matter  of 
this  quarrel.  It  was  quite  possible  that 
the  expression  *' personal  animus'*  wa» 
a  strong  one,  and  personally  he  held  it 
was  too  strong  to  have  been  used.  But 
the  general  question  they  had  to  consider 
was  the  condition  of  the  regiment,  and 
was  the  permanent  staff  in  the  condition 
alleged  by  Colonel  Stewart  ? 

Mr.  RENTOUL :  But  Colonel  Stewart 
makes  no  charge  against  the  permanent 
staff. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
He  did  make  one. 

Mr.  rentoul  :  No  ;  he  only  made 
a  charge  against  two  men,  asking  that 
they  should  be  removed. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
On  the  2nd  of  March,  1894,  Colonel 
Stewart  saw  Sir  Francis  Gronfell  at  the 
War  Office,  and  said  the  permanent  staff" 
was  composed  of  men  from  the  Royal 
Artillery  of  bad  character  and  bad  con- 
duct. 

Mr.  RENTOUL:  Referring,  of 
course,  to  these  two  men. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No,  to  the  general  permanent  staff. 

•Mr.  RENTOUL:  But  the  charge 
made  against  him  of  personal  animua 
was  made  on  the  17th  of  February,  1894^ 
and  so  could  not  be  affected  by  any  con- 
versation held  on  the  2nd  of  March.  Be- 
sides, Colonel  Stewart  absolutely  denied 
ever  having  made  such  a  charge  to  Sir 
Francis  Grenfell,  and  it  was  odd  that  be 
should  make  it  in  conversation  when  it 
had  never  been  made  in  writing.  It  wai^ 
easy  to  mistake  or  misquote  conversa- 
tions, but  hard  to  get  away  from  a 
voluminous  correspondence,  and  the 
authorities  must  be  hard  pressed  when 
they  quoted  a  conversation  of  Marxsh 
2  to  account  for  a  letter  written  on 
February  17.  No  wonder  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  was  refused  if  this  was  the  sort 
of  evidence  that  would  be  put  before  it ! 
The  fact  was.  Colonel  Stewart  was  abso- 
lutely in  the  right,  and  there  was  no 
answer  possible  to  his  just  request  for 
redress 

Mr.'  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  preferred  to  deal  with  the  some- 
what larger  aspects  of  the  case.  There 
was  a  general  accusation  against  the  per- 
manent staff  made  to  the  Deputy 
Adjutant  General  at  the  War  Office,  and 
the  course  which   the  War  Office   had 
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taken,  and  of  which  he  approved,  was  to  |  pelled   to   continue  the  performance    of 
direct    that    the     regiment     should     be    their  duties  without  any  sort  of  inquiry 


*egiment 

placed    under    strict    supervision.     The 
General  Commanding  the  Eastern  Dis- 
trict iiad  been  directed  to  look  into  the 
matter,  and  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  regiment.     That  course 
at  once  removed  the  matter  from  those 
mere   local   disputes   to  which  the  hon. 
Member    had    referred.      The    General 
Officer  Commanding  in  Belfast,  and  the 
Field   Marshal  Commanding  in  Ireland, 
agree<l  that  it  was  very  undesirable  to  re- 
open the  ease.     The  point  of  discipline 
haring  been  dealt  with,  there  remained 
merely  the  question  whether    the  regi- 
ment was  efficient,  and  that  point  would 
be  best  settled  by  the  course  which  had 
iteen  taken.     He  did  not  think  that  any 
good  purpose  could  be  served  by  bringing 
up  the  disputes  between  the  two  officers 
concerned,     Colonei  Perry  and  Colonel 
Stewart,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  or 
by  their  attempting  to  express  an  opinion 
on  the  matter.     It  was  uo  doubt  a  wrong 
thing  for   one  officer  to  impute  personal 
animus    to   another    officer ;    it    was  a 
strong  thing  to  do,  but  it  was  not  de- 
serving of  all  the  importance  which  had 
been  attached  to  it  in  this   case.     Occu- 
pying the  position  he  did  he  was  anxious 
not  to  interfere  more  than  was  necessary 
with  the  Generals  commanding  districts, 
who  were  responsible  for  discipline.     He 
had  no  wish  to  override  their  decisions. 
He  thought  justice  had  been  done  in  the 
case    by    placing   the     regiment    under 
such   conditions   of   training  and  super- 
vision  as    would   enable  the  authorities 
to    come    to   a    sound  conclusion  as  to 
its  condition.    Under  those  circumstances 
the  best   course  for  him  to  pursue  until 
he  had  received  the  Report  was  to  abstain 
from  any  interference. 

Me.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  he  was  very  familiar  with  the 
facts  of  the  case,  although  he  was  not 
personally  acquainted  with  the  two 
officers.  There  was,  he  felt,  something 
more  involved  in  this  than  a  mere 
quarrel ;  it  was  really  a  matter  of 
discipline,  and  the  fact  remained  that 
an  officer  was  compelled  to  retain 
under  his  command  men  whose  re- 
cords he.  could  not  approve.  He 
feared  there  was  a  good  deal  of  mis- 
apprehension as  to  the  actual  points  at 
issue,  and  he  felt  it  to  be  a  serious  con- 
sideration that  this  colonel  and  the  two 
non-commissioned  officers  should  be  com- 


being   held.     But    his    main    object   in 
speaking  that  afternoon  was  to  call  at- 
tention to  certain  details  connected  with 
the  Militia  Force,  the  importance  of  which 
deserved     careful    consideration.       The 
nominal  strength  of  the  Militia  Force  was 
134,000  men,  and  the  country  paid  some- 
thing like  £600,000  a  year  for  it,  but  it 
was  nothing  like  efficient.  He  challenged 
contradiction   when   he   stated  that  the 
actual  strength  was  very  many  thousands 
below  the  nominal  strength,  and  it  cer- 
tainly was  a  reasonable  computation  to 
say  that   the   real  total  wa3  something 
like    30,000   (sic)    below    the     number 
on     paper.      That     seemed     to     be     a 
monstrous     statement,     but   he    had    it 
from   a    high    authority.     He    was    in- 
deed   very    sorry     to    believe    it     was 
well  founded,  and  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  nothing  could  be  done 
to  bring  about  a  better  state   of  affairs, 
and  either  to  relieve  the  country  of  the 
burden  or  ensure  that  it  got  better  value 
for    its    money.       At    present    it    was 
absolutely  useless  as  a  fighting  Force, 
and,  at  any  rate,  they  ought  to  reduce  it 
to  some  semblance  of  an  Army  as  the 
term  was  understood  in  modern    times. 
Now,  although  the  establishment  of  the 
Militia  was  returned  at  134,000,  the  en- 
rolled strength  was  only  124,600.     Then 
there  was  the  Militia  Reserve  of  31,000 
included  in  the  total.    He  did  not  think  it 
ought  to  be  so  included,  as  the  object  of 
keeping  up  the  Reserve  was  to  bring  the 
Line  battalions  up  to  their  normal  strength 
in   case    of    mobilisation.      These    two 
items  alone  reduced  the  effective  strength 
by   40,000  men  anil  he  had  still  further 
reductions  to  make.     At  the  last  annual 
training   5,500   men   were   absent   with 
leave — a    very     small     percentage,    no 
doubt — but  no  fewer  than   13,767  were 
absent   without  leave,   making   a   total 
deduction  to  be  made  of  58,000.  Further 
than  that — and  these  were  not  deductions 
made  upon  speculation — 2,000  might  be 
taken  off  as  double   enlistments,  for  he 
had  heard  of  cases  in  which  the  same  man 
had  enlisted  in  two,  three,  and  even  four 
different  battalions,  so  that  in  the  case 
of  mobilisation  they  would  only  count  as 
one,  although  in  the  official  Returns  they 
coutated   as  two,  three,  or  four,  as  the 
ca$e  might  be.      Finally,  a  deduction  of 
1 4;000'  had  to  be  made  for  the  men  who 
passed  annually  out  of  the  Militia  into 
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Line  regimeoto.     It  might  be  that   tli 
recruiting    would     nmko     up     for     tlie 
withdrawals,    but    he    doubted    it.      It 
seemed  to  him  that  au  effort  had  been 
made  to  reduce  the  Militia,  particularly 
by  the  Line  recruiting  sergeants,  but  he 
thought  it  was  a  great  mistake  to  bring 
the  Militia  into  the  Line — at  all  events, 
to  count  them  as  being  both  in  the  Line 
and  the  Militia.     The  Line  relied   upon 
an  annual  supply  of  14,000  men  in  order 
to  make  up  for  the  men  going  out.  There 
was  another  feature  which  might  be  of 
interest  to  hon.  Members  who  were  not 
acquainted  with  the  circumstances  con- 
nected   with   the    Militia   battalions   in 
Ireland.     The  standard  of  efficiency  was 
in  some  cases  admirable,  but  there  were 
other  cases  in  which  the  regiments  had 
not   gone   through    the    necessary   pre- 
liminary training  that  would  enable  them 
to  take  the  field.    A  very  considerable  re- 
duction had  to  be  made  in  respect  of  un- 
.  trained  Militia  recruits,  and  he  could  not 
state  the  number  of  Militiamen  who  were 
untrained  in  musketry.  He  was  reminded 
that  these  men  might  go  through  their 
training  at  any  period  of  the  year,  but  at 
some  period  of  the  year  at  least  half  the 
recruits  were  untrained  in  musketry,  and 
'were  without  any  practice  in  manoeuvring 
^ith  large  forces.     These  men,  therefore^ 
could     not    be    estimated    as    effective 
memb^s  of  the  Force.    He  believed  thai 
from  the  causes  to  which  he  bad  referred 
there  were  70,000,  if  not  100,000  men  who 
ought  to  be  deducted  from  the  total  estab- 
lishment of  the  Militia.     He  could  assure 
the  Committee  that  he  had  not  brought 
this  matter  before  them   without  having 
obtained  some  information  in  regard  to  it. 
His  contention  was  that  if  the  state  of 
things  he  had  set  out  was  approximately 
.  correct,  the  country  at  all  events  ought 
to  understand  it.     The  Militia  Committee 
which  had  sat  did  not  appear  to  have 
brought  about  any  improvement  in  the 
system  which  he  felt  bound  to  attack. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  should  like  to  deal  with  this 
matter  at  once.  He  admitted  that  there 
was  unfortunately  a  very  serious  discre- 
pancy between  the  nominal  strength  of 
the  Militia  and  the  actual  strength  of  the 
Force.  That  discrepancy,  however,  had 
been  very  much  exaggerated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  As  a  beginning  he  swept  off 
with  a  stroke  of  the  pen  the  whole  Militia 
Reserve.  Of  course  it  was  an  error,  and 
fL  pommon  error,  to  suppose  that  in  the  case 

Hr.  Arnold'Eorster 


of  invasion  the  Militia  Reserre  would  join 
the  Army.     Nothing  of  the  kind  would 
take  place,  but  the  Militia  Reserve  would 
be  mobilised  with  the  Militia.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  a  ware  tliat  the  Reserve  wat<  avail- 
able for  service  abroad  with  the  Regular 
Army  in  case  of  a  foreign  war.     But  for 
the  purposes  of  home  service  it  would 
serve   with    the   Militia.      Then,  s^  he 
understood,     the     hon.    Member      con- 
tended   that   5,500    men    ought    to    be 
deducted     as     the     number      of      men 
who    were     usually     absent    on    leave. 
He  did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Meml>er. 
There  were  officers  and  men  absent  with 
leave   in  the  Army,  but  he  thought  no 
one  would  suggest  that  they  ought  to  lie 
deducted  from  the  strength  of  the  Army. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  in  case  of 
war  the  number  of  noicD  on  leave  would 
greatly  increase.     He  doubted  that  very 
much,  and  rather  thought  that  tht  num- 
ber of  men  on  leave  would  disappear,  for 
the  spirit  of  officers  and  men  would  induce 
them  to  returo  to  the  colours.     Another 
deduction  made  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
that   of    14,000   men  recruited  into  the 
Line  from  the  Militia.  His  advisers  were 
not   disposed   to   think    that   these  men 
should  be  deducted,  because  they  would 
be   available  for  Militia  purposes  up  to 
the  moment   of  their  joining  the  Line. 
Then  a  Militiaoiaii  who  joiDed  the  Line 
was   replaced   by    a  recruit,  and  thus  a 
balance    was    preserved.      The    figuren 
given    by    the  hon.  Member  were   por- 
tentous, and,  as  he  had  said,  exaggerated ; 
but  it  was  true  that  a  serious  deductioQ 
must  be  made  from  the  whole  Militia 
strength  of  124,000.     When  that  deduc- 
tion   was    made   there   remained   about 
90,000  effective  men.     He  was  glad  to 
believe  from  the  information  supplied  to 
him  that  in  recent  years  the  Militia  had 
immensely  improved  in  effieiency.    Maur 
regiments  had  attained  a  standard  whicu 
was    marvellous    considering    the  diffi- 
culties under   which   they  were   trained 
and  maintained.     One  remedy  for  double 
enlistment,  to   which   evil  several    hon. 
Members  had  alluded,   was   the   simul- 
taneous training  of  regiments  in  different 
districts,  and  that  course  was  being  taken  to 
a  large  extent.  Another  means  of  prevent- 
ing double  enlistment  was  to  try  absentee;? 
after  detection  by  Courts  Martial  instead 
of  by  the  civil  power,  and  considerable 
results  were  exjpected  from  the  adoption 
of  this  plan.     Some  progress  had  already 
been  made,  but  no  Report  as  to  the  results 


«45 


Suppfy — Army 


{i  July  1894}  Estimates,  1894-5.  846 


of  the  steps  adopted  had  yet  come  in. 
These,  he  thought,  would  be  most  effectual 
cures.  The  hon.  aud  gallant  Member 
suggested  an  interchange  of  officers  for 
promotion.  He  thought  that  might  be 
possible  when  the  two  regiments  con- 
cerned belonged  to  the  same  county. 
They  all  knew  what  county  suscepti- 
bilities were,  and  he  should  be  very 
suspicious  of  any  arrangement  that  would 
prevent  the  integrity  of  the  Militia  of 
each  county  being  maintained.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  officers  entering 
the  Army  through  the  Militia,  un- 
doubtedly that  system  was  adopted  to 
supply  the  want  of  junior  officers  in  the 
Militia,  and  they  would  have  been  hard 
put  to  get  them  but  for  that  system. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  system  was 
altogether  satisfactory,  though  he  did 
not  think  it  was  so  objectionable  on  the 
ground  of  expense  as  the  noble  Lord  who 
raised  the  question  seemed  to  think. 
•Captain  BOWLES  (Middlesex,  Eu- 
Held)  said,  it  was  only  fair  to  remember 
that  a  recruit  had  two  months  in  which 
he  was  naade  fit  for  service  in  his  regiment, 
aod  at  any  given  time  45,000  recruits 
ought  not  to  be  struck  off  the  effective 
strength.  The  Militia  was  our  second 
h'ue  of  defence,  making  up  deficiencies  in 
the  Re^lar  Army,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  anthorities  to  see  that  the 
training  of  the  men  came  as  near  as 
possible  to  that  of  the  Regular  Forces. 
There  were  one  or  two  other  points 
which  he  wished  to  put  before  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  The  first  was  that  in  his 
opinion  it  ought  to  be  made  much  easier 
than  it  was  at  present  for  officers  of  the 
Militia  to  qualify  at  Hythe.  He  knew 
that  a  certain  number  in  each  regiment 
were  allowed  to  go  to  Hythe  each 
year,  but  thought  that  if  a  man  was 
patriotic  enough  to  desire  to  improve 
himself  as  an  officer,  he  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  do  so.  As  to  the  shooting 
of  the  Militia,  they  perhaps  did  not  en- 
joy the  same  advantages  that  other 
branches  of  the  Service  enjoyed.  They 
were  armed  with  Lee-Metford  rifles,  and 
»t  Aldershot  they  were  given  black 
powder  to  use  with  them,  and  everyone 
knew  how  difficult  it  was  to  sight  that 
particular  rifle  when  black  powder  was 
used.  With  regard  to  dual  enlistment, 
he  could  only  say  with  respect  to  the 
company  he  commanded,  not  a  single 
man  had  been  taken  away  as  having 
enlisted   in   another  regiment.     He  be- 


lieved the  figure  had  been  put  unduly 
high.  He  felt  that  the  method  of 
mobilising  the  Militia  in  the  Home  Dis- 
trict during  the  last  three  years  was  a 
move  in  the  right  direction,  and  would 
tend  to  make  the  Militia  an  invaluable 
service. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said, 
with  regard  to  the  case  of  Colonel 
Stewart,  he  understood.  Colonel  Stewart 
would  be  satisfied  if  the  expression 
used  by  Colonel  Perry  were  withdrawn. 
The  Committee  would  see  that  the  charge 
of  personal  animus  still  stood.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  now  delivered  an  expression 
of  opinion  which  he  was  very  glad  to  hear 
and  which  he  understood  to  be  unqualified. 
Colonel  Stewart  was  one  of  the  most 
prominent  men  in  his  (Mr.  Rentours) 
native  county,  and  it  was  a  serious  thing 
for  him  to  be  accused  of  personal 
animus  against  men  under  him.  If  the 
Secretary  for  War  were  accused  of  per- 
sonal animus  against  the  hall  porter  in 
the  War  Office  he  would  no  doubt 
consider  that  a  shocking  charge  had 
been  made  against  him.  Why  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  could  not  be  granted  he  (Mr. 
Rentoul)  entirely  failed  to  see.  Are  the 
authorities  afraid  of  holding  an  inquiry  ? 
Colonel  Stewart  courts  inquiry.  He  had 
no  desire  to  press  the  matter  unduly  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give 
him  an  assurance  that  he  would  try  and 
obtain  the  withdrawal  of  the  words  com- 
plained of.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  the  Donegal  Militia  was  in 
very  good  order,  and  that  a  Report  was 
to  be  made  upon  it  shortly.  The  Donegal 
Militia  had  always  been  reported  on  most 
favourably  by  the  authorities  ever  since 
Colonel  Stewart  held  the  command,  and 
it  was  on  account  of  the  great  pride  he 
took  in  the  regiment,  which  had  been 
commanded  by  his  relatives  since  it  first 
came  into  existence,  that  he  wished  that 
two  disgraceful  sergeants  should  not 
remain  in  it,  and  that  he  so  objected  to 
being  accused  of  personal  animus.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  say  he  con- 
sidered that  the  expression  ought  to  be 
withdrawn,  that,  at  all  events,  would  be 
something  gained. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  i 
I  cannot,  of  course,  undertake  to  with- 
draw an  expression  which  I  have  not 
myself  used,  but  I  have  already  said  it 
is  a  strong  expression,  and  I  will  see 
whether  any  modification  or  qnalification 
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can  be  made  in  it,  aitbougii  I  have  pot 
gone  8o  far  as  to  give  it  unqualified  con- 
demuation.  I  wish  to  correct  n  mis- 
apprehension that  appears  to  prevail  as 
to  Courts  of  Inquiry.  It  is  quite  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  there  is  any  right 
on  the  part  of  anj  officer  to  have  a  Court 
of  Inquiry.  That  has  been  laid  down 
by  General  Order,  A  Court  of  Inquiry 
is  only  instituted  by  the  Military 
Authorities  for  their  own  information. 

•Mr.  RENTOUL:  What  about  the 
42nd  section  of  the  Army  Act?  Had  it 
no  meaning?  Had  it  no  efiect  ?  It  was 
said  that  under  our  law  there  was  no  right 
without  a  remedy,  and  he  wanted  to 
know  what  remedy  there  was  for  an 
officer  who  had  been  slandered  by  his 
superior  officer  if  that  superior  had  not 
the  manliness  either  to  prove  the  truth  of 
his  statement  or  to  withdraw  it  and 
apologise  for  it  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  that  the  matter  had  now  been  closed 
up.  and  it  was  impossible  to  have  it  re- 
opened. He  thought,  however,  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Rentoul) 
htid  obtained  practically  what  he  desired, 
as  the  Secretary  of  State  had  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  language  used  was 
unfortunate  and  was  too  strong  for  the 
occasion. 

Mr.  rentoul  said,  he  would  drop 
the  matter  at  present,  and  await  with 
confidence  the  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.)  re- 
marked that  there  was  a  great  want  of 
more  drill-sergeants  for  the  Militia. 
When  the  non-commissioned  officers  of 
the  permanent  staff  who  were  employed 
as  cooks,  sergeants  of  the  mess,  sergeants 
of  the  canteen,  and  so  on,  were  deducted, 
very  few  sergeants  were  sometimes  left 
to  drill  the  companies.  He  had  seen 
over  100  men  drilled  by  one  non-com- 
missioned officer.  It  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  under  these  circumstances 
the  drill  could  be  little  better  than  a 
farce.  If  there  could  be  what  he  might 
almost  term  a  locomotive  staff  of  young 
corporals  trained  for  the  purposes  of 
drilling  to  go  about  from  one  regiment  to 
another,  the  result  would  be  greater 
uniformity  in  the  Militia,  and  the  men 
would  be  drilled  in  up-to-date  style.  He 
trusted  that  the  Secretary  for  War  would 
carefully  consider  the  point. 

Mr.  R,  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Fancras, 
£.)  said,  he  gathered  from  the  speech  of 
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the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Amold- 
Forster)  that  he  considered  the  Militia 
Force  in  this  country  was  to  some  extent 
decreasing  in  numbers,  and  that  it  was 
not  in  such  a  satisfactory  condition  as  it 
had  been  in  past  years.  He  found  that 
that  was  not  at  all  the  fact,  for  on  look- 
ing at  the  Report  with  regard  to  recruit- 
ing in  the  Army  and  in  the  Militia 
during  the  last  five  years  he  found  that 
whereas  there  was  a  net  decrease  in  the 
Militia  of  1,865  in  1890,  there  was  a 
net  increase  of  212  in  1891,  of  6,2o6 
in  1892,  and  of  6,042  in  1893,  and 
he  found  further  that  the  increase 
in  1893  would  have  been  much  larger 
than  in  1892  had  it  not  been  found 
necessary  to  check  the  recruiting  by 
raising  the  standard  of  height  to  a 
minimum  of  64  inches  for  the  Infantry 
and  of  66  inches  for  the  Artillery,  and 
by  stopping  all  enlistments  of  growing 
lads  between  17  and  18,  even  if  up  to  the 
standard.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  had  not 
done  justice  to  the  oldest  constitutional 
Force  in  the  country.  He  was  told  by  a 
large  number  of  Army  officers,  at  the 
time  when  the  Reserve  was  called  out, 
that  they  never  wished  to  see  men  of 
better  physique,  or  men  who  did  their 
duty  better  than  the  men  of  the  Militia 
who  were  sent  to  them  on  that  occasion. 
He  regretted,  however,  that  the  Militia 
did  not  receive  the  official  recognition 
which  other  branches  of  the  Service 
received  from  the  authorities.  A  good 
many  years  ago,  shortly  before  the  time 
when  Lord  Cardwell  altered  the  Army 
system  from  the  numerical  to  the  terri- 
torial, he  wrote  a  short  work  upon  the 
amalgamation  of  the  British  Army,  aod 
he  would  venture  to  point  out  to  the 
Committee,  that  had  the  scheme  which  be 
then  suggested  \yeeu  carried  out,  be 
believed  it  would  have  improved  not  only 
the  Army,  but  the  Militia  more  than  the 
scheme  which  was  then  carried  out,  be- 
cause it  would  have  preserved  the  esprit 
de  corpSy  which  was  such  a  valuable 
factor  in  military  service.  There  were 
in  the  British  Army  about  109  regiment*, 
— some  double  battalion,  some  four 
battalion — and  he  rentured  to  say  that  it 
would  have  been  a  very  much  better 
system  than  the  system  then  inaugurated 
if,  when  they  had  inaugurated  the  terri- 
torial system,  they  had  knocked  off  the 
nine  odd  regiments,  which  were  prac- 
tically Indian  or  Canadian  regiments,  and 
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stuck  to  Ibe  nunber  of  100,  that  thej  had 
made  a  reserve  of 

TiiJC  CHAIRMAN  :  I  do  not  think 
ibe  bon.  Member  in  now  in  Order. 

Mr.  R.  0.  WEBSTER  HHid,  be 
would  go  back  to  hl»  point.  What  was 
the  case  at  prenent  when  the  Militia 
Reserve  were  called  out  ?  Thej  practi- 
cally made  the  first  battalion  of  the 
regiment  a  skeleton  regiment,  absolutely 
useless  for  any  purpose  ;  it  was  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  a  cadre.  They  should 
have  oiiti  strong  battalion  of  Militia,  t*ay, 
1,200,  and  the  remainder  should  l>e  placetl 
in  the  second  battalion.  The  Line  regi- 
meuLi  at  present,  no  doubt,  were 
strengthened,  but  the  Militia  were 
ooihing  more  nor  Ichs  than  a  recruiting 
ground  for  the  Army.  He  thought  it 
would  l»e  wine  if  they  went  ba';k  to  a 
system  that  he  l>elieved  worked  very  well 
for  a  greiAt  number  of  years  in  keeping 
up  the  strength  of  the  Militia  battalions 
— the  system  that  was  called  "  bringing 
monoy,"  which  was  uj*  follows  : — When 
a  Militiaman  went  back  to  his  village 
or  mine,  if  he  could  per^^uade  any  of  h\A 
comratleti  that  it  was  a  good  thing  to 
serve  iu  the  Militia,  he  received  a  small 
gratuity  from  the  State,  and  in  that  way 
tbey  had  practically  a  large  and  easily 
workable  re<'ruiting  force  for  the  Militia. 
No  doubt  the  increase  in  rocruiting  might 
he  aiirilmt^Ml  to  ithe  fact  that  a  larger 
proportion  of  men  had  been  thrown  out 
of  work  during  the  la^t  three  years  by 
the  prolonged  htrikes.  There  was  a 
system  of  advertisement  now  adopted 
which  brought  nH>re  widely  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  niasses  the  ail  vantages  to 
be  gainotl  by  enlistment  in  the  Militia. 
Ho  found  from  the  figures  before  him 
that  there  were  in  the  three  countries 
in  1891,  100,000  etfettive  Militiamen; 
in  lHi)2,  106,195;  in  1893,  112,90i;  »o 
it  was  apparent  that  the  Force  was  not 
a  «lo(*aying  one,  but  was  going  on  satis- 
factorily. He  thought  it  was  false 
economy  on  the  jjart  of  the  War  Office 
not  to  provide  a  proper  head-dress  for  the 
Militia,  when  they  were  paraded  for  re- 
Tic  w,  of  a  similar  kind  to  those  worn  by 
the  Line  regiments.  The  head-dress 
would  pn)bably  last  from  10  to  15  year», 
and  be  was  told  that  the  officers  of  the 
Militia  themselves  would  in  many  cases 
he  pleased  to  provide  it  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  He  was  not  going  to  dilate 
upon  the  past  services  of  this  branch  of 
the  Army,  nor  to  refer  to  the  fact  that  a 


large  number  of  Militia  served  in  their 
uniforms  at  Waterloo,  but  he  would  point 
out  that  when  the  Government  of  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  called  out  the 
Militia  Reserve  a  few  years  ago,  he  be- 
lieved that  almost  to  a  man  they  turned 
up  to  serve  in  their  regiments.  That 
was  a  great  and  important  fact.  They 
Btrengthened  the  Army  to  the  extent  of 
from  20,000  to  30,000  men.  It  should 
l>e  remembered  also  that  the  Militia  were 
a  body  of  men  who  could  be  withdrawn 
from  »  civil  life  with  greater  ease  than 
the  Volunteers.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  as  much  official  recognition  as 
pos^*iblc  to  the  Militia,  and  that  he  would 
ilo  everything  in  his  i)ower  to  strengthen 
the  Force. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said, 
he  would  like  to  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  very  naturally 
criticised,  and  to  some  extent  impugned, 
the  figures  ho  had  given.  He  must  say 
that  he  adhered  to  his  |)oint  with  regard 
to  the  enlistments  from  the  Militia  to  the 
Line,  and  contendeil  that  when  the  men 
passed  to  the  Line  their  place  must  be 
filled  by  recruits,  who,  for  practical 
purposes  of  warfare,  were  useless  with- 
out a  considerable  amount  of  training. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  made 
a  statement  of  great  interest.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  for  the  first  time, 
settled  the  query  of  what  would  be  done 
by  the  Militia  Reserve  in  ca*e  of  war, 
and  he  bad  told  them  that  the  Militia 
Reserve  would  not  be  required  and 
utilised  to  fill  up  the  Line  Imttalions. 

Mh.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  they  would  be  us<»d  to  strengthen 
the  Army  on  all  those  occasions  when 
the  Militia  itself  would  not  \te  required. 

Mk.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  that 
the  first  thing  that  must  be  done,  what- 
ever hostile  oi>erations  were  engage<l 
in,  must  be  the  mobilization  of  the  Regular 
battalions,  and  his  view  was  that  the 
Militia  Reserve  was  an  alMolutely  essential 
element  for  strengthening  and  filling  up 
the  Line  battalions.  This  was  also  the 
view  taken  in  the  Army  Book  of  the 
British  Empire.  There  were  143  Regular 
Imttalions,  a|)art  from  the  Guards,  and 
they  were  dependent  for  mobilization  on 
the*  Army  Reserve.  The  Infantry  Be- 
S4*rve,  as  apart  from  the  (*uards,  had 
practically  reached  its  maximum  figure 
of  52,800  men.     If  they  took  350  men 
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from  a  battalion,  which  was  an  exceed- 
ingly low  estimate,  so  as  to  bring  the 
battalions  of  the  Line  up  to  the  full 
war  establishment,  that  would  take 
49y000  men,  leaving  a  margin  out  of  the 
Infantry  Reserve  at  present  available 
of  3,800  men.  He  believed  he  was 
correct  in  saying  that  there  must  be  an 
immediate  and  large  draft  upon  ihe 
Militia  Reserve,  not  for  meeting  any 
emergencies  of  war,  after  war  had  been 
declared,  but  at  the  first  outset  of  war  for 
the  mobilization  of  the  Line  battalions, 
and  for  bringing  them  up  to  their  full 
strength.  Ko  one  could  suppose  that 
the  Line  battalions,  even  with  the  addition 
of  the  350  men  from  the  Army  Reserve 
would  have  been  filled  up  to  their  full 
strength.  There  would  be  very  large 
numbers  of  recruits  and  inefficient  soldiers, 
who  would  be  withheld  from  service  in 
the  front,  and  there  would  be  such  a 
shortage  in  the  Infantry  battalions  when 
mobilized  for  war,  as  must  make  it  neces- 
sary to  call  upon  the  Militia  Reserve  iii 
order  to  fill  up  the  Line  Infantry  batta- 
lions in  case  of  war.  He  claimed  to  have 
made  out  a  fair  case,  and  he  had  some 
reason  for  abiding  by  his  original  state- 
ment. He  claimed  he  was  right  in 
deducting  the  whole  of  the  Militia 
enlistments  in  the  Line,  because  if  they 
were  in  the  Line  they  would  keep  these 
men,  who  were  just  becoming  valuable 
soldiers  in  their  battalions.  The  moment 
they  tried  to  keep  them  in  the 
Militia  battalions  when  they  had  learned 
their  duty,  they  took  away  14,000  men 
from  the  Line.  It  was  perfectly  true 
they  could  replace  them  by  14,000  more 
recruits,  but  in  case  of  war  such  recruits 
could  not  take  the  place  of  14,000  more 
or  less  trained  soldiers.  On  the  other 
point,  he  thought  he  was  right  in  saying 
they  must  consider  the  Militia  Reserve 
as  a  reserve  for  the  Line,  and  not  as  a 
reserve  for  the  Militia,  and  if  they  were 
to  regard  the  Militia  as  of  any  value  at 
all,  they  must  make  the  deductions  he  had 
asked  the  Committee  to  make. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  though,  of  course,  it  was  no 
part  of  his  duty  to  support  the  statement 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
yet  he  might  for  a  few  moments  be  per- 
mitted to  support  indirectly  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  with  re- 
ference to  the  military  statistics  now 
before  the  Committee  with  regard  to 
this  particular  Vote.     He  had   listened 
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with  great  interest  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  Member  for  West  Belfast  and 
the  Member  for  Essex,  and  he  must  saj 
it  was   hard   to   understand  with  what 
object  such  speeches  were  made.    If  thej 
had  been  made  with  a  view  of  finding  out 
defects  in  the  Militia,  then  they  had  had 
the  excellent  result  of  eliciting  the  valu- 
able testimony  that  the  Militia  was  a  verj 
valuable  National  Force.     But   all  the 
imaginable  improvements  in  the  Militia 
were  to  be  maide,  then  the  Vote  would 
be  not   £630,000,  but  double  or  treble 
that  sum.     He  did  not  believe  that  the 
British  public  were  under  any  delusion 
as  to  the  Militia  ;  what  they  understood 
was  that  the  Militia  was  a  valuable  re- 
serve   and   a   portion   of    the   National 
Forces.     He  had  never  heard  anybody 
acquainted  with   the  matter  claim  that 
the    Militia    was    more    than    that    or 
represented     anything      else     than      a 
portion  of  the  Reserve  National  Forces 
of  the  Empire.      He  submitted  that   it 
was  a  very  valuable  Force,  notwithstand- 
ing all  the  criticisms  that  had  been  made 
upon  it.     He  would  say  it  was  better  not 
to  disparage  unduly  our  national  reserves^ 
because  nothing  good  came  of  criticiem 
of  that  character.     As  regarded  milit^rj 
statistics  bearing  upon  the  Militia,  how 
did   the   case    stand  ?      Not    in    booka 
written  outside  by  military  critics,  but  in 
the  figures  before  the  Committee,  what 
was  the  fighting  strength  of  the  Militia  ? 
It  was  returned  at  1 35,000  men,  of  whom 
30,000  formed  the  Militia  Reserve,  and 
105,000  the  ordinary  Militia.     How  far 
did    these   figures    represent    realities  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Essex  said  that,  in 
the    first    place,   30,000  men   must    be 
deducted  for  the  Militia  Reserve,  and  in 
this  he  was  borne  out  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast.     He  was  not  con- 
cerned, after  what  bad  been  said  by  the 
Secretary    of    State    for   War,   to    say 
whether  the  30,000   ought   to    be   con- 
sidered a  portion  of  the  Militia  or  of  the 
Army  Reserve.     The  Committee  could 
form  its  own  opinion,  having  heard  what 
was  said   in  the  highest  official  quarters, 
but,  be  it  an  Army  Reserve  or  a  portion 
of  the  Militia,  it  must  be  returned  some- 
how, and  it  was  at  present  returned  in 
the  Militia.     To  say— as  had  been  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast— 
that  these  men  were  counted   twice  over 
might    be   a   figure   of   speech,    but    it 
was  not  a  statistical  fact.      How  did  be 
show  that  ?     He  did  not  take  any  outside 
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Aaihoritj,  hut  be  took  the  very  Returos 
iu  the  Estimates*  which  were  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members.  The  Militia 
Establisbmeut  was  returned  as  134,000, 
and  the  effectives  at  121,000,  and  iu 
that  number  was  included  the  Militia 
Reserve.  That  was,  again,  quite 
apart  from  the  ordinary  Army  Reserve. 
The  Regular  Reserves  were  kept  abso- 
lutely and  distinctly  separate  from  the 
Militia  Reserve.  It  wa^,  therefore, 
clear  that  the  3o,000  men  in  the 
Militia  Reserve  were  not  counted  twice 
over  in  the  matter  of  military  {statistics. 
That  was  the  kind  of  statement  made  in 
that  House,  aud  read  by  civilians  out- 
side, which  unletis  at  once  explained 
might  lead  to  misapprehension.  It  was 
said  that  the  number  of  men  enlisted  into 
the  Army  ought  to  be  deducted.  What 
was  the  trurli  as  shown  by  the  actual 
fiffiires  upon  the  Committee  ?  The 
Militia  establishment  was  given  as 
134«000  men,  and  the  number  of  effec- 
tives, by  the  latest  Return — that  of  the 
latof  Febniary — was  rendereil  at  121,000. 
There,  of  course,  was  the  difference  of 
14,000  men.  He  inferred  from  that  that 
on  the  1st  of  February  121,000  men 
were  returned  as  the  effifient  or  present 
streiigth  of  the  Militia.  There  they  had 
n  difference  of  al>out  14,000  men,  and 
that  would  fully  account  for  any  possible 
deduction  on  account  of  the  men  who 
were  being  recruited  into  the  Army ; 
therefore  he  said  that  according  to  the 
Returns  there  were  present  in  February 
last,  notwithstanding  any  possible  trans- 
fers to  the  Army,  121,000  men,  which 
was  the  strength  of  the  Militia.  The 
next  deduction  which  it  was  proposed 
should  be  made  was  that  on  account  of 
abaentees.  He  did  not  in  the  least,  as 
an  Englishman,  think  that  iu  the  event 
of  danger  or  ne<*essity  of  any  kind  that 
all  these  ab;ientees  would  1>e  absent.  The 
men  on  leave  would  returu  at  once,  and 
he  thought  a  great  number  of  the 
absentees,  who  were  away  without 
leAve*  who  simply  did  not  turn  up 
because  there  was  no  very  ^eai 
oeoeasitv  for  them  to  do  so  and  >o  on, 
would  certainly  turn  up  if  their  country 
wen?  in  danger.  He  knew  that  tecli ni- 
elli v  thev  were  termed  deserters,  but  he 
did  not  Udieve  thev  were  deserters  in  the 

■r 

popular  acceptation  of  the  term.  Their 
case  was  simply  that  of  non-attendane<% 
and  tliere  might  l>e  hundre^ls  or  thousands 
of  men  of  that    class   out  of  this  large 


number  of  Militia.  There  was  the 
futher  deduction  which,  it  was  said, 
ought  to  l>e  made  on  account  of  recruits. 
Recruits  were  necessary  in  all  Annies. 
The  oidy  thing  was  that  many  of  the 
recruits  were,  perhaps,  raw.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Entield^ 
however,  assured  them  that  they  were 
more  or  less  trained,  or  soon  liecame  so. 
There  was  nothing  very  wonderful  in  a 
certain  number  of  recruits  being  un- 
trained or  comparatively  ineffective  in  the 
ranks  of  the  Militia,  but  that  did  not 
diminish  their  actual  conil>atants  iu  the 
force  as  a  whole.  He  contended  there 
was  nothing  whatever  to  lessen  for  a 
moment  the  national  trust  iu  the  Militia, 
not  as  a  Regular  Army  at  all,  but  as  a 
fighting  body  forming  a  valuable  adjunct 
to  the  Reserve  of  the  National  Forces. 

Mr.   HANBURY  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  shown  that  the  Militia  was 
not  at  all   in  the  l>ad  state  which  might 
have     l>een     assumed     from     previous 
speeches.       There     were     one    or    two 
points  which  he  should  like  to  bring  to 
the    notice   of    the   right    hon.  Gentle- 
man.    The    first  was    with     regard    to 
the    magazine     rifle.      So    far    as     he 
understood      the     matter,      there      was 
an     abundant      supply      of      magazine 
rifles  at  the  present  moment,  something 
like  400,000  having  l>een  manufactured 
altogether.     There  was,  he  believed,  one 
regiment  of  the  Line  which  hatl  not  got 
the  magazine  rifle  and  several  battalions 
of  the  Militia.       Why  all   had  not  got 
them  he  could  not  understand.     It  could 
not  be  a  question  of  expeuse  ;  the  rifles 
were   in   stock,  and   surely  the  Militia 
ought  to  be  armed  as  rapidly  as  possible 
with  them.     But  |KThaps  it  was  no  good 
to  supply  them  with  rifles  until  they  had 
ranges.       If  that   was  not  the  explana- 
tion it  was  |>erfe<*tly  inconceivable  why 
they  should  not  take  steps  as  rapidly  as 
})Ossible,  having  the  rifles  ready,  to  put 
them  in  the  hands  of  the  troops.     If  they 
had    not    the   ranges    he  should   like   to 
know    from    the   right  hon.    GenllemaD 
what  steps  were  l>eiiig  taken   to  procure 
thc'm.      This  dead-lock  could   not  go  on 
much  longer.       It   was  no  gcxMl  arming 
the  trtwps  with  rifle*^  if  tliey  hml  not  the 
^lnge^,  and  the  money  would  Ikj  thrown 
away.     Only  oue-thinl  of  the  Militia  had 
Ikmmi   supplied  with  magazine  rifles  be- 
cause they  hail  not  got  ranges.      It  was 
high   time  that  the  War  Office   should 
take  some  effectual  steps  to  deal  with 
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the  enormous  evil  of  the  want  of  rifle 
ranges  for  practically  the  whole  of  the 
Forces.  As  to  the  Militia,  as  far  as  he 
could  make  out  from  the  figures,  the  ideal 
establishment  for  the  Militia  at  home 
was  134,000  men,  but  only  about 
121,000  were  actually  enlisted,  of  whom 
only  about  106,000  attended  last  year's 
drill.  This  difference  between  the 
nominal  establishment  and  the  actual 
number  of  enrolled  men  he  did  not  quite 
understand,  because  the  Regular  Force 
was  recruited  up  to  its  full  strength,  and 
surely  in  times  like  these  they  ought  to  be 
able  to  get  the  full  establishment  of  the 
Militia.  Was  it  the  policy  of  the  War 
Office  to  let  the  numbers  of  the  Militia 
remain  below  the  nominal  established 
strength  ?  The  Militia  establishment 
was  put  at  134,000  men  ;  they  had  not 
got  that  number,  but  only  121,000, 
and  he  should  like  to  know  what 
was  the  explanation  of  not  having 
the  remaining  difference  of  13,000  men  ? 
Surely  some  more  vigorous  steps  should 
be  taken  to  have  the  complete  establish- 
ment. If  it  was  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  keep  up  the  complete 
strength  of  the  Militia,  why  did  he  not 
take  steps  or  at  least  make  some  sugges- 
tion to  effect  that  purpose  ?  There  was 
no  difficulty  in  getting  recruits,  so  that 
that  could  not  be  the  reason  for  the 
present  state  of  things.  He  should  like 
to  know,  at  any  rate,  what  was  the  policy 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Militia  strength. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
replied  that  there  was  the  difficulty  of 
money.  The  enrolled  members  of  the 
Militia  bad  increased,  but  with  all  the 
claims  upon  them  for  other  Services  they 
could  not  spend  more  money  on  the 
Militia.  As  long  as  they  got  sufficient 
recruits  for  the  Army  and  to  maintaim 
the  regiments  in  sufficient  strength,  he 
was  not  disposed  to  push  recruiting 
by  extraordinary  means,  which  would 
involve  a  large  additional  expenditure. 
Last  year,  indeed,  they  found  the  recruit- 
ing for  the  Militia  was  so  lively  that 
they  had  to  take  steps  to  check  it.  He 
did  not  see  why  there  should  be  any 
hesitation  in  stating  that  fact  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  As  to  rifle  ranges, 
he  was  glad  to  say  that  the  difficulties 
connected  with  the  range  in  County 
Dublin  had  been  got  over,  and  they  in- 
tended to  proceed  to  exercise  the  power 
they  possessed  to  set  up  a  rifle  range  in 

Mr.  Hanbury 


that  district.  Of  course,  they  had 
similar  difficulties  all  over  the  countrj, 
and  if  he  were  to  take  ranges  at  every 
point  he  should  be  obliged  to  come  to 
the  House  of  Commons  for  a  very  h 
sum  of  money.  They  had  gone  on 
well  as  they  could.  Again  in  this  case 
the  difficulty  was  a  financial  one,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  in  the  present  state  of 
affairs  it  was  desirable  to  take  extravagant 
measures  for  the  provision  of  rifle  rang^es. 
With  regard  to  the  issue  of  theLee-Met- 
ford  rifle  he  believed  that  many  Militia 
regiments  had  requested  that  the  new 
magazine  arm  should  not  be  issued  to 
them  this  year.  Others  retained  tho  old 
rifle  in  consequence  of  the  want  of  suit- 
able ranges. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  could  not 
consider   the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  at  all  satisfactory,  and   he 
should  be  excused   for  saying  that    he 
thought   the    War   Office   had   gone    to 
sleep  over  this  question  of  the  issue  of 
the  magazine  rifle.     It  was  already  tisro 
years  beyond   the  time  at  which  it  ^ras 
contemplated  that  the  Lee-Metford  rifle 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Militia, 
and  it  really  was  not  a  sufficient  excuse 
for  the   Secretary  for  War  to  say  that 
requests   had   been   made  to   him   from 
certain  Militia  battalions  to  postpone  the 
issue.     He  was  afraid  he  must  challenge 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  want  of  suitable  ranges  for 
the  new  magazine  rifle.      He  had  pre- 
sided over  a  Committee  which  sat  some 
time  ago  to  consider  the  question  of  rifle 
ranges,    and     that    Committee   had   de- 
clined to  be  guided  entirely  by  the  War 
Office  views  on  the  subject.      He  was 
sure   the   right   hon.   Gentlemau   would 
find    in   the  Report  of   that  Committee 
that  they  disagreetl  with  the  view  of  the 
War  Office  that  the  rifle  ranges  which 
had   been   used   for   the   Martini-Henrv 
rifle  could  not  be  utilised  for  the  new 
magazine  rifle,  and  that  they  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  some  of  the  ex- 
isting ranges  at  least  might  be  used.   He 
would  urge  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  should  take  up  this  subject  in  a 
more  active  spirit.     It  seemed  that  only 
49  out  of  the  161    battalions  of  Militia 
had   been   supplied  with  the  new  maga- 
zine  rifle.      Suppose   the   Militia   regi- 
ments were  mobilised  for  home  defence 
in  the  case  of  an  invasion,  what  a  grave 
danger  they  would  run  by  having  some 
of  the  regiments  supplied  wilh  the  old 
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rifle  and  some  with  the  new,  both 
rifles  requiring  different  ammUDitiou,  and 
having  a  different  range.  The  matter 
was  altogether  too  important  and  too 
serious  to  be  put  off  with  the  answer  that 
some  of  the  Militia  regiments  desired  to 
retain  the  old  rifle  because  they  wanted 
to  avoid  the  trouble  of  learning  the  new 
rifle,  for  that  really  was  what  it 
amounted  to. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN 
said,  this  request  of  some  of  the  Militia 
regiments  was  founded  on  the  difficulty 
of  obtaining  safe  rifle  ranges  for  the 
magazine  rifle.  He  believed  that  in  one 
case  where  the  magazine  rifle  was 
served  out  to  a  Militia  regiment  the  men 
were  drilled  with  that  arm  and  had  to 
shoot  with  the  old  weapon. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  had  already 
stated  that  a  Committee  of  experts,  ap- 
pointed by  the  House  of  Commons,  had 
found  that  the  case  of  the  War  Office 
with  regard  to  the  ranges  for  the  new 
rifle  was  not  made  out,  and  that  several 
of  the  ranges  might  be  used  for  the  new 
rifle.  They  iiad  been  discussing  for  the 
last  hour  whether  they  should  count  the 
Militia  Reserve  in  the  Line  or  in  the 
Militia.  Suppose  they  turned  them  into 
the  Line  ;  as  they  would  not  have  been 
trained  in  the  magazine  rifle,  they  would 
not  therefore  be  flt  to  join  a  regiment 
which  bad  been  trained  with  the  new 
weapon*  That  might  prove  to  be  a 
grave  danger.  It  certainly  was  a  serious 
loss  of  power,  for  they  should  recollect 
that  the  number  of  Militiamen  who  gp 
into  the  Line  each  year  was  as  much  as 
10,000,  and,  as  most  of  these  men  were 
trained  with  the  old  rifle,  the  Committee 
would  understand  what  a  waste  of  train- 
ing there  was  going  on  because  all  the 
Militia  regiments  were  not  served  with 
the  new  weapon.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  up  the  ques- 
tion of  the  ranges  in  a  different  spirit 
from  that  which  he  had  shown  ;  other- 
wise, the  same  excuse  as  had  now  been 
made  would  be  reiterated  year  after  year 
for  not  issuing  the  magazine  rifle  to  the 
Militia.  They  bad  got  the  men  and  they 
had  got  the  rifles,  but  they  had  not  got 
the  ranges  in  all  cases,  and  he  very  much 
doubted  whether  they  had  got  the  ammu- 
nition. He  urged  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  look  a  little  more  closely 
into  the  question  of  ammunition  also. 
He  had  pressed  this  question  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  time 


after  time  since  he  had  left  Office  two 
years  ago.  He  believed  the  reserve  of 
ammunition  for  the  new  rifle  was  not 
adequate  to  the  demand  that  might  be 
made  upon  it,  and  he  would  again  urge 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  the 
subject  his  most  earnest  attention. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM an 
submitted  that  the  discussion  on  the 
question  of  rifles  and  ammunition  for  the 
Militia  would  have  been  better  taken 
when  the  Commiitee  came  to  consider 
the  Vote  relating  to  Warlike  Stores.  It 
would  be  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
the  Government  were  at  all  apathetic  in 
this  matter  of  the  provision  of  rifle 
ranges,  .or  in  seeing  that  there  was  a 
sufficient  supply  of  Lee-Metford  ammu- 
nition. With  regard  to  ammunition,  the 
hon.  Member  was  well  aware  of  the 
difficulty  created  owing  to  a  lawsuit  that 
was  still  in  progress.  But  the  Govern- 
ment had  expedited  the  manufacture  of 
powder  both  in  their  own  factories  and 
by  inviting  as  many  traders  as  possible 
from  outside.  He  would  again  point  out 
that  the  issue  of  the  new  rifle  to  the 
Militia  regiments  would  surely  be  of  no 
advantage  to  them  when,  thougb  trained 
with  the  new  rifle,  they  had  to  shoot 
with  the  old.  The  question  of  how 
best  to  acquire  ranges  for  practice  with 
the  new  rifle  was  receiving  their  most 
careful  attention,  but  they  could  not  take 
any  violent  steps  in  a  matter  that  in- 
volved the  expenditure  of  such  enormous 
sums  of  public  money.  The  Govern- 
ment had  not  lost  sight  of  the  question, 
and  were  giving  every  due  attention  to 
it  with  a  view  to  finding  out  how  most 
economically  the  money  could  be  spent. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  could 
endorse,  at  any  rate,  one  remark  that  had 
been  made  by  the  Secretary  for  War. 
For  the  last  20  years  he  had  taken  the 
deepest  interest  in  the  question  of  new 
ranges,  and  certainly  during  that  time 
the  Government  could  not  have  been 
accused  by  anyone  of  having  shown  a 
desire  to  take  any  violent  steps  to  ac- 
quire new  practice  grounds  for  the  men. 
There  was  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
Militia  were  sufficiently  trained  to  "march 
past"  on  review  well  enough,  though 
not  of  course  so  well  as  the  Guards,  and, 
so  far  as  he  could  judge,  that  was  all  that 
was  expected  from  them  by  the  Inspector 
General.  No  facilities  were  given  them 
to  learn  shooting,  and  he  bad  never 
heard  anyone  suggest  that  a  Militiaman 
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could  shoot  at  all.  He  was  on  the 
Committee  to  which  reference  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.tMember  for  Guildford ; 
and  wbeu  the  Inspector  General  was 
examined  before  it  he  had  tried  to  get 
from  him  his  opinion  as  to  how  the 
Militia  shoot.  But  if  they  were  to  put  a 
pair  of  thumb-screws  on  the  Inspector 
General  thej  could  not  get  a  straight 
answer  from  him  on  the  subject  of  the 
shooting  of  the  Militia — and  he  told  him 
so  at  the  time — though  the  Inspector 
General  was  perfectly  candid  on  every 
other  question.  Probably  the  inability 
of  the  Militia  to  shoot  was 'to  be  ac- 
counted for  from  the  fact  that  their  rifles 
were  constantly  being  changed.  It  was 
perfectly  clear  that,  whenever  the  Militia 
had  to  take  their  share  of  active  service, 
they  would  be  found  absolutely  unfitted 
to  go  into  action.  Ranges  were  to  be  got, 
of  course,  for  a  reasonable  figure  in  all 
parts  of  the  country,  if  the  Government 
only  took  the  trouble  to  look  about  and 
find  them.  In  his  own  County  of  Galway 
he  often  drives  over  20,  30,  and  40  miles 
of  uninhabited  country  where  the  Govern- 
ment could  easily  and  cheerfully  get 
rifle  ranges.  They  were  also  to  be  pro- 
cured easily  in  England.  There  was 
Dartmoor,  for  instance 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  It  is  not  in  Order 
to  discuss  the  subject  of  rifle  ranges  in 
any  detail  on  this  Vote. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  thought 
the  Chairman^s  ruling  was  extremely 
good,  because  shooting  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Militia,  and  the  Militia  had 
nothing  to  do  with  shooting.  He  be- 
lieved that  as  to  shooting  the  Militia 
knew  nothing  whatever  about  it;  but 
perhaps  when  the  Committee  got  to  the 
Vote  for  Warlike  Stores  they  would  be 
able  to  discuss  the  subject  more  fully. 

Mr.  S.  HOARE  (Norwich)  said,  he 
could  not  agree  with  all  the  unfavourable 
remarks  that  had  been  made  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  about  the  Militia.  He 
believed  they  were  a  body  of  men  alive 
and  ready  to  do  work  when  they  were 
called  upon  to  do  it ;  and  he  regretted 
that  the  Secretary  for  War  had  so  strongly 
given  it  as  his  view  that  no  more  money 
would  be  spent  on  the  Militia  under  any 
circumstances. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  S.  HOARE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  at  least  stated  that  he  did 
not  think  his  colleagues  would  support 

Colonel  Nolan 


him  in  any  much  larger  outlay  oo  the 
Militia.  He  wished  to  draw  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  colour  sergeants  in  the 
Militia  found  that  their  position  was  not 
nearly  so  good  as  it  would  have  been  hmd 
they  continued  with  their  regimenta, 
instead  of  joining  the  permanent  staff  at 
the  various  dep6ts  of  the  regiments.  This 
was  especially  the  case  with  regard  to 
the  number  of  hours  they  were  now  ex- 
pected to  give  daily  to  their  duties,  and  to 
the  very  much  smaller  rate  of  pensioo 
they  would  be  entitled  to,  as  compared 
with  the  colour  sergeants  of  the  R^ular 
Army.  They  believed,  when  they  were 
persuaded  to  remain  on  the  permanent 
staff,  instead  of  volunteering  for  service 
in  the  Regular  Army,  as  many  of  them 
would  have  done,  that  their  servieea 
would  be  required  only  at  certain  hoars 
on  certain  days  ;  that  they  could  live  at 
home,  and  supplement  their  occupatioos 
by  engaging  in  other  occupations.  Hot 
they  now  find  that  their  whole  time  was 
taken  up  with  work  at  the  depdt ;  that 
they  were  only  receiving  28.  6d.  a  day, 
while  colour  sergeants  in  the  Regulmr 
Army  were  receiving  is.  6d.  a  day  ;  and 
that  when  they  were  55  years  of  age  they 
only  received  a  pension  of  10^.  per  day, 
while  the  colour  sergeants  of  the  Regolar 
Army  received  28.  9d.  per  day.  It  was 
thoee  colour  sergeants  that  had  trained 
the  colour  sergeants  of  the  Regular  Army, 
who  were  now  receiving  much  larger  pay 
than  themselves  ;  and  no  wonder,  there- 
fore, that  they  felt  they  were  hardly 
treated  when  they  had  been  persaaded 
by  their  ofiicers  to  join  the  permanent 
staffs,  contrary  to  their  own  wishes,  and 
found  that  their  position  was  far  inferiiu* 
to  what  it  would  have  been  had  they 
joined  the  Regular  Army.  He  wae  sore 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  fully 
considered  the  position  of  those  men 
— and  they  were  not  many  in  number 
— he  would  find  that  they  had 
grievances  which  called  for  redress. 
Their  work  now  was  much  more  nrduons 
than  that  of  the  colour  sergeants  10  or  15 
years  ago.  They  could  spend  scarcely 
any  time  at  home,  but  were  obliged  to 
devote  all  their  time  to  military  service. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
sider the  case  of  these  men — who  were 
few  in  number,  and  many  of  whom  had 
volunteered  for  active  service  in  time  of 
need — if  he  would  improve  their  positioD 
or  hold  out  to  them  some  hopes  of  a 
pension,  he  was  sure  it  would  be  doinf^ 
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tliat  wbieb  would  be  appreciated  by  men 
who  bad  served  their  country  well,  and 
were  very  much  disappointed  at  the  posi- 
tion they  now  found  themselves  in. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
ssaid,  the  case  of  these  men  had  already 
been  before  him,  and  it  had  been  com- 
pletely considered.  He  knew  what  good 
men  they  were,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
tliey  were  an  expiring  class  of  the  old 
permanent  staff  of  Militia  sergeants,  and 
their  places  were  being  filled  by  men  on 
Army  engagement.  He  did  not  think 
they  were  badly  paid,  and  though  they 
might  feel  a  grievance,  he  could  not  hold 
out  any  hope  that  anything  would  be 
done  for  them.  He  promised,  however, 
to  look  into  the  case  again. 

Mr.  S.  HOARE  said,  he  thanked  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  for  so  kindly 
saying  that  he  would  look  into  the 
matter.  As  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
alluded  to  the  men  as  ^'aa  expiring  class,'* 
he  must  feel  that  it  would  not  be  a  serious 
matter  to  do  something  for  men  who  were 
diminishing  in  number.  It  was  to  be 
hoped  that  the  right  hou.  Geutleman 
would  treat  the  matter  in  the  generous 
spirit  that  the  Committee  would  desire 
to  see  him  exhibit. 

Commander  BETHELL  said,  the 
difficulty  seemed  to  be  that  these  men  did 
not  get  such  good  pay  as  did  the  men  in 
similar  positions  who  belonged  to  the 
Regular  Forces.  Though  it  was  true 
they  got  all  their  engagements  promised 
them,  the  Committee  would  see  that  it 
was  hard  lines  for  them  to  see  younger 
men  occupying  similar  positions  to  them- 
selves drawing  larger  pay.  There  were 
very  few  of  these  men  left ;  and  though 
he  was  not  anxious  to  push  unreasonable 
claims,  he  thought  this  was  a  case  which 
-did  seem  rather  hard,  and  one  in  which 
the  demands  of  the  men  ought;  at  any 
rate,  to  some  extent  be  met. 

Mr.  H anbury  said,  he  should 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
:sum  of  £100.  When  the  Debate  was 
started  they  were  told,  in  language  which 
he  considered  rather  exaggerated,  that 
the  Militia  were  a  fraud.  He  thought  it 
iiad  been  proved  that,  so  far  as  the  per- 
sonnel were  concerned,  they  were  a  goad 
body  of  men,  but  there  were  two  respects 
in  which  the  Militia  was  a  fraud.  It 
was  ridiculous  to  say  that  the.  Militia 
Establishment  was  135,000  men,  when 
the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  admitted  that 


f  he  had  no  intention  of  <  recruiting  up  to 
j  that  strength.  The  number  was  14,000 
men  less  than  that  figure,  and  that  alone 
would  be  sufficieat  to  justify  the  moving 
I  of  the  reduction.  But  he  had  a  better 
reason.  Though  these  men  were  very 
good  men,  and  there  was  no  fault  to  be 
found  with  them,  the  Government  refused 
to  put  arms  into  their  hands.  What  was 
the  use  of  spending  this  money  on  the 
Militia  if  the  men  were  not  armed  ?  To 
arm  half  the  Force  with  one  kind  of  ritle, 
and  the  other  half  with  another,  would  be 
more  mischievous  than  to  leave  all  the 
men  armed  with  the  old  rifle.  Why  was 
the  Committee  asked  to  accept  this  posi- 
tion ?  It  was  said  to  be  a  question  of 
expense.  But  rifle  ranges  would  not  cost 
less  in  a  few  years  time  than  they  would 
now  ;  indeed,  the  probability  was  that 
they  would  cost  more.  This  difficulty  of 
providing  ranges  would  have  to  be  faced. 
It  was  no  use  handing  it  over  from  one 
Government  to  another.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  this  matter  was  no  worse 
than  Conservative  Secretaries  of  State, 
but  the  Committee  had  a  right  to  protest, 
whatever  Government  was  in  power. 
They  had  been  in  a  hurry  to  get  the 
magazine  rifle.  Now  they  had  over 
400,000  of  these  rifles,  sufficient  to  arm 
the  whole  of  the  Regulars  and  the  Militia 
as  well,  but  they  were  told  that  money 
could  not  be  found  for  ranges.  If  they 
were  going  to  get  the  ranges  cheaper 
later  on  it  would  be  a  different  matter, 
or  if  there  had  not  been  sufficient 
time  to  go  into  this  question  of 
ranges.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  now  been  in  Office  two  years. 
They  could  not  forget  that.  He  had  had 
plenty  of  time  to  consider  this  range 
question.  He  (Mr.  Hanbury)  ventured 
to  say  that  it  was  about  the  most  pressing 
question  the  Secretary  for  War  could 
possibly  deal  with,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  ask  the 
Committee  to  delay  dealing  with  it  any 
longer.  They  had  not  got  these  ranges. 
They  had  not  even  got  them  in  Ireland, 
though  they  were  told  there  were  plenty 
to  be  had  in  that  country. 

The  chairman  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowtheb)  :  My  predecessor  in  the  Chair, 
I  understand,  ruled  that  the  question  of 
rifle  ranges  could  not  be  discussed  on  this 
Vote.  The  question  of  the  rifle  ranges 
will  probably  come  on  on  Vote  10 ; 
therefore,  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
to  defer  his  remarks  to  that  Vote* 
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Mr.  HANBURY  said,  that  was  so, 
though  the  question  was  bound  up  with 
the  Militia,  and  the  Militia  did  use  rifle 
ranges.  He  would  press  the  matter 
seriously  on  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Motion  made,  and   Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £699,900,  be 
grante<l  for  the  said  Service." — (J/r.  Ilanhury.') 

Colonel    KEN  YON-SLANEY 

(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  that  con- 
sidering how  often  this  question  of  the 
Militia  was  brought  up  at  public  dinners 
and  elsewhere,  and  how  perpetually  thej 
were  told  that  the  country  had  to  con- 
gratulate itself  that  it  had  in  the  Militia  a 
thoroughly  efficient  and  equipped  Force 
to  be  availed  of  on  an  emergency,  and 
that  the  country  was  getting  its  money^s 
worth,  when  this  Vote  came  befoie  the 
Committee,  it  was  fair  that  hon.  Members 
who  understood  the  question  should  state 
the  facts  of  the  case  so  that  the  country 
might  not  be  deluded  by  a  too  highly- 
coloured  description  of  the  state  of  things. 
There  were  two  practical  conditions 
which  had  to  be  met  before  the  Militia, 
or  any  Military  Force,  oould  be  described 
as  efficient — first,  that  the  Force  must  be 
well  disciplined  ;  and,  secondly,  that  it 
must  be  well  trained  in  the  use  of  the 
weapon  placed  in  its  hands.  It  might  be 
granted  that  the  Militia  were  in  a  very 
creditable  state  of  discipline.  They  had 
heard  with  the  utmost  satisfaction  the  re- 
sult of  the  efforts  made  by  the  commanding 
officers  of  the  Militia  and  the  officers  and 
permanent  staff  to  inculcate  the  primary 
necessity  of  discipline  in  the  Militia.  It 
would  be  fair  for  the  Secretary  for  War 
to  say  that  the  Force  had  learned  the 
rudimentary  principles  of  discipline  and 
was  in  a  state  in  which  its  discipline 
could  be  amplified  almost  up  to  any 
requirement.  But  when  they  had  the 
Force  well  disciplined  they  hakd  only  got 
half  the  soldier.  Many  people  would 
tell  them  that  if  the  Force  could  not  use 
the  arms  put  into  their  hands,  their 
discipline  in  these  days  would  be  practi- 
cally valueless,  and  all  that  could  bid  done 
with  them  on  an  emergency  would  be  to 
put  them  in  the  rear  to  satisfy  the  minor 
wants  of  a  campaign.  It  oould  not  be 
said  that  the  Militia  fulfilled  the  second 
and  equally  necessary  condition — skill  in 
the  use  of  the  rifle.  In  that  respect,  as 
had-  been  shown,  the  Militia  were  not 
efficient)  and,  if  they  were  to  be  made  so, 


the  present  confusion  of  weapons  must 
be  done  away  with,  and  the  men  armed 
and  trained  with  one  weapon  only.  It 
was  a  stale  observation  to  say  that  there 
might  not  be  time  when  the  emergency 
came.  There  was  too  much  dispoettioD 
to  procrastinate  and  put  off  these  things 
on  the  assumption  that,  after  all,  time 
would  be  given  on  an  emergency  and 
that  they  would  not  suffer  through 
delay.  That,  however,  was  not  a  safe 
line  to  take  up.  In  these  days  before 
going  to  war  they  would  not  get  the 
long  warning  which  would  be  necessary 
to  make  a  perfect  Militianuin. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  the  reply  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  question  of  the  arming 
of  the  Militia  with  the  magazine  rifle  was 
not  at  all  satisfactory.  He  had  held  out 
the  hope  that  the  Force  would  be  so 
armed  within  a  reasonable  time,  or  before 
the  next  training.  The  Opposition  might 
be  content  not  to  carry  the  protest  any 
further,  but  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  altogether  indefinite. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was 
a  difficulty  as  to  themouey.  He  did  not 
tell  them  that  he  intended  to  remove  that 
difficulty.  Under  the  circumstances,  if 
the  hon.  Member  thought  it  necessary  to 
press  his  Motion  to  a  Division  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  should  feel  bound  to  support 
him. 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  there  was  no  doubt  about  the  pro- 
vision of  rifles  or  stores.  The  difficulty 
arose  on  the  question  of  ranges,  and  he 
had  said  all  he  could  say  on  that. 

Sir  J.  FERGU8S0N  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  said,  that  as  having  been  for  many 
years  commandant  of  a  Militia  regiment, 
and  as  l>eing  honorary  Colonel  now,  he 
took  great  interest  in  the  Militia.  He 
could  not  regard  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  as  satisfactory.  In  the  first  place, 
they  learnt  that  the  Militia  was  not  to 
be  recruited  to  the  full  establishment. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  it  had  been  recruited  to  its  full 
strength. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  going 
to  make  an  effort  to  reemit. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  is  fuller  now  than  it  ever  was. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said,  be  did 
not  think  it  was  fuller  than  it  ever  was. 
But,  In  the  next  place,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman   did  not  intend   to  arm  the  force 
with   the  rifle  supplied  to  the  Regular 
Armjy  and  with  which  half  the  Militia 
were  already  armed,  because  he  was  uot 
in    a  position  to  provide  the  necessary 
ranges.     This,  he  maintained,  was  not  a 
satisfactory    state    of    things,    but  one 
eminently   unsatisfactory.      As   an   hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman    had    said,  they 
could  not  expect  that  the  piping  times  of 
peace    were     going    to    last   for    ever. 
As   we  had  only  a  small  Force  as  com- 
pared with  the  interests  at  stake  it  ought 
to  be  efficiently  armed,   and  that  could 
not  be  unless  it  was  armed  with  the  riRe 
of    the    period.      Everyone    conversant 
with   the  arming  of  troops  must  know 
what    a    magnificent    weapon    we  now 
possessed  as  compared  with  past  years. 
If  only  one-third  of  the  Militia  was  armed 
with    the    magazine    rifle,    the     Force 
remained    in    a    position  of  inferiority, 
and   would    not   be   able   to   do   on   an 
emergency  what   it   had   done  at  other 
periods — that  was  to  say,  take  its  part 
with  the  Army  in  fighting  the  battles  of 
the    country.       Before    the    Battle    of 
Waterloo  500  men  of  a  Militia  regiment 
were  drafted  into  a  battalion  of  Guards, 
and  fought  in  it.      lu  that  case  if  the 
Militia  had  not  been  trained  as  well  as 
the   Regular   Army,  and  armed   in  the 
same   way,  they  could   not   have    rein- 
forced the  battalion  of  Guards  in  one  of 
the    greatest    struggles    in    which    the 
British    Army    had    ever     taken    part. 
Surely  the  right   hon.   Gentleman  only 
required   the   support   of   the  House  to 
induce  him  to  take  strong  steps  to  remedy 
such  a  state  of  matters.     How  was  the 
Militia  Reserve  to  take  the  place  of  the 
Regular  Army  if  it  was  not  trained  in  the 
use  of  the  weapon  with  which  the  whole 
Army  was  armed  ?    Then,  he  should  like 
to  know  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
providing  ammunition  to  be  used  with 
the  magazine  rifle.      He  was    informed 
that  the  amount  of  ammunition  turned 
out  was  only  sufficient  for  the  wants  of 
the  day,  and  that  it  did  not  accumulate 
in  store  as  rapidly  as  it  should. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  next  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  up  to  justify  beforehand 
a  doubtful  Vote  he  ought  really  to  learn 
a  little  more  what  the  Government  had 
to  say  upon  the  subject.  In  the  first 
place,  he  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
had  never  said  that  there  was  any  lack 
of  rifles  for  the  Militia.     As  a  matter  of 


fact,  there  was  an  abundance  of  rifles; 
in  the  next  place,  he  had  never  said  that 
the  Government  were  taking  no  steps  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  ranges.  He 
had  taken  every  possible  step  to  deal 
with  that  question.  Reference  was  made 
to  a  certain  Committee  which  had  dis- 
agreed with  the  War  Office  authorities 
as  to  the  extent  of  the  danger  on  existing 
rifle  ranges;  but  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  he,  as  Secretary  of 
State,  should  be  justified  in  throwing 
over  the  opinion  of  his  responsible  ad- 
visers, and  ailopting  the  sanguine  view 
of  some  outside  Committee  which  had  no 
responsibility  ?  Events  which  had  oc- 
curred within  the  past  two  or  three 
weeks  showed  what  difficulties  there 
were  in  establishing  rifle  ranges  with- 
out adequate  security.  He  .was  not 
disposed  to  hurry  the  thing  up,  be- 
cause it  might  lead  to  embarking  upon 
a  large  scheme  of  what  might 
be  dangerous  and  imperfect  ranges. 
The  fact  was,  the  question  of  ranges 
must  be  dealt  with  gradually  and  care- 
fully. As  to  ammunition — which  did 
not  arise  on  this  Vote — no  one  at  the 
War  Office  could  have  gone  an  inch 
farther  than  he  had  done.  He  had  no 
want  of  sympathy  with  the  objects  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  he  was 
bound  in  his  situation  to  be  cautious  in 
the  matter  of  rifle  ranges,  and  by  no 
amount  of  small  reductions  of  the  Vote 
would  he  be  goaded  into  giving  a  pledge 
which  it  might  be  impossible  to  fulfil. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  said, 
they  all  recognised  the  fact  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sympathised  with 
the  objects  hon.  Members  had  in  view, 
and  what  they  were  trying  to  do  was  to 
strengthen  his  hands.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  there  were  plenty 
of  the  very  best  rifles,  but  there  was  no 
ammunition  to  put  into  them. 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  Y'es  ;  we  have  the 
ammunition. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  said, 
if  they  had  the  ammunition  they  must 
not  let  it  off*,  because  there  were  no 
places  where  it  could  be  done  in  safety. 
Without  the  ammunition  they  might  as 
well  have  popguns  with  corks  in  the 
muzzles.  They  could  not  make  much 
use  of  their  weapons  unless  they  had  the 
opportunity  of  firing  a  certain  number  of 
rounds  every  year  in  practice ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
the  Militia  a  useful  force  if  he  would 
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iflsue    cartridges    to    them    out    of   his 
tnagaziues. 

Colonel  GUNTER  (York,  W.R., 
Barkstone,  Ash)  urged  that  the  new 
rifles  should  bo  put  in  the  bands  of  the 
Militia  even  before  they  received  ball 
araniunition,  so  that  the  men  might 
become  accustomed  to  the  use  of  the 
weapon.  He  also  urged  that  the  ammu- 
nition for  the  different  branches  of  the 
Service  should  be  uniform.  Properly 
equipped  many  of  the  Militia  regiments 
with  their  fine  physique  would  be  quite  fit 
to  stand  beside  the  Regular  Army.  It 
was  said  they  were  not  recruited  up  to  their 
full  strength,  but  during  15  years  he  had 
been  a  hie  to  place  on  parade  before  the 
inspecting  officer  on  many  occasions 
1,000  men  in  his  regiment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  the  Vote  was  for  134,000 
men,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
them  that  after  making  the  necessary 
deductions  there  were  only  121,000. 
This  was  little  short  of  a  falsification  of 
accounts.  Something  should  be  done  to 
meet  the  difficulty  arising  from  want  of 
ranges,  for,  as  the  country  became  more 
and  more  populous  it  would  increase 
year  by  year.  In  reference  to  the 
numbers,  he  must  protest  such  a  mis- 
statement of  the  affairs  of  the  country. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  36  ; 
Noes  101.— (Division  List,  No.  148.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  stim,  not  exceeding  £74,400,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Pay  and  MiHcellaneous  Charges  of  the 
Yeomanry  Cavalry,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st 
ilay  of  March,  1895." 

•Mr.  H.  L.  W.  LAWSON  complained 
that  the  Yeomanry  had  not  been  fairly 
treated,  as  the  Volunteer  decoration  had 
not  been  given  to  them  during  the  last 
two  years.  It  involved  no  additional 
outlay  and  no  special  favour.  In  the  old 
days  the  Yeomanry  were  very  little  better 
than  a  mounted  mob  ;  but  all  that  had 
been  changed,  and  there  had  of  late  years 
been  great  improvements  in  the  mount- 
ing, shooting,  discipline,  and  organisation 
of  the  Force.  This  was  testified  by  the 
most  competent  military  authorities  in 
the  country.     It  was  mere  pedantry  on 

Colonel  Kenyan- Slane^ 


the  part  of  the  War  Office  to  draw  an 
unreal  distinction.  The  Yeomanry  de- 
pended on  the  voluntary  principle,  and  it 
was  contending  against  immense  diffi- 
culties. If  the  Yeomanry  were  to  dis- 
appear to-morrow  the  country  would  be 
absolutely  without  Volunteer  cavalry,  and 
he  could  not  think  that  the  authorities 
would  willingly  see  the  Force  done  away 
with.  He  hoped  he  would  do  his  best 
to  persuade  the  Horse  Guards  to  offer 
this  inducement  to  the  men  to  stay 
longer  in  the  ranks,  and  so  improve  a 
valuable  branch  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  CORNWALLIS  (Maidstone) 
supported  the  appeal  of  the  last  speaker. 
He  thought  that  the  Yeomanry  would 
appreciate  very  highly  the  proposed 
decorations,  and  he  could  see  no  reasons 
to  distinguish  them  from  the  Volunteers 
in  this  respect.  They  should  be  en- 
couraged in  the  keen  zeal  they  showed 
in  serving  Her  Majesty  year  after  year. 

Major  RA8CH  said  that,  while 
serving  in  the  Regular  cavalry,  he  had 
sometimes  been  encamped  with  the 
Yeomanry  ;  and  be  never  could  conceive 
the  reason  of  their  existence.  He  sup- 
posed they  were  created  for  some 
purpose,  or  else  Providence  or  the  War 
Office  would  not  have  placed  them  where 
they  were.  In  making  these  remarks,  he 
desired  to  say  that  there  were  some  very 
smart  regiments  that  were  fit  to  stand 
side  by  side  with  the  regiments  of  the 
Line.  Nobody  would  think  of  depre- 
ciating the  service  of  the  North  Stafford- 
shire Yeomanry,  or  the  Gloucestershire 
Hussars,  but  those  were  only  the  ex- 
ceptions which  proved  the  rule.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  when 
in  a  position  of  greater  freedom  and 
less  responsibility,  had  criticised  ad- 
versely the  Yeomanry  Force.  He  knew 
of  one  Yeomanry  troop  in  which  the 
Commanding  Officer  had  to  mount  38  of 
the  men  when  they  were  called  out  ; 
only  a  few  of  the  troop  could  mount 
themselves.  He  doubted  very  much 
whether  any  Yeomanry  corps,  except 
perhaps  half-a-dozen,  and  particularlj 
those  he  had  mentioned,  conld  keep  the 
field  for  more  than  10  days.  A  mend 
of  his,  a  distinguished  Yeomanry  officer 
well  known  in  that  House,  had  said  that 
there  were  only  two  courses  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  the  Yeomanry — the  one  was  to 
abolish  them,  anci  the  other  was  to 
reform  them  root  and  branch.     In  his 
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opinioa,  much  more  good  would  be 
done  bj  spending  the  £70,000  that  this 
effete  force  cost  apou  increasing  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Regular  cavalry. 

Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  said,  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  had  just  spokeu, 
and  he  could  not  allow  his  remarks  to 
pass  unchallenged.  He  understood  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  agreed  with 
somebody  or  another  who  had  said  the 
Yeomanry  were  an  effete  force.  So  far 
from  the  Yeomanry  being  an  effete  force, 
it  had  year  by  year  become  more  effi- 
■cient.  The  Regular  cavalry  might  excel 
the  Yeomanry  in  matters  of  drill,  march- 
ing past,  and  parade  movements,  but 
they  did  not  excel  them  in  the  practical 
and  useful  work  of  reconnaissance,  map- 
drawing,  and  similar  matters.  The 
corps  to  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
belong  brought  270  men  and  horses  into 
the  field,  and  in  times  past  they  had 
rendered  most  valuable  service  and  re- 
■ceived  grateful  acknowledgment  for  pre- 
serving order.  The  services  of  the  Force 
were  very  cheaply  obtained  by  au  ex- 
penditure of  £70,000  per  annum.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  some  assurance  that  the  long- 
service  medal  would  be  conferred  upon 
the  Force. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERM AN 
said,  that  his  remarks  which  had  been 
quoted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  sub- 
ject were  made  in  the  unregenerate  days 
of  the  Yeomanry,  which  had  certainly  be- 
come much  more  efficient  during  the  last 
few  years.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
in  these  days  he  heard  nothing  but  good 
of  the  Yeomanry,  and  this  applied  not 
only  to  their  greatly  increased  effioiency, 
but  also  to  the  excelleut  spirit  in  which 
the  officers  and  non-commissioned  officers 
had  carried  out  the  additional  duties  that 
were  placed  upon  them,  and  had  met  the 
difficulties  under  which  those  duties  were 
discharged.  It  might  be  that  there  were 
£ome  comers  yet  to  be  rubbed  smooth, 
but  he  hoped  there  might  be  a  permanent 
improvement,  and  such  a  condition  of 
things  as  to  enable  them  to  obtain  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  that  extra  allowance  which 
was  given  temporarily,  for  a  limited 
period,  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging 
anusketry  practice.  That  was  all  he 
need  say  on  the  general  question  of  the 
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Yeomanry.  He  was  in  agreement  both 
with  those  who  were  suspicious  of  the 
old  and  those  who  had  hopes  of  the  new; 
therefore  he  hoped  he  agreed  with  every- 
body all  round.  With  reference  to  the 
extension  to  the  Yeomanry  of  the  long- 
service  medal,  he  should  be  disposed  to 
place  no  technical  or  pedantic  objection 
in  the  way  of  that  being  done,  but  it 
would  be  necessary  for  him  to  make  some 
further  inquiry  and  see  if  there  was  no 
countervailing  objection  to  what  was 
asked 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  as  one  who  had  been  con- 
nected for  more  than  20  years  with  the 
Yeomanry,  he  had  listened  with  the 
greatest  possible  satisfaction  to  the  speech 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  just 
delivered,  and  he  submitted  that  this 
Vote  could  be  more  abundantly  justified 
on  the  present  than  on  any  previous 
occasion.  He  believed  in  a  country  like 
theirs,  where  they  depended  for  their 
defensive  forces  on  voluntary  spirit,  they 
would  be  very  foolish  if  they  did  any- 
thing to  discourage  a  movement  which 
provided  them  with  a  great  number  of 
Yeomanry  corps  which  might  be  useful 
in  times  of  difficulty  and  danger.  As  to 
the  question  of  reorganisation,  those  con- 
nected with  the  Yeomanry  had  done  their 
best  to  fall  in  with  the  new  system.  He 
trusted  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  insist  upon  the  contiuuance 
of  the  increased  grant.  He  had  had  the 
good  fortune  to  share  in  the  Yeomanry 
manoeuvres  in  Wiltshire  and  Berkshire  in 
1890,  and  he  felt  certain  that  the  military 
witnesses  of  those  manceuvres  would  con- 
firm his  statement  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Yeomanry  in  camp  was  admirable, 
and  that  they  did  their  work  with  in- 
telligence, and  showed  an  amount  of 
military  knowledge  surprising  to  those 
who  had  not  previously  been  brought 
into  contact  with  this  Force.  It  would 
be  a  great  mistake  to  attempt  to  abolish 
a  Force  that  had  so  creditable  a  record. 
With  regard  to  the  proposal  to  grant  a 
medal,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Secretary  for  War  intended  to  make 
further  inquiries  before  coming  to  a 
decision.  It  was  his  opinion  that  in  the 
majority  of  instances  the  Yeomanry  did 
not  desire  the  medal,  there  being  a  pre- 
valent view  among  them  that  mi<^als 
should  only  be  conferred  for  service  in 
the  field. 

2  0- 
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Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermoath)  said,  he  wished  to  saj  one 
word  about  these  warriors.  He  had  voted 
against  this  grant  on  former  occasions 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  War,  and,  as  he  was  not  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  he  did  not  see  why  he 
should  vote  differently  now.  Seventy 
thousand  pounds  was  a  great  deal  of 
money,  and  if  they  could  save  that  sum 
in  these  bad  times  it  was  their  duty  to  do 
so.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  said  that  the  Yeomanry  Force 
was  formed  in  times  of  trouble  and 
emergency,  and  then  expressed  the  belief 
that  such  times  would  not  recur.  The 
hon.  Member  had  thus  supplied  them 
with  a  very  good  reason  for  not  continu- 
ing to  support  the  Force  by  voting  this 
money.  Quite  recently,  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Cheshire  Farmers'  Club,  caustic 
criticisms  were  passed  on  the  local  Yeo- 
manry, and  it  was  said  that  the  bulk  of 
the  men  were  so  stout  that  they  would 
be  unable  to  get  away  fast  enough  if  an 
enemy  were  to  pursue  them.  The 
speeches  which  he  had  heard  that  even- 
ing confirmed  him  in  his  former  view 
that  the  Yeomanry  were  utterly  useless. 
As  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  seemed  to  be  of  the  same  opinion, 
he  asked  them  to  join  with  him  in  oppos- 
ing the  Vote. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  understood  there  was  a  general 
desire  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  the  further  discussion  of 
the  Army  Estimates  should  be  postponed 
in  order  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  Parochial  Electors  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  he  understood  the  agreement 
was  that  only  the  Army  Estimates  should 
be  taken  to-day.  It  was  not  until  after 
he  came  down  to  the  House  that  evening 
that  he  heard  of  the  proposal  to  consider 
the  Parochial  Electors  Bill. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  the  change  in  the  Go- 
vernment plan  was  announced  before  the 
commencement  of  Public  Business.  There 
were  urgent  reasons  why  the  Bill  should 
be  pressed  forward,  and  he  trusted  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  not  oppose 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
case  was  one  of  urgency. 


Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborongh) 
moved  that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ^That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,"^^r.  A.  C 
Mortofiy) — ^put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to*morrow ; 
Committee  also  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 
ACCELERATION)  (re^ommiUed)  BILL. 

(No.  282.) 

COMMITTEE.     [Progrcss^  25th  June.'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
4,  after  the  wonl  "  shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  as  far  as  possible."  —  (^Mr, 
Rankin.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  w<mi0 
be  there  inserted." 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  TMr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  it  was  directed  against 
a  principal  feature  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  should  like  to  point  out 
the  inconvenient  position  the  Com- 
mittee were  placed  in  owing  to  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leo- 
minster (Mr.  Rankin),  who  moved  the 
Amendment.  He  thought  that  unless 
this  Amendment  were  inserted  the 
Revising  Barristers  would  have  no  means 
of  knowing  whether  thej  were  right  or 
w'hether  they  were  wrong. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  (York, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  said,  he  did  not  think  that 
the  Revising  Barrister  ought  to  be  bam- 
pered  by  the  instruction  in  the  elauie. 
In  many  places  it  was  at  present  ex- 
tremely difficolt  for  the  Revising  Bar- 
risters to  find  places  in  which  to  hc^d 
their  Courts,  and  in  many  cases  it  would 
be  absolutely  impossible  for  the  Revising 
Barrister  to  carry  out  the  instructions  in 
the  clause.  Why  not  leave  it  to  him  to 
make  the  most  expeditions  and  coDTenient 
arrangement  he  could  ? 
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Mr.  SUAW-LEFEYRE  said,  hef 
must  point  out  again  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hou.  Member  for  Hereford- 
shire wonld  destroy  the  effect  of  the 
clause.  The  clause  as  it  stood  had  been 
inserted  at  the^express  wish  of  the  clerks 
of  Countj  Councils. 

Mr.  W.  LONG  said,  that  as  he  under- 
stood the  Amendment  it  was  a  very  im- 
portant one.  The  circumstances  affect- 
ing the  Revising  Barristers  in  different 
rs  of  the  country  were  very  varying, 
some  districts  communication  was 
good  and  in  others  very  difficult.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Herefordshire  sought  to  leave  the  matter 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Revising  Barris- 
ter. It  seemed  to  him  essentially  a 
question  which  could  only  be  settled  on 
the  spot  and  by  men  acquainted  with 
local  circumstances  and  difficulties. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  upon 
the  whole  the  matter  had  better  remain 
for  further  consideration. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CiRANT  LAWSON  said,  that 
the  Bill  consisted  of  clauses  which  had 
been  inserted  by  the  Select  Committee. 
They  pnft  Revising  Barristers  under  en- 
tirelv  ne'w  conditions  as  to  the  times  at 
which  th«  lists  should  be  completed,  sub- 
stituting the  end  of  November  for  the 
sod  of  December,  and  he  proposed  that 
the  obligation  should  be  qualified  by  the 
words  "if  possible." 

Amendment  proposeil,  in  page  2,  Hue 
16,  after  the  word  **  shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  **  if  possible." — (iVr.  Grant  Law- 

SON.) 

Question  propose<],  **That  the  words 
'  if  possible  *  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SIIAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
Amendment  would  defeat  the  object  of 
the  Bill,  for  which  it  was  necettnary  that 
all  the  Registers  should  be  completed  by 
one  day.  This  was  one  of  the  essential 
points  of  the  Bill,  upon  which  the  Com- 
mittee were  unanimous.  He  must  a^k 
for  the  support  of  the  Committee  in  this 
natter. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  he  agreed  to 
some  extent  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  the  question  whether  it  was 
possible  to  so  accelerate  the  registration 
so  that  all  the  Registers  should  be  com- 
pleted by  a  certain  day* 


It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress. 

Mr.  W.  long  inquired  when  it  was 
intended  to  take  the  Bill  again  ?  If  the 
Government  desired  to  proceed  with  it, 
and  it  was  urgent,  the  Opposition  had 
no  desire  whatever  to  stop  the  Bill, 
^Ministerial  cries  of  "  Oh  !  "]  They 
would  deal  with  that  class  of  interruption 
when  they  had  the  opportunity.  Many 
gentlemen  opposite  knew  perfectly  well 
that  Members  of  the  Opposition,  in  the 
views  they  expressed  on  the  Bill,  were 
only  representing  the  opinions  of  Re- 
vising Barristers,  clerks  of  County 
Councils,  and  other  men  who  would 
have  to  do  the  work  which  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  were  ready 
without  adequate  discussion  to  phu^ 
upon  them. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am  quite 

sure  that  there  is  no  desire  on  the  part 

of  gentlemen   opposite  to   obstruct,  but 

that   they   wish   to    facilitate    business. 

What  I  would  venture  to  suggest  now  is 
that  Mr.  Speaker  should  be  allowed  to 
go  out  of  the  Chair«  and  that  we  should 
proceed  with  the  Bill.  [Opposition  cries 
of  *'  No  I  "] 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Tuesday. 

CONCILIATION  (TRADKS  DISPUTES) 
BILL.— (No.  12:».) 

SECOXD    RCADINO.       [aPJOIRNED    DE- 
BATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resumini;  adjourned 
Debate  ou  Second  Reading  [2drd 
April.] 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
<»p  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtce,  Al»enloen,  S.): 
I  bo(>e  the  IIou!«o  will  conjieut  to  take 
this  Bill  now.  I  am  willing  that  the 
other  Bill  on  the  subject  standing  in  the 
name  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
l)er  for  the  I'^niversity  of  London  (Sir  J. 
Lubbock )  should  be  reaii  a  second  time, 
and  that  Inuh  Bills  should  go  before  the 
Standing  Committee. 

Several  hon.  Members  objected. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow. 
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MUSSEL  SCALPS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  169.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Readiog  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Birkmyre.) 

Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  asked  for  some 
explanation  of  the  BilFs  provisions. 

Mr.  BIRKMYRE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment qnite  approved  of  the  principle  of 
the  measure,  and  the  principle  had  already 
been  approved  by  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  House  of  Lords. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews  Universities)  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  justified  in  claiming  Government 
approval  for  this  Bill.  He  (Sir  C. 
Pearson)  had  read  the  Bill,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  one  of  the  worst  drawn 
measures  he  had  ever  read. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) : 
In  reply  to  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  may 
say  I  do  not  think  the  drafting  of  the 
BUI  is  perfect,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  it  has  expressed  his  willing- 
ness to  admit  certain  Amendments  which 
the  Government  think  necessary,  and  if 
those  Amendments  are  introduced  we 
have  no  objection  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrews, 
&c.)  said,  he  should  like  to  have  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour)  on  the  drafting  of  the  Bill. 
He  (Mr.  Anstruther)  had  no  objection  to 
the  principle  of  the  measure,  and,  indeed, 
he  himself  had  introduced  a  Bill  based 
very  much  upon  the  same  principle, 
although  not  providing  for  the  rating 
arrangement  sanctioned  by  this  Bill.  The 
Government  had  early  in '  the  Session 
taken  objections  to  the  reading  of  bis 
Bill  a  second  time,  although  he  had  never 
heard  why  they  had  done  so. 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  As 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  has  just  stated,  sub- 
ject to  certain  alterations  on  points  of 
detail  we  do  not  object  to  this  Bill. 

An  hon.  Member  :  I  object. 

Mr.  BIRKMYRE  :  I  would  appeal  to 
hon.  Members  not  to  prevent  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 


An  hon.  Member  :  I  object. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday 
next. 

PIKR  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— <No.  203.) 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION  (LONDON)  BILL  [Lords], 

(No.  300.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

PEEBLES    FOOT    PAVEMENTS  PRO- 
V18I0XAL   ORDER   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Bill  to  oon- 
linn  a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  under  "  The  Burgh  Police  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1892,"  relating  to  the  burgh  of 
Peebles,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  €hK>rge 
Trevelyac  and  the  Lord  Advocate, 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Ortler  193a  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  first  time. 
— (;$i>  O,  Trevelyan.) 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  304.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — Local  Go- 
vernment (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  12)  BiU.) 

That  thej  have  passed  a  BQl,  in- 
tituled, "  An  Act  to  regulate  the  sale  and 
use  of  Pistols."  [Pistols  Bill  [Lords].] 

MARKET  GARDENERS'   COMPENSATION 
BILL.— (No.  81.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Trade,  &c. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  197.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed 
[No.  197.] 

Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, to  be  taken  into  consideration 
upon  Friday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
305.] 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 
Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords 
requesting  a  Copy  of  the  First  Report  from  the 
Select  Ck>mmittee  appointed  by  their  Lordships 
on  the  House  of  LordB  OflSces. — {Sir  J,  T. 
Hihhert,) 

FOOD  PRODUCTS  ADULTERATION. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Maclare  be  discharged 
from  the  Select  Committee  on  Food  Prodncta 
Adulteration. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Whiteley  be  added  to  the 
Committee. — {Mr,  Aken^Don^las.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  miniites 
after  Twelre  o*clodu 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
fTfdnesday,  4th  July  1894. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Supply,— consideretl    in    Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 

1.  Motion   made,  and   Question    pro- 
posed, 

''That  ft  mm,  not  cxceeiUng  i:74,400,  be 
cmntal  tu  Her  Mige»ty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Pay  antl  Muioellaneourt  Charges  of  the 
Yeomanry  (Mvalry,  which  will  conie  in  courw* 
of  payment  daring  the  vear  ending  on  the  31flt 
dayof  Mftrch,  I8W." 

•Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterhorongh) 
Kftid,  he  intended  to  move  the  recluction 
of  the  Vote.  He  nhouhl  like  to  see  it 
rejected  altogether  ;  but  he  imagined  that 
part  of  the  money  had  I>een  i4i>ont,  and  j 
that,  therefore,  it  would  l>e  useless  to 
make  a  Motion  to  that  etifeot.  The 
Minister  for  War  had  spoken  yester- 
day of  unre^enerate  days  —  alluding 
either  to  himself  or  the  Yeomanry.  Pro- 
bably tlie  reference  was  to  himself,  seeing 
that  in  days  gone  hy  the  right  lion.  («on- 
tJeman  was  in  favour  of  economy,  but 
now  bis  soundness  on  that  Radical 
doi-trine  appeared  to  be  doubtful.  The 
War  Office,  possibly,  was  too  strong  for 
him  now  that  he  was  in  Office,  but  he 
Was  strong  enough  to  oppose  them  when 
out  of  Office.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  gone  against  the  charge  years 
ago,  and  had  asked  hon.  Meml>er8  to 
oppose  it  ;  and  if  he  adhereil  to  his  former 
view,  he  ought  to  have  the  courage,  now 
that  he  was  in  power,  to  strike  out  the 
Vote  altogether.  He  (Mr.  Morton)  did 
not  wish  to  say  a  word  disrespectful  of 
the  Yeomanry.  They  were  no  worse 
than  other  people,  but  as  a  fighting 
force  llie  Yeomanry  were  of  no  use  what- 
ever. He  was  altogether  oppose<l  to 
the  maintenance  of  fighting  forces, 
being  in  favour  of  arbitration  as  a  means 
of  settling  International  disputes.  Still, 
if   we    must    have   an  Army,   it   should]  offiriency  of  the  Force.  The  hon.  Baronet 
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be  a  fighting  force.  The  Yeomanry 
merely  "played  at  soldiers."  Therefore, 
they  ought  to  be  got  rid  of  altogether. 
They  were  told  that  in  past  days  the 
Yeomanry  had  been  of  some  use  in 
putting  down  rioting,  but  the  police  were 
now  able  to  do  that.  It  had  not  been 
shown  that  the  Yeomanry  was  in  an 
efficient  state  to  do  any  fighting  what- 
soever. He  was  entirely  in  favour  of 
giving  this  money  to  the  Volunteer 
Fon*e,  who  had  done  good  service  in 
putting  itself  into  a  state  of  efficiency  for 
the  «lefence  of  the  country.  He  iinder- 
stooil  from  experts  that  they  could  not 
very  well  have  an  efficient  Volunteer 
Cavalry  Force.  The  Yeomanry  were 
something  of  that  sort,  and  he  could  well 
understand  the  difficulty  there  was  in 
making  it  efficient  and  in  obtaining 
horses.  If  the  money  could  be  spare<l  it 
should  be  vote<l  to  the  Volunteers,  who 
rendered  efficient  service  to  the  country, 
and  who  had  never  lH»en  properly  re- 
cognisetl  by  the  State.  For  the  purpose 
of  testing  the  question  he  would  move  to 
reduce  the  Vote  bv  £40,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £34,000,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — (3/r. 
A.  C.  J  for  ton.) 

Mk.  a.  H.  SMITH  (Christchnrch) 
said,  he  must  protest  against  the  attacks 
mafle  in  the  Committee  against  the 
Yeomanrv  Force.       He   submittal    that 

m 

the  criticisms  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  and  others 
were  altogether  out  of  date,and  he  would 
advise   them  when    thev  renewe<l    their 

m 

attack  to  <liscnrd  the  stale  jokes  and 
antiquated  gibes  which  were  hurled 
against  the  Yeomanry  last  night.  The 
hon.  Baronet  did  not  always  make  stale 
jokes,  but  when  he  allnded  to  the  pace 
at  which  the  Yeomanry  were  able  to  retire 
t  he  joke  was  a  very  ancient  one.  I  f  t  he  hon. 
Member  for  Essex,  who,  though  he  might 
have  great  knowletlge  of  other  Military 
Forces,  hail  very  little  acquaintance  with 
the  iKxly  in  question,  were  to  ask  cavalry 
officers  who  ha*l  inspected  Ye<»manry 
regiments  during  the  last  few  year*,  they 
would  one  and  all,  he  was  certain,  give 
a  verv  difTerent  account  of  the  Force  to 
that  which  was  given  last  night.  They 
would  all  l>ear  testimony  to  the  value  and 
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had  made  complaint  of  the  expense  of  ]  horse,  as  was  the  case  in  the  Regular 
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the  Force.      In  his   opinion,  it  was  an 
extremely  cheap  Force,  and  the  £70,000 
spent  upon  it  was  extremely  well  laid  out. 
He  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  this  one 
question,  although  he  knew  it  was    no 
use  pressing  it  upon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough  :  Did  they  think  it  possible 
for  the  Reserve  Forces  to  be  of  use  with- 
out cavalry  ?     No  doubt  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  maintain  Volunteer  cavalry, 
but  that  was  the  strongest  argument  for 
maintaining  the  Yeomanry  in  the  most 
efficient  state  possible.  This  was  the  only 
form  in  which  cavalry  in  connection  with 
Volunteers  could  possibly  be  maintained. 
Pe  was  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  last  night  attribute 
all  the  improvement  in  the   Yeomanry 
Force  to  the  new  Regulations  and  the 
organization  lately  introduced,  because  it 
was  well  known  that  that  improvement 
began  long  before  the  new  Regulations 
€ame   into   existence.     The   Yeomanry, 
however,  were  quite  willing  to  carry  out 
those  Regulations  and  to  be  tried  by  the 
new  standard  of  efficiency.     One  point 
of  difficulty   connected   with    the   new 
organization  was  the  long  distances  the 
permanent  staff  had  to  travel  in  carrying 
out  their  duties  in  regard  to  preliminary 
drill,  and   so   on.     He    knew   instances 
where   the  permanent  sergeants  bad  to 
travel  25  miles  to  reach  the  troops  or 
shooting   grounds.     A    healthy    rivalry 
existed   among    the    Yeomanry,  which 
would   always   tend   tu   maintain    their 
present  excellent   condition,    though  no 
doubt  troops  forming  one  squadron  and 
at  perhaps  20  or  30  miles  distance  from 
headquarters  would  have  very  little  iu 
common. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Dorset, 

N.)  did  not  think  that  the  disparaging 

observations   of   the   hou.  Member    for 

Peterborough — who,  no  doubt,  possessed 

great  military  knowledge — with  regard  to 

the  Yeomanry  would  have  much  weight 

with    the   country.     Perhaps   the    hon. 

Member  would  explain  how  under  his 

new  tactics  infantry  were  to  act  without 

cavalry.      It   was   absolutely  necessary 

that   the    Yeomanry  Force    should    be 

maintained  in  order  to  act  as  the  cavalr}- 

of  the  Volunteer  Force.     The  force  was 

a  most  inexpensive  one,  and  it  possessed 

the   advantage  of  having  one  horse  to 

each   roan   instead  of  two  men  to  each 

It.  a.  h 


cavalry.    The  defenders  of  the  Yeomanry 
fortunately      were      not     confined     to 
one  side   of  the    House    alone.       The 
hon.      Member      for     Cirencester     bad 
pointed    out  bow  useful  the  Yeomanry 
cavalry  were  to  the  country.     Something 
had   been    said    last    night    about    the 
Yeomanry  being  useful  assistants  to  the 
Civil    power,   but   the   Force  earnestly 
hoped  that  they  would  never  have  the 
duty  imposed  upon  them  of  riding  down 
an  unarmed  mob  of  their  fellow-country- 
men.    As  had  been  pointed  out  with  re- 
gard  to  the  inception  of  the  Yeomanry, 
many  of  the  regiments  were  raised  at  the 
time  of  Napoleon's  threatened  invasion 
of  the  Island.     It  was  very   interesting 
at  this  day  to  examine  the  maps  then 
drawn   up,   showing   the  tactics    to    l)e 
adopted  in  the  event  of  a  descent  upon 
our  coasts.     The  Force  was  extremely 
popular,  and,  whenever  it  was  called  out, 
it  brought  a  considerable  amount  of  busi- 
ness to  the  country  towns.     An  article, 
written  by  Mr.  Frederic  Harrison,  had 
recently   appeared   in  the  magazines  in 
reference  to  the  incidence  of  taxation,  and 
suggesting  that  it  would  be  well  to  go 
back  to  the  system  of  the  old  days,  when 
the  landed  gentry  provided  so  much  of 
the  money  and  so  many  of  the  troops  or 
armed  men  required  for  the  service  of  the 
King.     The  article  also  referred  to  the 
ancient  Greek  and  Roman  times,  when 
men  were  picked  out  for  the  service  of 
the   State.     The   writer   was   evidently 
hardly   aware   of   the    existence  of    the 
Yeomanry    cavalry,  largely    maintained 
by  the  country  gentlemen,  the  cost  being 
only  supplemented  by  the  small  amount 
granted  them  by  the  Government.     The 
country   gentlemen    were  willing  io  go 
on      supporting      the      Yeomanry     and 
Volunteer   Forces  in    spite  of  the  cold 
water   which    was    thrown    upon    them. 
The  Yeomanry  had  been  long  threatened, 
but  "threatened  people  lived  long,''  and 
he  trusted  the  Force  would  continue  to 
do  the  good  work  it  had  done  in  the  pa^t, 
in  spite  of  the  attacks  of  the  great  mili- 
tary authorities  opposite  and    their  new 
tactics.    He  hoped  the  War  Office  would 
not    reduce  the   permanent  staff,   which 
was  as  low  as  it  could  be  consistent  with 
the  efficiency  of  the  Yeomanry. 

Captaix     BAGOT     (Westmoreland* 
Kendal)   said,  there   could   be  no   doubt 
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this  was  0D6  of  the  cheapest  Forces  we 
possessed,  and  that  to  do  away  with  it 
would  be  a  piece  of  great  follj  in  the 
organisation  of  the  defence  of  the 
coiintrj.  The  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough was  probably  not  aware  that 
the  total  cost  of  the  Yeomanry  to  the 
country  was  not  equal  to  that  of  a  single 
Regular  cavalry  regiment.  When  the 
squadron  system  was  adopted  from  the 
Regular  cavalry  lately  in  the  reorganisa- 
tion of  the  Yeomanry,  the  permanent 
troop-sergeant-majors  were  done  away 
with.  It  was  now  complained  that  the 
duties  of  the  sergeant-majors,  on  whom 
the  efficiency  and  internal  organisation 
of  the  regiment  depended,  were  too 
ouerous,  and  he  suggested  that  they 
should  be  granted  railway  passes  so  that 
they  might  easily  cover  the  distances 
i¥hich  separated  the  two  troops  under 
their  control. 

•Sir  F.FITZWYGRAM  (South  Hants, 
Fareham)  said,  the  important  question 
was  whether  the  Yeomanrr  would  be  fit 
for  the  duties  which  they  would  be  called 
upon  to  discharge  in  the  case  of  war — 
whether  they  were  quite  up  to  the  mark  ? 
In  a  country  like  England  cavalry  could 
not  be  utilised  to  any  great  extent  by 
way  of  acting  in  mass,  but  in  scouting 
duty  the  hunting  farmers  of  England, 
who  largely  formed  the  Yeomanry,  would 
be  invaluable.  It  was  on  our  Militia, 
Volunteers,  and  Yeomanry  that  we  should 
mainly  have  to  depend  in  case  of  in- 
vasion, which  could  only  occur  after  a 
great  disaster  in  a  European  war,  when 
probably  our  Regular  cavalry  would  be 
depleted  or  destroyed.  That  was  an 
answer  to  the  question  so  often  asked — 
Why  could  not  the  Regular  cavalry  do 
this  duty  ?  Of  course,  they  would  if  at 
home.  But  before  we  cau  suppose  au 
invasion,  we  must  suppose  disaster  to 
our  Army  abroad.  And  in  such  case  our 
home  defence  would  largely  depend  on  the 
forces  —  namely,  Militia,  Volunteers, 
and  Yeomanry  —  which  cannot  be 
sent  abroad.  For  those  reasons 
he  strongly  supported  the  Vote  for 
the  Yeomanry.  They  received  no 
pay,  and  the  allowance  made  for  man 
and  horse  was  but  small,  and  that 
which  was  done  for  the  Volun- 
teers should  surely  be  done  by  the 
country  for  the  Yeomanry  as  well. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  mentioned  the  case 


of  a  yeoman  who,  at  75  years  of  age,  had 
not  missed  drill  for  50  years.  While 
allowing  the  importance  of  having  tried 
and  well-trained  men  in  the  Yeomanry, 
he  agreed  that  if  it  were  composed  largely 
of  men  with  such  service  records  as  that  it 
might  then  very  justly  be  considered  by  its 
critics  as  even  mord  useless  than  the 
Yeomanrv  Force  of  the  olden  time. 
From  observations  he  had  made  during 
the  years  he  commanded  in  the  cavalry, 
and  also  from  the  general  experience  of 
hunting  and  steeplechasing  men,  he  was 
inclined  to  say  that  the  age  for  active 
service  should  not  exceed  42  years  either 
in  the  Yeomanry  or  for  cavalry  regi- 
ments. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  he  would  not  presume  to 
follow  the  gallant  and  distinguished 
officer  in  his  criticisms  and  eulogium  on 
the  Yeomanry  from  the  point  of  view  of 
Army  work,  but  he  would  submit  that 
this  Force  had  a  special  merit,  in  so  far 
as  the  men  were  civilians  first  and 
soldiers  afterwards.  His  sympathies 
had  always  gone  forth  to  such  men,  for 
he  shared  the  prejudice  held  by  some 
people  against  having  any  standing 
Army  at  all.  The  fact  that  they  were 
civilians  as  well  as  soldiers  should  not 
be  lost  sight  of  whenever  it  was  neces- 
sary to  call  out  a  military  force  in  order 
to  quell  any  local  disturbance,  for,  as 
fellow  townsmen,  they  would  certainly 
act  with  more  consideration  than  the 
Regular  troops,  and,  therefore,  would  not 
be  so  likely  to  incense  the  mob  to  com- 
mit acts  of  violence.  He  remembered 
reading  of  a  case  in  which  during 
the  Reform  riots  in  Wiltshire  the 
local  Yeomanry  were  called  upon  to 
charge  a  mob  which  had  taken  posses- 
sion of  a  park.  In  the  charge  one  of  the 
troopers  dropped  his  sword,  which  was 
promptly  picked  up  and  handed  to  him 
by  a  rustic.  His  next  man  asked  him 
why  he  did  not  cut  the  rustic  down,  and 
the  reply  was  that  he  would  not  have 
done  that  for  anything,  as  the  man  was 
the  son  of  his  carter.  He  considered 
that  the  Yeomanry  Force  was  the 
most  economical  of  all  the  branohes 
of  our  Army.  For  these  reasons  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough would  not  press  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote.  He  had  often  been 
happy  to  follow  the  hon.  Member's  lead  in 
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Motions  for  the  protection  of  economy, 
but  believing,  as  he  did,  that  their 
energies  might  be  more  usefully  applied 
to  matters  on  which  more  money  was 
spent,  he  appealed  to  him,  in  the  name 
of  old  comradeship  in  the  fight  for 
economy,  not  to  press  the  Motion. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
heartily  supported  that  appeal.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  impossible  to  get  a  cheaper 
or  more  economical  force  than  the  Yeo- 
manry, which,  he  maintained,  formed  a 
most  valuable  auxiliary  to  our  cavalry. 
It  was  a  Force  of  9,000  or  10,000  men 
and  horses,  costing  £112,000.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  must  have 
been  misled  in  this  matter.  Some  time 
since  he  had  the  assistance  of  the  present 
Secretary  for  War  in  voting  for  the 
abolition  of  Yeomanry  Cavalry. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  did  not 
have  his  assistance  ;  he  had  mine. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  evidently  now  found 
salvation.  They  had  his  authority 
for  it  that  the  Force  had  immensely 
improved,  and  was  much  more  useful  for 
service  in  the  field  than  it  was  some 
years  since  ;  and  as  other  Votes  of  great 
interest  were  to  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee, he  hoped  they  would  lie  allowed 
to  proceed  without  further  delay  and 
without  a  Division. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said 
that,  after  the  speeches  delivered  on  the 
previous  night  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Derby  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War,  he  did  not  propose  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough. The  Secretary  for  War  had 
every  opportunity  of  knowing  whether 
the  Force  was  efficient  ;  but  that  as  they 
had  his  authority  for  the  statement  that  it 
was,  he  would  rely  on  his  judgment.  But 
while  he  could  not  support  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  he  did  not  feel 
he  could  vote  the  other  way,  and  he  f<hould 
therefore  abstain  from  taking  any  part  in 
the  Division. 

Question  put^^ 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes 
19;  iVoes  112. —  (Division  List,  No. 
149.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Mr^  Gibson  Bowles 


2.  £804,000,   Volunteer  Corps,  Pay, 
and  Allowances. 

Sir  H.  FLETCHER  (Sussex,  Lewes) 

said,  he  wished  to  take  that  opportunity 

to  congratulate  the  Military  Authorities 

aud  the  Volunteer  Force  generally  on  the 
increase  in  the  Force.  Although  this» 
of  course,  involved  an  .addition  to  the 
Vote,  he  thought  the  money  was  well 
spent.  He  noticed  from  the  Estimate 
that  the  total  of  the  Force  had  risen  from 
218,800  to  221,000  men,  and  this  was  a 
proof  that  satisfactory  steps  were  being 
taken  to  keep  up  a  most  useful  Force. 
But  he  had  one  or  two  suggestions  to 
make  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
aud  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  see  his  way  to  give 
effect  to  them.  The  first  was  with  re- 
gard to  the  Capitation  Grant.  At  present 
this  grant,  together  with  the  prodciency 
allowance,  was  paid  once  a  year, 
and  iie  ventured  to  suggest  thai 
at  any  rate  some  proportion  of  it 
should  be  handed  over  as  soon  as  it  waa 
earned.  The  Volunteer  year  ended  on 
the  31st  of  October,  aud  of  course  th» 
men  must  have  made  themselves  efficienl 
prior  to  that  date.  But  the  grant  waa 
not  paid  until  April  in  the  following 
year,  and  he  thought  six  months  was  a 
long  time  for  the  officers  to  be  kept  out 
of  the  money,  the  result  lieing  net  infre- 
quently that  money  had  to  be  borroweil 
to  meet  the  current  expenses  of  the 
battalion.  It  might  be  urged  that  this 
would  upset  all  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  the  War  Office,  but  probably 
an  earlier  payment  might  be  made  with- 
out much  difficulty,  aud  it  certainly  woold 
be  much  appreciated  by  the  Volonleer 
authorities.  Then  there  was  the  ques^ 
tion  of  transport  in  case  of  mobiliaatioo. 
It  the  case  of  its  being  necessary  to  move 
it,  a  Volunteer  corps  would  be  aseless 
without  transport,  and  many  officers 
recognising  the  fact  had  already  made 
arrangements  to  supply  their  regiments 
with  the  means  of  transport.  This, 
however,  was  necessarily  au  expensive 
proceeding,  and  his  suggestion  to  the 
Secretary  for  War  was  that  when  an 
inspecting  officer  certified  that  traosport 
vehicles  sufficiently  horsed  were  paraded 
at  the  annual  inspectioa  a  capitation 
grant  of  3os.  for  one  man  per  company 
to  act  as  driver  should  be  allowed,  tbA 
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iii%n  to  wemr  the  uniform  of  the  battalion,  (other  duties.     Further,   he  thought  that 


but  not  Co  otherwise  qualify.  That 
wonM  be  a  great  help  to  the  Volunteers 
ao  tbifl  matter  of  transport.  As  to  the  Capi- 
tation Grant  generally,  he  thought  that 
wma  sufBeient  for  all  practical  purposes. 
The  next  point  was  ha  to  the  transfer 
of  Volunteers  to  the  Regular  Army.  It 
frequently  happened  that  after  a  young 
fellow  had  been  in  the  Volunteers  a  few 
tBODtbs  be  enlirited  into  the  Hogularjt. 
But  daring  his  service  as  a  Volunteer  a 
^oosiderable  sum  of  money  had  lieen 
•pent  in  proriding  him  with  a  uniform, 
Md  these  clothes  were,  as  a  rule,  thrown 
ou  the  commanding  oflicer^s  hands,  for 
there  was  a  general  dislike  to  the  issue 
of  old  or  part-worn  uniforms,  and  many 
men  refnscd  to  serve  in  corps  in  which 
CbiA  practice  prevailed.  He  wouM  sug- 
gest that  in  such  cases  of  enlistment  a 
grmnt  should  be  made  to  the  Volunteer 
-corpa  to  cover  the  expenses  thus  in- 
curred. Many  Volunteer  regiments  had 
now  become  battalions  of  territorial 
reKitn^ntii.  In  the  ohl  days  they  were 
eaJled  Rifle  Corps,  but  for  some  years  that 
deaigimtion  had  to  a  great  extent  been 
almndoiied.  As  the  system  of  making 
tbem  battalions  of  territorial  rcgimeut.s 
^r««  now  pretty  general,  he  thought  the 
Volunteer  regiments*  should  as  nearly  as 
possible  assimilate  with  thai  of  the 
Militia  Imttalions  of  the  same  regiment. 
Many  inspecting  officers  bad  already 
ttdTocated  that ;  and  only  a  fortnight  pre- 
rioasly,  at  his  own,  regimental  camp,  the 
iiuipcieting  officer  found  fault  with  certain 
fattdgeit  worn  by  the  non-conimissionetl 
officers,  and  said  that  they  shunld  Ik* 
sioiihu'  to  those  used  in  the  Militia 
IwttaJion.  But  the  present  Regulations 
did  not  permit  Volunteer  otiirers  to 
ototlie  and  dret^s  their  men  in  the  same 
way  a<  Militia  Imttalions,  although  he 
believed  such  a  thing  would  l>e  very 
popular.  Coming  next  to  the  per- 
fBaocnr  «ta^  he  urged  that  an  nllow- 
Aoee  should  l>e  made  to  the  commanding 
ofBeent  of  headquarter  companicn  to 
ooable  them  to  engage  some  ho rgeant  din- 
oharged  from  the  Army  to  assist  the 
•ergeant -ins  true  tor  as  orderly -nxmi  clerk, 
Cbe  occessity  for  this  arising  from  the 
fact  that  the  Officbil  Returns  to  be  fille«I 
in  were  rapidly  increasing  in  numln^r,  and 
if  the  sergeaDt*instructor  had  to  attend 
to  ibem    be  was  boimd   to  neglect    his 


the  permanent  staff  should  Ite  attachetl 
to  a  Line  regiment  for  drill  purposes  one 
month  in  every  year.  The  resident  in- 
structors lived,  many  of  them,  in  the 
country  villages.  They  attended  a  few 
regimental  and  battalion  drills,  but  had 
really  very  little  to  do.  It  would  be  a 
i^reat  advantage  if  the  sergeant-instruc- 
tors could  l>e  sent  out  more  regularly  to 
make  thom  l>etter  acquainted  with  the 
new  drill,  and  be  would  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  could 
not  see  his  way  to  order  sergeant-instruc- 
tors for  a  period  of  one  month  each 
year  to  be  attached  to  and  drill  with 
the  Line  regiment,  or  with  the  depot  of 
the  territorial  regiment.  It  was  the 
more  necessarv  to  carrv  out  some  sug- 
gestion  of  this  kind,  because,  every  year 
almost,  changes  in  drill  were  made  and 
imposed  on  the  Volunteer  Force  as  well 
as  on  the  Regular  Army.  A  ])oint  which 
had  been  more  than  once  previously  re- 
ferro<l  to  in  connection  with  the  Force 
was  the  brigadier  system,  which  had 
lieeii  in  operation  several  years.  He  had 
no  fault  to  find  with  the  system  as  it  at 
present  existcnl,  but  the  duties  and  re- 
sponsibilities of  the  brigadier  should  l»e 
moie clearly  defined  by  the  Military  autho- 
rities, for  at  pre'*ent  the  position  of  those 
officers  was  in  many  resjwcts  anom- 
alous. As  to  the  existing  Musketry 
Regulations  for  the  Volunteers,  he 
thought  they  were  sufficient  ;  and,  in 
view  of  an  intimation  given  by  the  right 
lion,  (ventlemnn  on  a  previous  occasion 
that  it  was  pro|>ose<1  to  introduce  further 
and  larger  conditions,  be  would  sug;;est 
that  to  press  the  Volunteers  too  bard  on 
this  jM)int  would  have  an  effe<*t  contni ry 
to  that  which  might  \h*  intendcsl  unti 
tlesired.  Field-firing  was  undoubtnlly  a 
very  important  tnatter  with  the  V«»lun- 
teers  and  Regular  Army  alike,  and  be 
«le'*ired  to  assure  the  right  hon.  (ientle- 
inan  that  the  Force  trietl  hard  to  fulfil  the 
conditions  requireil  to  the  satinfaction 
of  the  Musketry  luHjiectors  ;  but  the 
Volunteers  suffered  greatly,  in  common 
with  the  Regular  troops,  from  the  want 
of  suitable  ranges  for  pnu'ticc,  and  he 
wi!*bed  to  press  this  fact  on  the  attention 
of  the  War  Office  authorities.  With 
regani  to  the  Volunteer  decoratitm,  lie 
was  very  glad  to  nee  by  that  day's  fuipers 
that  tiie  right  hon.  (rcntleman,  in  response 
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to  au  appeal,  bad  sligbtlj  modified  the 
existing  rule.  Tiio  entire  Force  would 
feel  grateful  for  that  ooDcessioo,  but  he 
would  ask  the  right  boo.  Gentlemau 
whether  be  could  not  carry  it  a  little 
further.  As  the  Rule  now  stood,  no 
Volunteer  would  be  entitled  to  the 
decoration  who  was  not  actually  serving 
in  the  Force  on  the  1st  of  January,  1893. 
He  knew  many  hundreds  of  men  who 
had  served  in  the  Volunteers  for  more 
than  20  years  continuously,  and  who 
would  be  entitled  to  the  decoration  but 
for  this  condition.  The  restriction  was 
very  severely  felt,  and  he  would  appeal 
to  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  to  con?(ider 
whether  it  could  not  be  dispensed  with. 
A  few  days  ago  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man, he  understood,  said,  in  reply  to  a 
question,  that  the  difficulty  which  he  and 
his  military  advisers  had  in  the  matter 
was  tbat  no  trustworthy  Returns  of  ser- 
vice could  be  obtained. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
In  many  cases. 

Sir  H.  FLETCHER  continuing,  said, 
that  might  be  so,  but  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  get  over 
that  difficulty — ^at  all  events,  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases.  In  the  early  days  of 
the  Force,  when  it  was  loosely  controlled. 
Returns  were  not  sent  into  the  War 
Office,  but  he  could  say,  speaking  as  a 
commanding  officer,  that  it  bad  been  the 
practice  for  the  last  25  years  to  send  in 
fall  and  complete  Returns.  If  this  further 
concession  were  granted  it  would  gladden 
the  hearts  of  many  old  Volunteers  who 
bad  given  their  services  to  the  country 
for  more  than  20  years,  but  who  were 
now  deprivetl  of  the  decoration  by  tbe 
restriction  referred  to.  With  respect  to 
the  use  of  the  Lee-Metford  rifle,  it  bad 
been  suggested  to  him  that  when  that 
rifle  was  served  out,  tbe  short  rifle  manual 
should  be  abolished,  and  tbat  the  Volun- 
teers should  be  drilled  with  the  same 
manual  as  that  used  for  the  Regular 
Army.  He  thought  the  time  for  this 
change  was  fast  approaching. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  begged  to  say  a  few  words  with  tbe 
object  of  endorsing  what  had  l)een  said 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  respecting  the 
Volunteer  medal.  The  Statute  for  facili- 
tating the  acquisition  of  sites  for  barracks 
and  ranges  bad  not  been  taken  advan- 
tage of  sufficiently,  and  the  Act  ought  to 

Sir  H.  Fletcher 


be  amended  so  as  to  make  it  easier  for 
Municipal  Authorities  to  assist  Volunteers 
in  such  matters.     But  the  chief  difficulty 
against   which  Volunteer   corps  had  to 
contend    was    the     growing    dearth    of 
officers.       The    primary    cause    of   this 
dearth    was  the    expenditure    which    a 
commission    involved.      Eligible   young 
men  were  deterred  from  entering  corps 
by  the  knowletlge  that  they  might  have 
to   become   liable  with  their  colleagues 
in    respect    of    drillhalls,    ranges,    &C., 
for  sums  in  excess  of  the  liability  which 
they  felt  justifleil  in  incurring.     If  the 
Volunteer  Forces   were    really   required 
for  the  defence  of   the   country,  officer* 
and  men  ought  to  be  relieved  from  those 
disbursements  which   they   now    bad  to 
make  in   connection  with   their  military 
training.      The  State  ougbt  to  provide 
all    tbe    means   of   attaining   efficiency, 
including  complete  equipments  and  drill- 
halls  and  ranges.    Allowances  ought  also 
to    be  given  to    both   officers  and  meo 
for      camp     expenditure.      The      pay- 
ments made  by  the  Government  to  the 
Volunteers  engaged  in  submarine  mining 
had  greatly  conduced  to    tbe  efficiency 
of   the    corps,  and  tliat  seemed   to   him 
to    be    a    precedent     which    might    be 
followed    with   advantage.       One   othei 
point  was  that  Volunteer  corps  suflTered 
distinct  loss  with  regard  to  capitation  in 
consequence  of  enlistments  in  tbe  Army, 
and  that  loss  ought  to  be  made  good  to 
them  in   some  way  or  other.     Possibly 
some  addition  to  the  status  of  Volunteer 
officers  would  encourage  young  men  to 
seek    commissions.       The    question    of 
uniform     was     not     an    important    one 
in  this  connection,  but  a  closer  assimi- 
lation    of     the    Volunteers     with     the 
Militia    might    \m    advantageous.      He 
was   of   opinion    that   not   only    in    tbe 
matter  of   uniform    but    in    otber  things 
there    might    be    a    closer    assimilation 
between  the  Volunteers  and  the  Regular 
Forces,  and  tbat  more  service  and  greater 
efficiency     should    be    require<l.       This 
might  be  brought  about  under  the  pre- 
sent Volunteer  conditions  by  having  more 
afternoon  or  day  drills  than  there  were  at 
present.     It    would    be,    in    his  opinion, 
right  and  advantageous  to  offer  commis- 
sions in  the  Regular  Army  to  Volunteer 
officers  in  tbe  same  way  as  they    were 
oflTered  to  officers  in  the  Militia  ;  and  he 
also   thought   the  exemption    from  jury 
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service  might  very  well  be  granted  to 
Volunteers  as  a  return  for  the  work  they 
(lid  for  the  State.  Reference  had  been 
made  to  the  desirability  of  having 
greater  association  of  the  Volunteers 
with  the  Regular  Forces.  He  thought 
it  was  impossible  to  over-estimate  the 
advantages  that  would  follow  from  in- 
creased association  of  this  kind.  An 
illustration  of  the  great  benefits  that  were 
derived  from  this  source  was  supplied  by 
the  efficiency  attained  by  the  Volunteer 
Submarine  Miners  through  their  con- 
tinuous association  with  only  very  small 
detachments  of  the  Coast  Brigade  of 
the  Royal  Engineers.  The  Submarine 
Mining  Volunteers  had  received  a  capi- 
tation grant  of  £5,  which  was  much  in 
excess  of  the  grant  made  to  other  Voluuf^ 
teers.  If  this  increased  grant  had  been 
the  means  of  obtaining  efficient  service  he 
thought  the  principle  might  very  well  be 
extended  to  other  branches  of  the  Volun- 
teer Force. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  said,  he 
was  aware  there  was  a  Committee  now 
sitting  in  connection  with  this  question 
of  the  Volunteers,  which  was  inquiring 
into  the  discipline  and  status  of  the  Force, 
but  he  thought  he  was  right  in  stating  it 
was  not  inquiring  into  such  questions  as 
transport.  He  was  bound  to  say  he 
thought  the  Government  ought  to  give 
a  capitation  grant  to  any  regiment  that 
could  turn  out  a  complete  regimental 
transport,  including  horses,  and  he  would 
like  to  press  that  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  He  could  not  speak,  as  other  hon. 
Members  had  done,  as  a  Volunteer, 
because  he  happened  to  belong  to  the 
Sister  Service,  the  Yeomanry,  but  he 
took  great  interest  in  the  Volunteers,  and 
was  one  of  those  who,  though  not  serving 
himself,  was  perfectly  prepared  to  support 
with  his  purse  the  local  corps,  and  there- 
fore he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  see  his  way,  if  not  this 
year,  at  some  future  time  to  give  a  capi- 
tation grant  for  the  purpose  he  had  men- 
tioned. But  there  were  one  or  two 
questions  in  regard  to  which  some  of  his 
constituents  who  were  Volunteers  had 
grievances,  the  chief  one  of  which  was 


with  regard  to  the  new  medal  and  loug7 
service    decoration.       He    had  received 
complaints  about  the  decoration  and  about 
the  date  at  which  those  who  were  serving 
in  the  Force  should  be  entitled  to  wea^ 
the  decoration.     But,  in  the  first  place, 
on  behalf  of  those  Volunteers  who  were 
interested  in  the  question — and  he  believed 
all  Volunteers  were — he  desired  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  conces- 
sion he  had  already  made  in  regard   to 
the  service  being  consecutive.     Still,  he 
conid    have   wished    that    the    conces- 
sion had  been  extended  and  that  there 
might  have  been  a  longer  period  than  one 
year  intervening  in  the  time  reckoned  for 
the  20  years'  service.     For  instance,  it 
often  happened   that  a  man,  on  succeed- 
ing to  his  father's  business,  was  unable 
to  continue  his  Volunteer  service  for  a 
year  or  two   while  he  was  making  him- 
self acquainted    with  the  business,  and 
afterwards  was  glad  to  return  again  to 
the  service,  and  consequently  an  interval 
of  two  or  three  years  would  have  met 
practically  the  whole  of  those  cases.     In 
connection  with  the  Yeomanry  he    had 
known  cases  where  a  man  on  succeeding 
to  his  father's  business  was  unable  for 
the  first  two  years  to  keep  up  his  drills 
with    the    corps,    but     after    becoming 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  his  business 
had  returned,  as  it  were,  to  his  first  love, 
his   old    corps.     Many   of    these    were 
their  best  men,  were  strong  supporters  of 
the  Volunteer  movement,  and  he  thought 
they   should    be   encouraged    to   return 
rather  than  discouraged  by  making  them 
ineligible  foi   the  decoration,   and    that 
encouragement  be  given  by  allowing  a 
longer  interval   than  one  year  to  elapse 
during  the   time   they    were   with    the 
colours.     Another  grievance  had   refer- 
ence to  the  date  of  the  completion  of  the 
20  years'  service  in  the  Volunteer  corps. 
He  had  had  several  letters  on  this  subject, 
and  in  one  company  alone  of  a  Volun- 
teer regiment  with  which  he  was  most 
familiar  he  heard  there  were  seven  men, 
having  an  average  of  27  years'  service 
and  over,  who  had  been  cut  out  of  the 
decoration.     And  he  would  like  to  point 
out  that  in  some  cases  these  men  were 
compulsorily  retired    through   age,   and 
therefore  the  reason  of  their  being  cut 
out  was  not,  so  to  speak,  of  their  own 
free   will,    but   purely   owing   to    their 
compulsory  retirement.     One  of  his  cor- 
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respondents  complained  that  the  comniis- 
Bioned  officers  were  placed  in  a  better 
position  than  the  non-commissioned  officers 
and  men  ;  and  stated  that  certain  officers 
had  been  granted  the  medal  whilst  some 
of  the  non-commissioned  officers  and  men 
who  were  equally  entitleil  were  left  un- 
rewarded. He  would,  therefore,  strongly 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
see  whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
get  rid  of  the  obnoxious  clause — Clause  2 
— in  the  Armj  Order  which  fixed  the 
date  as  the  1st  January,  1893.  He 
would  also  like  to  urge  the  cause  of  those 
he  was  specially  pleading  for,  the  non- 
commissioned officers  and  men,  who  in 
many  instances  had  been  the  backbone 
of  the  movement,  who,  at  a  time  when 
the  Force  was  not  so  popular  as  it  was 
now,  when  officers  and  men  were  not  so 
easily  obtained,  had  kept  the  Force  going 
by  their  individual  efforts.  These  men 
felt  keenly  being  cut  out  from  the  wear- 
ing of  this  decoration,  whilst  their 
juniors  who  had  not  spent  so  much  time 
in  the  service,  or  taken  such  trouble  in 
regard  to  it,  were  eligible  because  in 
tlieir  case  there  had  not  been  any  break 
in  their  service.  Many  of  these  men  he 
referred  to  would  also,  but  for  being 
compulsorily  retired,  still  be  officers  in 
their  corps.  He  trusted  that  by  some 
means  or  other  an  exception  might  be 
made  in  favour  of  these  men  who  had 
done  so  much  for  volunteering.  He  also 
urged  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
there  should  not  be  one  law  for  the 
officers  and  another  for  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  men,  but  that  all 
should  be  treated  upon  an  equal  basis. 
This  was  a  great  grievance  with  those 
men  who  had  been  compulsorily  retired 
previous  to  1893,  and  he  would  impress 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tl»e 
desirability  of  allowing  these  old  men  to 
wear  the  long-service  medal.  The  ex- 
pense of  the  few  additional  medals 
that  would  l)e  required  could  not  be 
much,  and  he  hoped  that  would 
not  be  allowed  to  stand  in  the 
way.  Then  with  regard  to  the  keep- 
ing of  the  records,  he  thought  it  was 
rather  hard  lines  that  regiments  that  had 
kept  their  records  should  have  to  suffer 
for  those  regiments  in  which  records  ha<l 
not  been  kept.  Would  it  not  be  possible 
for  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
grant  the  medal  decoration  in  cases  where 
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the  records  of  the  regiment  were  au- 
thentic, and  not  punish  them  for  the 
neglect  or  perhaps  indifference  of  those 
regiments  and  commanding  officers  who 
had  not  kept  any  records  ?  There  was 
YeTj  great  feeling  in  the  country  on  this 
matter,  and  some  of  these  old  men  felt 
they  had  not  been  jnstly  treated,  and  also 
that  it  was  unfair  there  should  be  one  law 
for  the  officers  and  another  for  the  men. 
•Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  did 
not  think  that  the  claims  of  the  Volun- 
teers ought  to  be  designated  by  the 
serious  word  "  grievance,"  as  there  were 
very  few  things  to  complain  about  at  the 
present  moment.  The  Volunteer  move- 
ment had  not  been  the  plaything  of 
Party,  but  had  received  the  attention  of 
ftiose  who  were  responsible  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  country.  The  Force  had 
become  more  serviceable  year  by  year, 
and,  knowing  how  difficult  it  must  be  to 
im[>ose  conditions  upon  the  Volunteers 
which  they  would  not  be  eager  to  accept, 
he  thought  the  Government  had  done 
very  wisely  in  rather  following  the  views 
of  the  Volunteers  themselves.  It  wa*» 
now  a  very  popular  Force,  though  for- 
merly it  was  not  so  ;  and  he  spoke  as  one 
who  had  belonged  to  it  for  33  years,  and 
had  raised  a  brigade  of  artillery  from  37 
men  to  nearly  500  men.  He  knew  they 
had  grievances  in  the  past,  but  at  the 
present  moment  they  were  only  trifling, 
and  had  only  to  be  considered  to  be 
rectified.  With  regard  to  a  break  of  a 
couple  of  years  in  the  Service  cutting  a 
roan  out  from  the  decoration,  he  thought 
that  was  rather  hard  upon  the  men.  The 
proof  of  their  title  to  the  medal  might  be 
put  upon  the  men,  and  unless  that  was 
satisfactory  the  medal  would  not  be 
granted ;  and,  as  to  records,  he 
should  hope  that  in  every  corps  there 
were  records  kept  from  the  very  com- 
mencement of  every  man  who  had  been 
enrolled,  and  therefore  there  should  be  oo 
difficulty  in  accepting  every  one  of  the*e 
cases.  He  knew  a  volunteer  who  was  in 
his  corps,  and  who  resigned  because  be 
was  going  to  get  married.  He  said  to 
him,  "  Well,  my  dear  fellow,  after  yoa 
have  been  married  a  little  while,  you  will 
be  glad  of  an  excuse  to  come  out  and 
enjoy  yourself,"  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  was  the  case,  and  this  man  rejoined 
and  continued  most  efficient.  This  break 
in  the  service  ought  not  to  prevent  that 
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man  from  being  placed  in  an  equal  posi- 
tion with  those  who  had  served,  perhaps, 
a  less  time,  though  their  service  had  been 
continuous.  He  noticed  that  third-class 
fare  was  allowed  to  officers  attending 
camp  or  first  gun  practice.  He  thought 
thej  should  either  allow  a  higher  class 
fare  or  none  at  all.  It  seemed  to  be  an 
indication  that  the  officers  were  to  travel 
in  the  same  class  as  the  men,  which  they 
knew  very  well  they  would  not  do,  and 
which,  he  thought,  would  not  be  in 
accordance  with  good  discipline.  Officers 
and  men  drew  their  allowance  for  the 
first  time  they  went  down,  but  there 
were  officers  who  had  to  go  down  a 
second  and  even  a  third  time  with  men 
to  complete  the  gun  practice,  but  after 
the  first  time  they  went  down  they  got 
no  allowance.  Then,  again,  officers  in 
camp  got  their  2s.  a  day,  but  the  whole 
of  that  was  absorbed  in  the  hire  of 
furniture  and  other  matters  that  could 
not  be  drawn  from  the  stores.  If  they 
went  on  the  supposition  that  all  expenses 
were  to  be  paid  by  the  State,  officers 
ought  to  have  a  larger  allowance  in 
consideration  of  not  being  able  to  draw 
camp  furniture.  Another  point  was  that 
if  a  garrison  artillery  corps  armament  was 
changed  to  16-pounder  guns,  the  officers 
were  allowed  to  go  again  to  the  School  of 
Instruction  at  the  expense  of  the  country, 
but  if  the  armament  was  changed  to  siege 
artillery  they  were  not  allowed  to  go  again 
to  the  School  of  Instruction  except  at 
their  own  expense,  and  he  could  not  see 
the  reason  for  the  distinction.  But  these 
were  matters  which  he  felt  sure  the  War 
Office  authorities  would  consider  in  a 
true  and  proper  light. 
•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  desired, 
in  the  first  place,  to  add  all  the  force  he 
could  to  the  suggestion  made  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  as  to  the  payment  at 
an  earlier  period  of  a  portion  of  the 
capitation  grant.  It  was  a  great  hard- 
ship upon  the  officers  not  to  have  money 
in  hand  to  meet  the  expenses.  The 
number  of  men  to  be  provided  for  was 
known  at  the  War  Office  shortly  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  Volunteer  year, 
and  if  as  soon  as  this  was  known  a 
proportion  of  the  capitation  grant  was 
given  it  would  be  a  very  great  boon 
to  the  officers  in  the  administration 
of  the  corps.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  said  something  about  assimilating 


the  uniform  to  that  of  the  Militia.  He 
was  in  a  corps  in  which  that  had  been 
done  except  in  regard  to  the  lace,  and  if 
a  change  from  silver  to  gold  lace  was 
suggested  that  was  a  change  which  was 
one  that  he  did  not  desire  to  advocate ; 
he  thought  they  might  swagger  quite 
sufficiently  even  without  so  much  silver 
lace  as  they  had  now.  There  was  one 
part  of  the  full  dress  and  parade  uniform 
which  he  thought  might  well  be  dis- 
pensed with,  and  that  was  the  cross-belt, 
which  was  used  as  a  substitute  for  the 
sash  worn  by  the  officers  of  the  Regular 
Army.  He  did  not  see  why  a  sash  of  a 
sufficiently  distinctive  character  should 
not  be  allowed  to  Volunteer  officers.  He 
dejrecated  the  requiring  adjutants  of 
Volunteer  battalions  to  assimilate  their 
uniform  to  that  of  the  Volunteer  officers. 
One  thing  essential  to  the  welfare  of  a 
Volunteer  battalion  was  to  have  a  good 
adjutant,  and  it  might  well  be  that  an 
officer  in  every  respect  eligible  for  the 
post  was  led  to  decline  to  serve  in  the 
Volunteer  Force  because  he  was  required 
to  change  his  whole  uniform.  He  asked 
that  this  question  might  be  reconsidered. 
He  desired  also  to  support  the  claim  to 
the  long-service  decoration  of  those  who 
had  served  for  20  years  continuously 
in  the  Volunteer  Force,  though  they 
might  have  retired  before  the  date  fixed 
by  the  new  Regulation.  Many  of  those 
men  were  a  most  valuable  element  even  in 
the  present  working  of  the  Force  in  their 
several  districts;  and  if  the  decoration  was 
not  conferred  upon  them,  it  would  tend  to 
discourage  them  in  continuing  to  interest 
themselves  in  the  Volunteer  cause.  He 
did  not  deny  the  advantage  of  brigade 
camps,  although  they  involved  a  diminu- 
tion of  the  time  for  instructing  the  batta- 
lion whilst  in  camp ;  butihe  said  that  if  the 
present  brigadier  system  was  to  be  main- 
tained, it  would  be  desirable  to  reconsider 
its  construction  and  see  how  far  it  was  in 
harmony  with  the  regimental  system,  and 
if  it  was  not  in  harmony  with  the  regimental 
system  to  see  what  charges  ought  to  be 
adopted  to  bring  about  conformity.  Again, 
if  the  brigade  camp  system  was  to  be 
developed  and  encouraged,  would  it  not 
be  desirable  to  arrange  to  have  a  camp  in 
which  both  artillery  and  infantry  were 
brigaded  together  ?  If  the  Volunteers 
were  to  be  brought  up  to  that  condition  of 
efficiency  that  they  would  be  fit  to  take 


895 


Supply — Army 


{COMMONS}  Estimates,  1894^.  896 


their  place  in  the  field  they  ought  to  be 
put  to  drill  not  only  alongside  other 
battalions,  but  also  in  company  with 
artillery,  and,  if  possible,  cavalry  also. 
In  connection  with  instruction  in  mus- 
ketry he  urged  the  desirability  of 
arranging  for  the  rnitial  practice  for  re- 
cruits in  musketry  with  small  charges 
and  at  short  ranges,  which,  he  said,  might 
be  provided  for  in  the  barrack  yards. 
Accurate  shooting  at  very  small  marks 
should  be  taught.  This  would  not  re- 
quire any  expensive  purchases  of  land 
for  machinery  or  ranges,  but  it  would 
only  be  necessary  that  the  ammunition 
used  should  be  suitable  for  short  range 
shooting.  Those  who  have  given  close 
attention  to  the  subject  were  of  opinion 
that  the  shooting  of  the  Volunteers  and 
of  the  Army  generally  could  be  very 
much  improved  if  recruits  were  not 
allowed  to  go  to  the  long  ranges  until 
they  had  learned  to  hit  small  objects  at  a 
short  distance.  He  did  not  know  what  pro- 
portion of  the  engineer  force  to  the 
artillery  and  infantry  was  arranged,  but 
unless  there  was  some  reason  which,  on 
military  grounds,  made  it  desirable  not  to 
increase  the  Volunteer  engineer  force  be- 
yond a  certain  limit,  he  believed  that  a 
much  larger  and  an  extremely  efficient 
corps  might  easily  beobtained.  There  were 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  persons  who 
were  perfectly  skilled  or  who  would 
quickly  become  so,  in  all  the  field  work 
of  the  engineers,  and  who  would  readily 
join  a  force  of  that  kind  in  which  they 
could  make  use  of  the  knowledge  they 
had  acquired  in  the  course  of  their  daily 
avocatious,  and  who  would  be  glad  to 
apply  these  qualifications  to  the  service 
of  their  country  if  the  War  Office  would 
allow  some  additional  engineers  to  these 
corps.  Very  many  Volunteer  corps  had 
efficient  cyclist  squads  attached  to 
them,  and  as  there  was  some  expense 
connecteil  with  forming  cyclist  detach- 
ments it  might  be  well  for  the  War  Office 
to  consider  whether  they  could  not  give 
some  slight  additioiml  allowance  in  the 
case  of  efficient  cyclis£»« 

•Sir  E.  hill  (Bristol  S.)  had  no  in- 
tention of  inflicting  a  lon^  ^speech  on  the 
Committee,  but  desired  td\say  a  few 
words  on  the  Volunteers,  iLservioe  in 
which  he  had  been  interested  Vif  a  num- 
ber of  years.  He  was  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  which  had  sat    to  cOBsider 
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matters  in  connection  with  the  Volunteer 
service,  and  he  was  somewhat  hampered 
by  the  fact  that  that  Committee  had  not 
yet  reported  on  the  subjects  brought  be^ 
fore  it,  and  to  which  he  should  not,  there- 
fore, think  it  right  to  call  attention  in 
any  way.  He  desired  to  join  in  the  re- 
marks of  satisfaction  made  by  his  hoo. 
and  gallant  Friend  below  him  on  the 
condition  of  the  Volunteer  Force.  At 
the  present  moment  not  only  had  it  in- 
creased in  regard  to  numbers,  but  he 
spoke  from  personal  experience  when  he 
said  that  the  spirit  which  called  the 
Volunteers  into  being  existed  as  strongly 
as  ever  it  did,  and  if  the  present  numl>er8 
were  not  considered  sufficient  a  very 
slight  appeal  would  cause  a  large  num- 
ber more  to  flock  to  the  service.  But 
there  was  one  dark  cloud  overhanging 
the  Volunteer  service,  and  that  was  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  officers.  He  need 
scarcely  say  that  it  was  absolutely  uao- 
les8  to  have  a  large  number  of  men 
unless  they  could  command  the  servioen 
of  efficient  officers  in  suitable  quantities. 
Many  reasons  had  been  given  for  this 
difficulty.  Some  had  said  it  was  because 
of  the  expense.  That  was  not  his  ex- 
perience at  all.  It  was  idle  to  say  that 
the  cost  of  the  outfit  of  a  Volunteer 
officer  stood  at  all  in  the  way  of  in- 
creasing the  numbers.  There  were  im- 
mense numbers  of  people  in  this  country 
to  whom  the  question  of  £40  and  an 
expenditure  of  £10  a  year  was  a  mere 
bagatelle.  Other  reasons  had  been  ad- 
duced for  the  difficulty,  and  it  had  been 
suggested  that  if  they  clothed  the  Vo- 
lunteer officers  in  a  particular  simple 
garb  they  would  have  more  gentlemeo 
coming  forward.  He  thought  that  would 
be  a  mistake.  The  only  way  in  whioh 
the  Volunteer  service  could  be  made 
attractive  to  what  he  might  term  the 
officer-bearing  class  was  by  increasing 
and  maintaining,  ns  far  aa  possible,  ami 
improving  its  military  status.  That  might 
be  done  in  many  ways.  Some  he  did 
not  feel  able  to  refer  to  for  the  reason  he 
stated  just  now  ;  and  there  were  others. 
He  thought  that  unless  they  could  bring 
home  to  the  public  generally  that  the 
Volunteers  were  not  merely  a  number  of 
excellently  intentioned  persons  who  hmd 
learned  a  certain  amount  of  drill  and 
the  use  of  arms,  and  were  considered 
meritorious  and  well  deserving,  but  tb»t 
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they  absolutely  formed  an  integral  and 
indispensable  portion  of  the  defensive 
force  of  the  country  and  were  a  necessary 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Army,  he  did  not 
think  they  would  greatly  increase  the 
number  of  officers.  If  they  succeeded, 
however,  in  impressing  this  on  the  public 
mind  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
there  was  sufficient  patriotism  among 
the  officer-bearing  class  to  come  forward 
and  do  themselves  the  honour  of  ac- 
cepting Her  Majesty's  Commission. 
Another  way  in  which  the  desired  result 
might  be  brought  about  was  this.  He 
thought  that  until  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  military  training  of  the 
Volunteers  was  borne  by  the  public,  so 
long  would  it  be  difficult  to  impress  the 
public  mind  with  the  fact  that  they  were 
indispensable  and  necessary.  His  own 
feeling  was  that  it  was  absolutely  deroga- 
tory to  the  service  that  the  public  should 
be  appealed  to  for  subscriptions  to  pay 
for  uniforms,  greatcoats,  accoutrements, 
drill-sheds,  and  rifle-butts.  All  these 
were  necessary  to  military  training,  and 
as  long  as  the  Government  did  not  pro- 
vide them,  the  public  would  say  to  the 
Volunteers,  "  It  is  very  kind  of  you  to 
come  forward,  but  really  you  are  not 
wanted,  and  you  ought  to  be  thankful  to 
us  for  doing  as  much  for  you  as  we  do." 
On  the  other  hand,  he  should  like  to  ex- 
press his  gratitude  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War — not  only  of  this  Govern- 
ment, from  whom  the  Volunteers  had 
received  every  consideration — and  to  his 
predecessors  for  what  they  had  done  for 
the  Volunteers.  He  thought  it  was  very 
desirable  to  encourage  the  attendance  of 
officers  at  the  Schools  of  Instruction,  and 
both  officers  and  men  should  also  be  en- 
couraged to  attend  the  exercises  of  the 
Regular  Forces,  particularly  field  exercise. 
It  was  of  importance  that  the  Volunteers 
should  be  brought  into  close  contact  with 
the  Regulars,  so  that  they  might  note 
their  soldierly  bearing.  It  was  a  mistake 
to  ask  Volunteer  officers  to  travel  third- 
class,  not  to  pay  for  their  chargers,  or 
not  to  supply  them  with  fodder  for  their 
horses — a  small  point,  no  doubt,  but  it 
was  injurious  to  the  service  to  neglect  it. 
Then,  he  did  not  know  why  Volunteer 
officers  when  at  school  should  be  re- 
garded as  in  a  different  position  to  their 
brother  officers  in  the  Militia.  They 
were  men   of    the   same   standard,   and 


should  be  treated  equally.  He  sympa- 
thised with  what  had  been  said  about 
transport,  which  could  be  arranged  for 
locally  better  than  centrally,  and  at  less 
cost.  And  as  to  uniform,  whatever 
might  be  the  best  for  the  soldier,  all 
troops.  Regulars  and  Auxiliary,  ought  to 
be  dressed  in  the  same  way.  Why 
should  Volunteers,  who  must  neces- 
sarily be  the  less  disciplined  troops  in  a 
combined  force,  be  marked  out  by  their 
dress  as  the  men  who  were  the  least 
capable  of  withstanding  an  attack  ?  The 
uniforms  of  Regulars  and  Volunteers 
ought  not  to  be  distinguishable  to  an 
enemy ;  and  whatever  lace  was  considered 
necessary  for  an  officer  ought  to  be  worn 
by  all  alike.  The  continued  efficiency 
of  Volunteers  depended  largely  on  a  con- 
stant supply  of  good  adjutants.  If  the 
existence  of  the  Volunteer  Force  were  a 
military  necessity,  there  could  not  be  a 
more  important  duty  than  the  drilling  pf 
Volunteers.  He  did  not  know  much 
about  the  infantrv.  He  believed  there  was 
not  much  4ifficulty  in  getting  a  selection 
of  good  officers  ;  but  there  was  great 
difficulty  in  the  Artillery.  An  adjutant 
of  Volunteers  who  had  to  look  after  a  good 
big  regiment  was  thereby  the  better  fitted 
for  regular  command,  because  he  must 
have  acquired  a  considerable  amount  of 
tact.  However  efficient  a  colonel  of  a 
regiment  of  Volunteers  might  be,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  go  through  the 
work  which  devolved  upon  an  adjutant. 
As  there  was  difficulty  in  getting  good 
adjutants  in  the  artillery,  he  would  put 
it  to  the  Secretary  for  War  that  it  was 
worth  considering  whether  greater  attrac- 
tions could  not  be  held  out  so  as  to  secure 
the  services  of  the  best  men  who  were 
available.  There  was  only  one  other 
matter  upon  which  he  wished  to  say  a 
word,  and  that  was  as  to  the  medal  for 
non-commissioned  officers  and  men.  He 
hoped  it  would  be  found  possible  to  give 
the  medal  to  everyone  who  had  actually 
served  for  20  years.  His  experience  in 
command  went  back  30  years,  and  he 
was  able  to  speak  most  highly  of  the 
assistance  he  had  received  from  non- 
commissioned officers  from  time  to  time. 
He  had  known  many  of  these  men  who 
had  worked  hard  in  the  interests  of  the 
service,  and  had  devoted  a  great  deal  of 
their  time  and  money  to  it,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  a  gracious  recognition  of  their 
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service  if  they  were  allowed  to  participate 
in  the  decoration  whether  they  had  retired 
or  not,  80  long  as  they  bad  served  20  years. 
He  joined  in  the  appeal  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  see  if  he  could  not  do  some- 
thing in  this  matter.  The  V^olunteei*s 
would  always  bo  ready  to  respond  to 
whatever  calls  might  be  made  upon  them, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  he  thought  they 
should  receive  at  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  every  considera- 
tion, which  they  deserved. 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  think  I  may  now  make  some  reply  to 
the  observations  which  have  been  made, 
and,  in  the  first  place,  as  regards  the  point 
last  adverted  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down — namely, 
the  long-service  medal.  Several  hon. 
Members  have  told  the  House  that  they 
have  received  a  greatin umber  of  represen- 
tations with  regard  to  the  long-service 
medal,  but  that  number  will  be  nothing 
to  the  number  that  have  reached  me  from 
all  quarters.  The  matter  is  a  simple  one. 
When  it  was  determined  to  ipstitute  the 
medal  for  non-commissioned  officers  and 
privates,  it  was  not  contemplated  that 
it  should  be  given  except  to  those  who 
were  then  serving,  and  that  accounted 
for  the  fixing  of  what  has  been  called  an 
arbitrary  date — the  Ist  January,  1893. 
It  is  said  that  that  date  is  somewhat 
earlier  than  it  ought  to  have  been,  but  it 
has  been  chosen  with  aView  to  including 
the  men  serving  at  the  time  that  the 
announcement  was  made.  In  considering 
the  matter,  it  was  in  our  minds  that 
there  might  be  a  demand  that  the 
Volunteers  who  had  served  in  previous 
years  might  be  included  amongst  those 
eligible  for  the  distinction.  Let  me  say 
that  I  agree  with  what  has  been  said 
by  one  or  two  hon.  Members  that  among 
earlier  Volunteers  there  may  be  those 
who  almost  deserve  recognition  in  a 
higher  degree  than  those  who  are  now 
serving.  Volunteers  20  or  30  years  ago 
found  their  duties  more  arduous  than 
did  the  Volunteers  of  the  present  day, 
who,  although  they  no  doubt  have  labo- 
rious duties  to  pe'form,  find  their  paths 
easier  than  did  their  predecessors  :  but 
obviously  if  we  were  to  go  back  behind 
the  date  named,  we  must  go  back  to  the 
very  l)eginning  of  the  force,  and,  accord- 
ing to  the  best  of  my  information,  there 
ivould  be  great  difficulty  in  deciding  ap- 
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plications  which  would  be  made  in  regard 
to   the   early    perio<l   of    the   Volunteer 
movement.     For  instance,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lewes 
admitted    that,    so    far    as    control    or 
clerical  work   went,    he   was  nearly  the 
whole  regiment  in  himself.     He  was  not 
only    commanding  officer,    but    orderly 
clerk  and  adjutant,  and  the  whole  orga- 
nisation of  the  corps.  In  these  early  days 
in  many  corps  there  was  a  lack  of  records 
with  regard  to  all  except  officers,  whose 
claims,   of  course,   are   recorded  in    the 
Army  List,       There  may  be  some  corps 
that  have   complete  records  and   others 
that  have  not,  and  that  would  lead  to  in- 
equality as  between  men  whose  services 
and  claims  are  equal.       I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  thought  that  where  a  corps  had 
kept  its  records  well,  it  should   have  an 
advantage.     Where  two  men  had  given 
equally  good  service  it   was   hard  on  a 
man  who,  through  no  fault  of  his,  1>ecau9e 
records  had   been   lost,   was  deprived  of 
the  medal,  while  his  comrade  who  hail 
been  in  a  better-conducted  corps  received 
it.     But  there  has  been  disclosed  a  very 
strong  desire  that  the  older  Volunteers 
should    receive   the   long-service  medal, 
and  I  will  inquire  whether  the  difficulties 
to  which  I   have  referred  can  \ye  over- 
come, so  that  the  distinction  may  be  ex- 
tended to  all  Volunteers  who  can  show 
satisfactorily  that   they  have  given  the 
requisite   service.     No   doubt   we   shall 
be    able,    in    some    way    or    other,    to 
overcome    them.       There    remains    the 
question  of  interruption  of  service.       I 
have  already  made  arrangements  by  which 
the  hiatus  in  the  period  of  service  of  not 
longer  than  a  year  will  be  allowed  if  it 
is   due    to  a  reasonable  cause,    such    ajt 
change  of  employment  or  change  of  resi- 
dence.    I  am  not  disposed  to  go  further 
and  admit  a  man   who  out  of   his   owu 
caprice  has  served  for  a  year  or  two,  and 
then  has  given   it  up,  and,  when  it  hat^ 
suited  him,  again  has  taken   it  up  once 
more.       Subject   to  these  conditions,   I 
hope  to  be  able  to  hit  upon  some  way  of 
overcoming   the   difficulties  which    pre- 
sented themselves  at  the  outset,  and  so 
to  include  older  Volunteers  among  those 
whose  services  the  Queen  has  been  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  approve  by  the  insti- 
tution of  this  medal.     During  the  course 
of  the  Debate  a  very  cjusiderable  nunil»er 
of   questions  have  been   put    to  me   bj 
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various  Members.  It  is  impossible  for 
rae  to  reply  to  them  seriatim,  but  I  have 
carefully  noted  the  principal  points  of 
the  loug  category  of  subjects  touched 
upon  by  my  hon.  Frieud  the  Member  for 
Lewes,  and  as  I  believe  they  cover  most 
of  those  that  have  been  raised  I  shall 
single  out  the  hon.  Baronet  as  the  special 
victim  of  my  reply.  My  hou.  Frieud 
wishes  that  the  Capitation  Grant  should 
he  paid  as  soon  as  it  is  earned. 

Sir  H.  FLETCHER  :  A  proportion 
of  it. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
But  it  is  now  paid  before  it  is  earned. 
It  is  due  on  the  1st  of  April  in  respect 
of  the  coming  year.  It  is  not  a  payment 
of  money  earned  in  the  past  year,  but  a 
payment  of  the  amount  that  will  be  due 
in  the  coming  year,  based  on  the  figures 
of  the  past  year.  There  is  a  clear 
distinction  established.  The  payment  is 
made  somewhat  on  the  principle  of  the 
Income  Tax  assessment.  The  Capitation 
Grant  paid  on  the  1st  of  April  one  year 
is  for  the  year  then  commencing,  and  not 
for  the  year  then  past.  As  they  must, 
of  course,  have  some  figures  to  go  on, 
tbey  took  the  figures  of  the  previous  year 
as  the  scale  for  the  comincr  vear.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  turns  to  the  question 
of  the  transport.  He  asks  whether,  where 
a  transport  corps  is  raised,  some  allow- 
ance canuot  he  made.  There  is  a  good 
deal  of  forco  in  that,  if  the  raising  of 
these  corps  had  been  adopted  as  a  general 
system.  But  that  has  never  been  the 
case.  lu  isolated  cases  transport  has 
l»een  provided.  The  efforts  made  by 
certain  corps  in  that  direction  are  being 
watched,  and,  if  they  are  successful,  the 
desirability  of  instituting  a  general  sys- 
tem will  be  considered.  The  hon.  Member 
asked  whv  a  Volunteer  rei^iment  has  to 
bear  the  loss  of  uniform  in  the  case  of  a 
Volunteer  enlisting  in  the  Regular  Army. 
We  are  glad  to  see  Volunteers  enlist,  and 
I  am  glad  to  think  that  there  is,  though 
not  a  large,  still  an  increasing,  number 
who  do  so  enlist,  and  it  would  be  hard  if 
the  result  of  such  enlistment  was  to  im- 
pose serious  loss  on  the  corps.  But  as 
the  corps  receives  capitation  money  in 
respect  of  each  man  if  he  has  gone 
through  his  drills,  I  think  that  amount 
should  be  set  off  against  any  such  loss 
that  the  corps  may  sustain.  Then  I 
come  to  the  question  of  the  dress  of  the 


Volunteers.  It  has  been  urged  that  the 
uniform  of  the  Volunteers  should  be  the 
same  as  that  of  the  Regular  Army.  Per- 
sonally, I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
who  last  spoke.  I  consider  that  any 
glaring  distinction  in  the  dress  of  the 
different  regiments  is  a  mistake,  and 
may  be  the  cause  of  weakness  in  the  case 
of  an  emergency.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  when  the 
territorial  system  was  introduced  induce- 
ments were  offered  to  the  Volunteers  to 
clothe  themselves  like  the  Regulars,  and 
if  they  then  preferred  to  retain  their  old 
uniforms  the  Government  cannot  be  ex- 
pected now  to  contract  any  expense  in 
the  matter.  But  I  am  entirely  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  that  it  would 
have  beeu  a  very  desirable  thing  if  the 
Volunteers  had  agreed  to  change  their 
uniform  when  the  territorial  system  was 
introduced.  I  have  before  now  expressed 
my  inability  to  understand  the  genesis  of 
the  brigadier,  or  what  his  amphibious 
duties  consist  of ;  but,  without  carrying 
the  obvious  attractiveness  of  the  subject 
as  a  matter  of  joking  further,  I  must  say 
that  I  think  the  appointment  of  briga- 
diers has  been  a  good  thing.  A  number 
of  projects  under  this  head  have  come 
before  me,  some  from  outside  and  some 
from  inside  the  War  Office.  There  are 
those  who  think  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
complete  war  organisation  for  Volunteers 
— Volunteer  from  top  to  bottom,  from 
Volunteer  generals  downwards.  That  is 
one  extreme  view.  The  other  view  i& 
that  the  proper  brigadier  for  a  Volunteer 
brigaile  is  the  colonel  of  the  district  in 
which  the  brigade  is  situated.  Between 
these  two  extremes  we  have  the  present 
somewhat  anomalous  arrangement,  which 
must  obviously  drift  into  something 
different  before  long.  The  matter  has 
occupied  the  best  and  most  authoritative 
and  experienced  minds  at  the  War  Office 
for  some  time  past,  and  I  hope  that 
before  long  some  modification  may  be 
introduced  that  will  remove  the  incon- 
sistcut  and  almost  indefensible  position 
of  this  officer  and  his  organisation.  The 
hon.  a^ad  gallant  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  Musketry  Regulations.  It  is  intended 
to  make  some  alterations  in  this  matter^ 
ai^d  I  am  bound  to  warn  hon.  Gentlemen^ 
though  without  desiring  to  alarm  them^ 
that  these, changes  will  be  in  the  direction 
of  stiffening  the  test.     I  quite  agree  that 
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in  these  things  it  is  necessary  to  follow 
the  Volunteers,  and  not  to  force  them  too 
hard ;  but  I  believe  that  they  are  very 
willing  to  submit  to  anything  that  will 
promote  their  efficiency  and  increase 
their  fitness  for  service.  I  do  not  wish 
to  frighten  my  hou.  and  gallant  Friend 
into  the  idea  that  anything  terrible  is 
contemplated,  but  we  do  intend  to  make 
some  changes,  and  these,  as  I  have  said, 
will  be  in  the  direction  of  increasing  the 
test.  Then,  as  to  the  dearth  of  officers, 
it  is,  no  doubt,  a  great  difficulty,  but  it 
is  not  greater  now  than  it  has  been.  No 
figures  that  I  have  seen  lately  show  that 
the  deficiency  has  increased,  but  it  is  un- 
doubtedly a  serious  matter,  whatever  the 
cause  may  be — whether  it  is,  as  is  some- 
times said,  the  initial  cost  of  the  uniform, 
whether  it  be  the  chance  of  incurring 
expense  in  connection  with  the  corps 
afterwards,  or  whether  it  be,  as 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bristol  said,  the  want  of  military 
stiffness,  or  whether  it  be  the  greater 
attraction  of  golf  clubs,  cricket  clubs, 
and  football  clubs.  Whatever  the  reason, 
the  difficulty  exists.  One  of  the  sug- 
gestions made  is  to  increase  the  status  of 
Volunteer  officers.  But  I  am  not  sure 
that  that  would  have  auv  effect,  because 
they  had  to  meet  the  same  difficulty  in 
the  case  of  Militia  regiments.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Meml)er  for  Woolwich  said 
he  thought  the  Volunteers  have  no  real 
grievances,  but  that  they  have  a  few 
small  complaints  to  make.  He  men- 
tioned some  of  these  in  good  temper  and 
reasonableness,  and  I  will  look  into  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  made  a  very 
reasonable  suggestion  with  regard  to 
shooting — namely,  that  it  should  be 
allowed  at  short  ranges  with  reduced 
charges  in  initial  stages.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  that  is  being  tried,  20,000  rounds 
of  the  reduced  charges  having  been  issued 
as  an  experiment.  I  think  now  I  have 
touched  upon  all  the  subjects  referred  to. 
I  can  only  assure  hon.  and  gallant  Cren- 
tlemen  who,  on  these  matters,  speak  from 
their  own  experience,  that  I  have  taken 
note  of  all  their  suggestions,  and  will 
nee  that  they  are  considered  and  decided 
upon  with  every  desire  to  do  everything 
in  my  power  to  increase  the  /^ciency  of 
the  Volunteer  Force.  \ 

Sir    H.  FLETCHER   saicL   he   felt 
grateful  for  the  concession  the  right  hon. 

Mr,  Campbell' Banner  man 


Gentleman  had  made  in  regard  to  be* 
stowing  the  long-service  medal  upon 
Volunteers  who  might  have  left  their 
corps  before  the  date  originally  announced. 
With  regard  to  uniform,  he  had  not  meant 
to  suggest  that  all  Volunteer  corps  should 
be  forced  to  adopt  the  dress  of  the  terri- 
torial regiments  to  which  they  were 
attached,  but  that  an  endeavour  should 
be  made  to  bring  aljont  uniformity  when 
future  changes  were  made.  All  anti- 
quated badges  should  be  done  away  with, 
and  an  assimilation  made  between  the 
Volunteer  and  territorial  regimentfi. 
He  was  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  undertaken  to  consider  the 
other  points  brought  before  him.  The 
question  of  transport  he  regarded  as  im- 
portant, and  he  could  assure  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  that  he  would  not  ask  for 
an  allowance  to  be  made  unless  the  trans- 
port was  efficient  and  satisfactory  to  the 
inspecting  officer. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  said, 
that  if  he  rightly  understood  the  attitude 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard 
to  the  provision  of  transport,  it  was  this 
— that  while  he  conceded  the  value  of 
the  suggestion  made — that  if  an  efficient 
transport  was  paraded  it  would  be  worthy 
of  consideration  whether  it  should  not 
receive  some  allowance,  he  would  at  the 
same  time  prefer  to  wait  until  the  sys- 
tem was  more  generally  adopted  before 
he  considered  the  point  of  making  a  con- 
tingent allowance.  He  thought  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  develop 
the  idea  he  should  endeavour  to  help  it 
on,  and  not  wait  until  it  had  reached 
efficiency  by  its  own  spontaneous  growth. 
On  that  point  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  willing  to  consider 
even  more  favourably  the  suggestion  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  On  the  whole  matter  of 
the  Volunteer  Force,a8  on  all  other  subjects 
presented  to  them  in  the  Estimates,  hon. 
Members  were  bound  to  be  critics — 
though  he  hoped  not  captious  critics.  He 
was  delighted  that  there  had  been  an  m- 
crease  in  the  number  of  the  Volunteer 
Force,  and  that  the  allowance  for  the 
attendance  of  Volunteers  at  camps  of  in- 
struction had  been  increased  by  no  less 
than  £10,000.  And  this  brought  him  to 
a  point  on  which  he  had  had  some  corre- 
spondence with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— in  regard  to  these  camps  and 
enabling    Volunteers    to    attend     them. 
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There  was  one  cardinal  point  to  be  kept 
in  view,  and  that  was  that  every  Volun- 
teer  Corps    should    have  a    chance    of 
attending  a  brigade  camp-— not  composed 
of  Volunteers  only,  though  he  was  not 
disposed  to  run  those  camps  down — but 
composed  essentially  of  Regulars,  at  all 
events  every  few  years.     The  Volunteers 
should  all   have  the  chance  of  standing 
side  by  ;5ide  with  the  Regulars,  of  seeing 
how  discipline   was    conducted,  and  of 
learning  how  regular  soldiers   prepared 
for      warfare.       There      were     several 
Volanteer      Corps — he     himself     could 
name     more     than     one — ^which     were 
anxious  land   willing   to  submit  to  that 
sort  of  training,  and  the  only  obstacle  to 
the  accomplishment  of  their  desire  w  as 
the  old  vulgar  trouble  of  expense.     It 
ought  to  be  remembered  that  many  of  the 
Volunteer  Corps  and  some  of  those  who 
would   most  benefit   bv   this   additional 
traming  happened  by  local  circumstances 
to  be  at  a  long  distance  from  a  camp  of 
instruction  of  the   Regular  Forces,  and 
that  heavy   cost   must    be    incurred    in 
attending    such  camp,  the  Grovernment 
allowance    not    being   sufficient.     That 
cost  at  present  must  fall  on  "the  officers, 
and  it  was  too  much  to  subject  them  to 
sach  a  heavy  expense.     He  thought  this 
was  a  question  of   essential  importance 
which  affected  very  closely  the  efficiency 
of  the  Volunteer  Force.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    would,  he    thought,    be   in 
sympathy    with    him  when  he  asked  if 
there  had   been  any  development  in  the 
Volunteer    Forces   on   the    question    of 
Mounted  Infantry,  because  that  branch 
of  the    Service   he    thought    might   be 
pushed    with    some    advantage    in   the 
Volunteer    system.     That    branch    had 
about  it  something  extremely  attractive 
to  the  younger,  keener,  and  more  ardent 
spirits  connected  with   the  Forces — par- 
ticularly to  those  who  were  really  fond 
of  the  horse,  and  to  whom  soldiering  came 
all  the  more  pleasantly  when  it  was  com- 
bined with  the  use   of  the   horse  they 
loved    and   were    accustomed   to.     The 
circumstances   surrounding  the  training 
and  exercising  of  mounted  infantry  were 
such   as    would    induce    many    an    old 
soldier   to    join    a    corps,    if    Mounted 
Infantry  companies  were  attached.    This 
branch  of  the  Service,  he  took  it,  there- 
fore,  deserved   as  much  encouragement 
as  could  be  bestowed  on   the  Volunteer  I 


movement.     The  question  of  the  dearth 
of  officers,  which  had  been  referred  to  by 
several    hon.    Gentlemen,   and    by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  himself,  was  a  very  serious  diffi- 
culty.    There   seemed   to   be   a  serious 
difference  in  this  respect  in  the  case  of 
the    corps  manned  and  officered  in  the 
big    towns,    and     the     corps     manned 
and  officered  in  the  rural  districts.     The 
d  ifficul ty  was  more  pressingly  felt  amongst 
the  rural  than  amongst  the  urban  corps. 
In  the  rural  districts  they  had  to  depend 
for  their  officers — though  he  did  not  say 
they  ought  to — upon  gentlemen  who  were 
not  as  a  rule  very  wealthy  or  able  to  bear 
the  cost  which  attached  to  the  position. 
The     rural    Volunteer    Corps  generally 
found  their  centres,  company  by  company, 
in  the  little  rural  towns.     Those  towns 
probably  gave  their  name  to  the  com- 
panies, and  out  of  those  towns  the  officers 
bad  to  be  found.      It  was  a  matter  of 
common  knowledge  to  people  acquainted 
with  rural  life  that  in  such  towns  there 
were  not  a  large  number  of  leisured  or 
wealthv  men.   If  the  Government  wished 
to  induce  the  best  class  of  officer  to  join 
these  corps   they   ought    to    make   the 
position  as  attractive  to  them  as  possible. 
It  might  be  possible  to  make  some  con- 
cession  in  the  matter  of  jury  service,  or 
to   make  some  allowance  for  travelling 
expenses.     Again,  when  they  were  out 
for  their  training  it  became  a  necessity, 
when  in  camp,  for  them  to  establish  a 
mess.     He  would  suggest  that  something 
might  be  done  in  the  way  of  mess  allow- 
ances when  officers  were  obliged  to  con- 
stitute a  mess,  and  they  had  to  do  so 
occasionally  in  order  to  maintain    their 
position   amongst  the   officers   in  'other 
branches  of  the  Service.    Another  sugges- 
tion he  would  make  was  that,  when  field 
officers  were  called  upon  to  do  duty  at  a 
distance,  the  cost  of  the  conveyance  of 
their  chargers  should  be  borne   by  the 
Government.     Everything  that  could  be 
done  in  this  direction  should  be  done,  for 
the  mounted  officers  of  Volunteer  Corps 
were  not  all  of  them  in  a  position    to 
keep  horses   for   their  own   amusement 
and  sport.     The  provision  of  a  reliable 
charger  was  not  always  an  eaf>y  thing  for 
a  man  who  had  not  a  large  stable  at  his 
command  ;    therefore,    everything    that 
could  be  done  to  minimise  the  cost  to  the 
officers    in    this     direction     would     be 


2 


907 


Supply— Army  {COMMONS}  EBtimate^,  18Di-5.  90H 


most    valuable.       Then,    it    was    sug- 
gested that  the  time  had  passed  when 
the    actual    military    necessities    of     a 
Volunteer  should    be  found  by  private 
subscription.      The    provision    of    drill 
sheds  should  be  made  for  the  Volunteers 
at  the  public  expense.     At  present  the 
cap  had  to  be  sent  round,  and,  as  a  rule, 
the  first  person  to  whom  it  was  presented 
was   the   local   Member  of   Parliament. 
No  doubt  Members  could  not  spend  their 
money  on  a  more  laudable  object,  still, 
the  tax  was  a  serious  one,  and  one  from 
which  all  well-wishers  of  the  corps  ought 
to  be  relieved.     Another  point  was  this  : 
he  supposed  that  nothing  more  interested 
Volunteer    Corps     than    annual    prize- 
shooting    competitions   that   took    place 
company   by    company    and    sometimes 
regiment  by  regiment.     What  happened 
then  ?     The  prizes  all   had  to  be  found 
from  local  sources.     He  did  not  object 
to  that,  as  he  thought  this  was  a  matter 
in  which  the  residents  in  a  town  could 
show  their  sympathy  for  and  give  support 
to  the  Volunteer  movement.      He  was 
glad  to  think  that  the  demand  for  sub- 
scriptions was,  as  a  rule,  generously  re- 
sponded to.       But  would  it  not  be  an 
extra  inducement  to  the  men  if,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  local  prizes  of  a  pound  of  tea, 
a  barrel  of  beer,  a  bottle  of  whisky,  a 
turkey,  a  fat  pig,  and  all  the  other  things 
which  constituted  the  prize  list,  a  special 
prize  were  sent  down  by  the  Secretary  for 
War  in  his  official  capacity  ?     To  have 
such  prizes   would  advance  the  general 
interest  felt  in  the  corps  and  bring  it 
into  closer    relationship    with   the  War 
Office   and    the   Regular  Forces,  which 
was  a  thing  they  were  all  aiming  at  and 
seeking  to  accomplish. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  increase 
engineers*  establishments  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
replied  that  they  did  not  at  present  think 
of  increasing  that  e^blishment. 

Mr.  W.  SIDEBOTTOM  (Derby- 
shire, High  Peak)  said,  that  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  had  thrown  a  shell  which 
had  scattered  his  ideas  to  the  winds 
when  he  said  that  the  capitation  grants 
given  to  the  Volunteers  irere  not  for 
the  year  past,  but  for  the  y^r  to  come. 
When  he  (Mr.  Sidebottom)  goined  the 
Volunteers  he  was  under  a  diWerent  im- 
pression, believing  that  the  gra^t  eat 
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for  the  year  was  paid  on  the  next  folloir- 
ing  April    1.     He   was   sure   what   the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  had  stated  was  not 
thoroughly    understood     by    the     com- 
manding officers  of  Volunteer  corps.    One 
thing  was  certaiu — namely,  the  fiuanoial 
position  of  these  corps  was  altered  if  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman's   statement   wa« 
true,  for  those  corps  which  had  considered 
themselves  .  solvent    up   to   now    would 
know   that  they  were  totally   insolvent 
It    W3uld  be    impossible    for   many    of 
them,  should  they  come  to  be  dissolved, 
to  meet  their  liabilities.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   had    said    that    Volunteers 
joining  the  Regular  Army  would  be  no 
loss  to  their  corps,  but  that  was  erroneous, 
for  the  corps,  instead  of  earning  the  capi- 
tation grant  of  358.,  would  get  nothing 
at  all,  and  all  the  trouble  and  expense 
devoted  to  them  would  be  thrown  away. 
l*hey  all  approved  of  Volunteers  joining 
the  Army.     He  thought  it  a  good  thing 
for  the  Army  to  be  reinforced  in  that 
way,  but  he  could  assure  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  that  commanding  officers  of 
Volunteer  corps  would  not  give  facilities 
for  recruiting  sergeants  to  go  amongst 
their  men  if  they  knew  that  the  result 
would  be  that  they  would  be  mulcted  of 
the  capitation  grant  in  the  case  of  the  men 
enlisted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
give  an  undertaking  that  in  these  case» 
the  capitation  grant  would  not  be  lost  to 
the    corps.     As   to    the    causes  which 
militated  against  young  men  joining  the 
Force  as  officers  he  believed  the  initial 
difficulty  with  most  corps  was  the  ques- 
tion of  expense,  and  he  was  confident 
that   if   the    Government   relieved    the 
Volunteer  officer  of  some  of  the  necessary 
charges  and   expenses   he   had  now  to 
bear,  the  number  of  officers  would  soon 
be   largely   increased.      An   economical 
outfit  could  not  be  obtained  for  less  than 
£30,   and    the  annual   expense   was  at 
least    £15.      No    improvement    in  this 
matter  could  be  looked  for  until  these 
charges  could  be  in  some  way  reduced^ 
particularly  at   the  present  time,  when 
agriculture  and  trade  were  so  depressed. 
Young    men    were   \eM    inclined    than 
formerly   to  incur   the  necessary  initial 
expense,  especially  as  they  could  obtain 
amusement    in    the  golf   clubs,   and  in 
other  ways  that  had  been  mentioned,  at 
much  less  cost  and  perhaps  be  more  their 
own   masters.      He   thought,   tlierefore« 
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that  if  somethiug  la  the  direction 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sussex  were  doae  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  increasing  the  number  of 
Volunteer  officers.  With  regard  to 
camps  of  instruction,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  cost  to  Volunteers  in 
attending  a  regimental  camp  was  much 
more  than  in  attending  a  brigade  camp. 
While  the  brigade  camp  might  be  more 
useful  to  field  officers,  the  regimental 
camp  was  certainly  far  more  useful  in  the 
way  of  instruction  to  the  subaltern  and 
the  rank  and  file.  Why  a  difference 
should    be  made  in  the  allowances   for 


rifle,  and  seeing  that  these  brigades  were 
likely,  on  mobilisation  for  home  defence, 
to  serve  with  Regulars  in  the  field,  it 
appeared  to  him  essential  to  take  steps 
to  arm  them  with  a  rifle  of  the  '303  bore 
pending  the  general  arming  of  the 
Volunteers,  which,  from  the  account 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
existing  range  accommodation,  would 
not  be  speedily  concluded. 

Mk.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.)  was  sorry  his  suggestion  last  year  for 
affording  facilities  to  Volunteer  officers 
for  passing  into  the  Regular  Army  in  the 
same  way  as  did  Militia  officers  had  not 


attending  the  camps  he  could  not  under-    been  very  encouragingly  received  by  the 


staud,  and  he  would  suggest  that  the 
allowances  for  attending  the  regimental 
camp  should  be  raised  so  as  to  be  at  least 
equal  to  those  granted  in  the  other  case. 
He  hoped  the  military  authorities  would 
favourably  consider  the  various  sugges- 
tions that  had  been  offered  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  Force. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said  that,  with 
regard  to  the  appeal  made  to  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  as  to  the  exemption  of 
Volunteers  frj>m  serving  on  juries,  he 
thought  the  proposal  was  a  good  one. 
No  doubt  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
bringing  in  more  officers,  but  he  would 
suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  not  deal  with  the  officers  alone  in 
an  isolated  way.  The  Regulation  should 
be  a  general  one — to  apply  to  all  Volun- 
teors 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
said,  the  proposal  was  to  exempt  Volun- 
teer officers  from  service  on  juries, 
otherwise  there  would  be  no  inducement 
for  the  men  to  become  officers. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  considering 
the  question  of  exemption  from  service  on 
juries,  would  draw  a  distinction  between 
the  demands  of  duty  and  absence  on 
account  of  private  interests. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  asked  the  Secretary 
for  War  to  take  into  favourable  con- 
sideration the  question  of  arming 
Volunteer   brigades   with  the  magazine 


rifle  in  those  cases  where  existing 
arrangements  afforded  adequate  means 
of  practising  with  that  weapon — where 
adequate  range  accommodation  could  be 
found.  He  believed  that  there  were 
cases  in  which  whole  brigades,  both  in 
Scotland  and  in  London,  had  ranges  which 
admitted  of  practice  with   the  magazine 
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right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  still  hoped 
it  would  be  considered,  as  he  believed 
it  would  attract  gentlemen  to  join  the 
Force.     Not   only    would    it  act    as  an 
inducement,   but  it  would  help  to  raise 
the   tone    and    character    of    Volunteer 
officers,  and  would  certainly  be  appre- 
ciated as  a  graceful  act  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 
*Mr.    godson   (Kidderminster)  ex- 
pressed regret  at  the  present  dearth  of 
Volunteer   officers,    and    observed    that 
many  married  officers,  who  had  done  good 
service   and   wished   to  retire,  refrained 
from  doing  so  apprehend! ug   that  theif 
places  might  not  be  refilled.     It  was  at 
the  greatest  pinch   in  some  of  the  agri- 
cultural   and   manufacturing  districts  in 
the    Midlands    that    officers     were  able 
to  continue  in  the  Force,  but  a  sense  of 
duty  kept  them  there.     This  was  a  very 
important  point,  and  deserved  serious  aud 
immediate  consideration.     He  also  urged 
that  assistance  should  be  given  by  the 
Government  to  Volunteers  who,  iu   the 
case   of  isolated   local   companies,  were 
compelled   to   travel    long   distances    to 
their  ranges.  He  could  give  one  instance 
where  Volunteers  had  to  travel  four  aud 
a-half  miles  to  their  range. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  if  the  hon.  Member  would  give 
particulars  of  the  case  he  referred  to,  he 
would  see  whether  an  allowance  could  be 
made  to  the  men.  An  allowance  was 
made  when  Volunteers  were  compelled 
to  go  beyond  a  certain  distance  for  in- 
struction and  practice  in  shooting.  On 
the  subject  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Pancras  as  to  the  inducements 
to  be  given  to  young  men  to  take  com- 
missions in  the  Volunteer  Force,  he  had 
an  opeu  mind,  aud  the  suggestion  would 
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not  be  forgotten.     The  question  of  ex- 
emption from  jury  service  was  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Committee  on 
the   Volunteer   Acts,   and   therefore   he 
thought  he  ought  to  express  no  opinion 
upon  it.     With  regard  to  the  suggestion 
that   the   mess   expenses   of  officers    in 
camp  should  be  met  bj  extra  allowances, 
he  doubted    whether   that  would  be  a 
popular  change  if  no  corresponding  allow- 
ance was   given  to  the  men.      Besides, 
it  would  be  an  innovation.      At  present 
a   grant   was  given  to  a  whole  corps  ; 
nothing  was  given  to  the  individual  man. 
To  give  a  special  allowance  to  an  officer 
in  respect  of  his  mess  expenses  would 
therefore  be  a  novelty.     The  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Guildford  Divi- 
sion would,  he  thought,  be  dealt  with 
more    conveniently    on    the    Vote    for 
Stores.     After  the  bombardment  he  had 
been  subjected  to  last  night  in  reference  to 
the  Militia,  he  was  nervous  about  promis- 
ing any  thing  for  fear  other  things  might  be 
asked  for ;  but  the  case  mentioned  as  to 
the  want  of  range   accommodation  was 
exceptional.     If  the  range  accommoda- 
tion for  the  whole  force  of  every  descrip- 
tion were  sufficient  it  would,  no  doubt, 
justif jr  the  speedy  issue  of  new  rifles. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £631,600,  be 
eranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Transport  and  Remounte,  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1895." 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) asked  for  information  as  to  the 
proportion  of  horses  to  men  in  cavalry 
regiments.  It  was  quite  clear  that  there 
were  not  a  sufficient  number  of  horses  to 
mount  the  men.  Some  of  the  regiments 
were  very  short  indeed  of  horses,  and 
ought  to  be  put  on  a  better  footing.  The 
answer  generally  was  that  it  was  un- 
necessary to  keep  the  cavalry  on  a  war 
footing,  but  without  giving  a  horse  to 
every  man  the  regiments  might  be  pro- 
perly equipped.  He  suggest^  that  trials 
ought  occasionally  to  be  made  of  the 
reserve  horses  which  in  times  of  emer- 
gency would  be  used  for  transport  pur- 
poses. There  were  14,000  of  these  horses, 
mainly  employed  in  drawing  omnibuses 
and  tramcars,  and  it  was  doubtful  how 
they  would  behave  when  they  were  put 
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to  draw  transport  wagons  amid  the  noise 
of  bands  and  guns.  Some  steps  should 
be  taken  to  see  whether  we  had  really  a 
useful  reserve  of  40,000  horses  or  whether 
it  was  merely  a  reserve  on  paper. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said  that,  though  he  did  not  speak  with 
any  personal  authority  on  the  question^ 
he  understood  that  the  proportion  of 
horses  to  men  in  cavalry  regiments  was 
not  at  all  in  an  unsatisfactory  position. 
In  the  regiments  first  for  foreign  service 
there  were  682  men  of  all  ranks  and 
410  horses.  That  was  considered  to  be 
the  proper  complement.  Every  one,  he 
believed,  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
economy  of  cavalry  regiments  agreed 
that  there  were  always  a  large  number 
of  dismounted  men  engaged  in  duties 
which  did  not  involve  riding.  With 
regard  to  the  training  of  "  ear-marked  '* 
horses,  he  said  it  was  not  considered  to 
be  a  serious  matter  that  such  horses 
should  not  be  trained.  In  every  Arm/ 
there  was  a  large  number  of  horses 
which  had  no  previous  military  training. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  referred  to  the  recent 
extension  of  the  policy  which  had  taken 
place  of  conveying  troops  round  the 
coast  by  sea  instead  of  sending  them  by 
rail.  Last  year  the  King^s  Own  Bor- 
derers were  sent  from  Chatham  to  Hall 
by  sea  in  the  Assistance^  and  were  then 
marched  to  York  in  midwinter.  This 
policy  involved  a  considerable  waste  of 
money  as  well  as  of  time.  He  had 
spoken  to  naval  officers  on  the  subject, 
and  they  had  absolutely  condemned  this 
policy.  Without  committing  himself  on 
the  matter  one  way  or  the  other,  he 
would  be  glad  of  any  information  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  could  give  about 
it. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  the  question  had  been  looked  into 
some  time  ago,  though  he  did  not  re- 
member the  circumstance  just  referred 
to.  The  sending  of  troops  by  sea  should 
be  avoided  in  bad  weather  and  reduced 
to  a  minimum.  The  question  of  fitness 
of  vessels  for  the  purpose  and  the  ac- 
commodation they  afforded  should  also 
be  considered.  With  regard  to  sending  a 
regiment  to  Hull,  he  would  look  into  the 
subject.  The  War  Office  wished  to  avoid 
these  occurrences  as  much  as  possible. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  this  case  was 
worse  than  the  hon.  Member  bad  made 
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it,  because  the  troops  had  been  sent  by 
sea  in  very  bad  weather.     The  regimeDt 
was  removed  from  Plymouth,  not  Chat- 
ham, to  Hull  by  sea,  and  then  they  were 
marched  to  York.     Sea  transport  ought 
only  to  be  undertaken  when  absolutely 
necessary,  such  as  the  passage  from  Eng- 
land to  Ireland.     The  Assistance  was  a 
disgrace  to  the  Service  as  a  troopship. 
There   was   no  sleeping  accommodation 
for  either  the  non-commissioned  officers 
or  the  men,  and  if  the  vessel  belonged  to 
a  private  owner  it  would  not  be  allowed 
to  carry  steerage  passengers  at  alJ.     The 
men  even  did  not  like  to  use  their  blankets 
on  deck  on  account  of  the  heavy  damages 
they  might  have  to  pay.     Questions  had 
been  asked  in  Parliament  about  it  time 
after  time,  but  the  Governuient  still  went 
on  employing  this  wretched  old  tub.    He 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  con- 
sider  how  far   it   would  be  possible  to 
reduce  this  Transport  Vote  by  a  wise  eco- 
nomy. It  was  difficult  to  see  why  such  con- 
stant changes  of  station  were  made  unless 
on  account  of  the  unfitness  of  the  barracks 
for  troops  to  remain  in  them  long  at  a 
time.     He  suggested  that  troops  might 
be  marched  a  great  deal  more  than  they 
were  from  station  to  station  instead  of 
being  constantly  carried  by  train.     The 
War  Office  was  throwing  away  a  great 
opportunity   in     not     marching    troops 
in     these    circumstances     through     the 
rural  villages  with  the  object  of  securing 
recruits.     It  was  a  serious  evil  that  the 
recruits  for  the  Army  were  being  more 
and  more  drawn  from  the  large  towns, 
where  the  men  obtained  were  not  of  such 
good  physique. 

CoLOSEL  WARING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
with  regard  to  conveyance  of  troops  by 
sea,  he  had  made  a  passage  in  the 
Assistance^  and  could  confirm  what  had 
been  said  about  the  vessel.  The  officers* 
accommodation  was  good,  but  the  accom- 
modation for  the  men  was  simply  shame- 
ful. Nothing  had  been  done  to  improve 
her  for  the  last  10  or  12  years,  and  it 
was  time  that  the  Assistance  was  super* 
seded  by  a  vessel  of  a  better  class. 

CoLOXEL  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  also  entered  a  protest  with  re- 
ference to  the  accommodation  for  the 
men  on  board  the  Assistance,  He  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  inform  the 
House  what  means  -  of  inspection  were 
provided  of  the  quality  and  condition  of 
the  registered  reserve  horses,  and  who 


was  responsible  for  the  inspection  ? 
Though  he  agreed  generally  in  the  view 
that  troops  should  be  marched  more  fre- 
quently through  the  villages,  he  pointed 
out  that  the  question  of  despatching 
troops  by  rail  from  time  to  time  was  a 
necessary  part  of  their  training. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM an 
repeated  he  had  no  recollection  of  the 
case  which  had  been  referred  to  on 
board  the  Assistance.  He  remembered 
the  case  where  the  vessel  took  a  battalion 
from  Scotland  to  Dover  in  distressing 
circumstances  and  when  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  was  appointed.  Hon.  Members, 
however,  should  remember  that  the  ship 
was  under  the  control  of  the  Admiralty. 
She  had  been  certified  as  a  most  useful 
ship  for  coast  purposes,  and,  as 
he  had  before  stated,  she  would 
only  be  sent  to  sea  in  good  weather. 
He  quite  agreed  with  hon.  Members 
opposite  in  thinking  that  a  voyage  in 
such  a  vessel  in  stormy  weather'  was  a 
thing  which  soldiers  ought  not  to  be 
subjecte^l  to,  and  he  would  inquire  further 
into  the  matter.  There  was  a  great  deal 
in  what  the  hon.  Member  said  as  to  the 
movement  of  troops,  and  the  matter 
should  be  looked  into.  He  hoped  the 
most  common-sense  solution  would  be 
arrived  at.  In  regard  to  the  inspection 
of  horses,  this  took  place  periodicailyy 
and  satisfied  the  War  Office  that  the 
horses  were  in  good  condition. 

*Mr.  BRODRICE  said,  that  as  to  the 
training  of  reserve  horses  to  ensure  their 
usefulness  on  active  service,  he  thought 
the  necessity  for  that  had  been  somewhat 
overstated  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
for  they  had  high  authority  for  the  belief 
that  while  the  transport  horses  now 
employed  in  omnibuses  and  trams  would 
be  in  excellent  condition  for  the  work 
assigned  to  them,  the  horses  registered 
by  Masters  of  Hounds  and  others  for 
cavalry  service  would,  after  a  very  short 
training,  be  fit  to  be  placed  in  line  with 
trained  animals.  If  these  authorities, 
like  the  hon.  and  gallant  General  behind 
him,  were  relied  upon,  they  need 
not  trouble  about  training  them.  He 
wished,  however,  to  particularly  refer  to 
the  subject  of  billeting,  and  to  remind 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  of  his 
former  promise  to  provide  some  sort  of 
rest  houses  for  cavalry  when  moving 
from  one  place  to  another.  He  men- 
tioned the  point  again  now  as  his  con* 
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stitueDts  were  very  much  iutercsted  lu 
the  subject  and  had  made  frequent  re- 
presentations to  him.  Indeed,  two  of  the 
towns  in  the  division  he  represented  were 
the  places  chieflj  affected  by  over-billet- 
ing, because  at  all  periods  of  the  year 
troops  were  passing  through  them. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
wisheil  to  strongly  advise  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  not  to  be  beguiled  by 
any  Admiralty  officials  in  regard  to  the 
Assistance^  as  those  persons  seemed  to 
be  of  opinion  that  anything  was  good 
enough  for  a  soldier.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  test  the  vessel  let 
him  go  to  sea  in  her  in  a  good  strong 
equinoxial  gale. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Or  send  the  Secretarv  to  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  thit 
that  would  be  much  better  still,  especially 
if  the  Secretary  were  accompanied  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  If  they 
came  back  he  would  be  very  glad  to  see 
them  again.  They  were  paying  £325,000 
this  year  for  doing  for  the  Army  that 
which  it  ought  to  do  for  itself.  Surely 
one  of  the  most  important  things  in  the 
training  of  the  Army  was  its  movement 
from  place  to  place.  Why  should  they 
not  use  their  horses  and  their  feet  instead 
of  having  recourse  to  more  expensive 
methods  of  transport  ?  That  admirable 
vessel,  the  Assistance,  cost  them  no  less 
than  £10,000  a  year  for  coast  purposes, 
whereas  the  vessels  which  took  the  troops 
to  India  cost  little  more  than  double  that. 
He  thought  the  system  of  relying  on 
hired  transports  and  giving  op  the 
troopers  was  bad,  and  he  saw  no  reason 
why  the  War  Office  should  not  increase, 
rather  than  diminish,  the  use  of  Her 
Majesty's  troopships,  which  formed  a 
most  useful  reserve.  He  had  before  him 
a  statement  showing  the  relative  cost  of 
taking  troops  to  India  in  Government 
vessels  and  in  hired  transports,  and  he 
found  that  in  the  former  case  it  was  £9 
and  in  the  latter  it  ranged  from  £10  to 
£14. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  cost  of  conveying  soldiers  to  India  is 
paid  by  India,  and  does  not  come  out  of 
this  Vote. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
might  be  so,  bot  a  comparison  that  was 
good  for  India  was  equally  applicable  to 
the  cost  of  transport  to  other  places  to 
which  we  sent  troops ;  and  he  must  repeat 

Mr,  Brodrick 


that  if  the  Government  had  their  owu 
ships  for  the  work,  those  ships,  mauoed 
as    they    would  be    by    naval     officen* 
and    men,   would  constitute   a   valuable 
reserve.     This  matter  deserved  the  atten- 
tion  of  the  Secretary  for  War,  who  wae^ 
he  believed,  the  superior  officer  of  the 
First    Lord    of    the    Admiralty.     [Mr- 
Campbell-Baxxerman  dissented.]     At 
any  rate,  the  First  Lord  had  to  apply 
to  him  for  honours  for  the  Navy.    It  was 
very   unfortunate    that    Imperial    ships 
should     be     used     less     and     less     for 
transport,  and  that  hired  vessels  should 
be      more      and     more      resorted      to. 
He    noticed     in     the     Estimates    that 
chaplains  cost  £1,100  a  year   for  their 
journey  ings,       while      the      veterinary 
surgeons  only  cost  £870  for  conveyance. 
It   seemed   to   him,    however,    that  the 
latter   were   at   least  as    important    an 
adjunct   to  a   cavalry    regiment   as  the 
former,  and  if  he  belonged  to  the  cavalry 
he  would  prefer  to  leave   the  chaplain 
behind  and  take  the  veterinary  surgeon. 
Why  when    the  regiment  moved  could 
not  the  chaplain  be  left  behind  ?    Surely 
each  regiment  had  not  its  own  particular 
orthodoxy  professed  by  its  own  particular 
chaplain.  One  chaplain  must  be  assumed 
to  be  as  good  as  another  in  the  Serfice 
for   the   purpose   of    teaching    spiritoaJ 
dogma,  and   no  regiment  ought  to  fear 
trusting  itself  to  a  particular   chaplain, 
lest  it  should  imbibe  erroneous  opinions. 
£1,100  a  year  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
large  sum  for  taking  theology  about  the 
country.  He  recommended  these  matters 
to  the  serious  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  again  advised  him  not  to 
believe  too  implicitly  in  Admiralty  state- 
ments. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  con- 
tinually recommending  matters  to  his 
berious  consideration,  but  what  he  bad 
said  as  to  the  chaplains  was  surely  not 
to  be  taken  seriously.  At  one  time  he 
believed  there  was  a  chaplain  to  each 
regiment,  but  now  that  was  no  longer  so ; 
chaplains  were  in  the  nature  of  staff 
officers,  they  had  to  move  about  from  one 
station  to  another,  and  hence  that  item 
in  the  Sstimates.  In  discussing  the 
question  of  troopships  under  this  Vole 
they  must  exclude  the  Indian  troopers^ 
which  were  worn  out  and  were  replaced 
temporarily  by  hired  transports  pending 
the  decision  of  the  Admiraltv  and  the 
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War  Office  as  to  future  arrangemeuts. 
Dealing  with  the  question  of  transport 
within  European  waters,  he  was  disposed 
to  agree  with  the  hon.  Member,  that  it 
was  desirable  to  have  a  certain  amount  of 
transport  accommodation  of  their  own, 
though  they  might  of  course  have  to 
resort  to  hiring  on  occasions.  As  to 
billeting,  he  had  stated  the  other  day  that 
he  had  endeavoured  to  vary  the  routes 
as  much  as  possible,  and  to  spare  those 
places  which  had  complained  of  excessive 
billeting.  Only  at  Exeter,  however, 
had  they  been  able  to  establish  a  camp 
of  rest,  and  the  great  difficulty  had  been 
in  obtaining  ground  for  such  camps. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  understood 
they  had  a  distinct  promise  that  this  was 
the  last  time  the  Assistance  should  appear 
in  this  Vote.     This  vessel  cost  something 
like  £10,000  a  year.     In  the  interests  of 
soldiers  he  must  press  for  some  assurance 
on  the  point.     The  complaints  about  her 
had  been  made  for  many  years.      She 
was  not  the  kind  of  ship  in  which  troops 
ought  to  be  put ;  and  yet  she  had  been 
at  sea  in  stormy  weather  for  four  or  five 
days,  with  troops  on  board  bound  from 
Plymouth  to  Hull,  although  she  had  not 
accommodation     even      for      seasonable 
weather.     Naturally  the  Admiralty  did 
not   wish   to   lose   the   £4,500  received 
annually   from  the  War  Department  for 
the  use   of   the  ship,  and  consequently 
their  statements  on  the  point  must  be  looked 
on  with  suspicion.     The  time  had  come 
to  protest  against  the  continued  use  of 
the  vessel,  and,  therefore,  with  the  object 
of  obtaininor  a  satisfactorv  statement  he 
would  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£1,000.     He  wished  to  add  a  word  about 
the  Army  Service  Corps.     He  was  told 
that  the  work  of  the  transport  companies 
was  work  that  any  ordinary  civilian  could 
do  ;  that  very  little  training  was  required; 
and  that  at  any  time  it  would  be  easy  to 
obtain  as  many  competent  men  as  might 
beirequired.  Yet  they  were  giving  as  much 
pay  to  two  drivers  as  they  gave  to  three 
privates  in  the  Army.     It  would  be  an 
economy  if  the  whole  work  were  done  by 
contract  in  time  of  peace.     He  moved 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  j£630,100,  be 

granted  for    the    said    Service." — (J/r.  Jlan- 

Mk.  C.  H.  WILSON  (Hull,  W.)  be- 
lieved  it  to  be  important  that  the  people 
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should  see  as  much  of  the  troops  as  pos- 
sible. Unfortunately,  they  never  saw  them 
at  Hull  except  in  the  case  of  a  strike  ; 
but  he  was  in  Hull  at  the  time  a  certain 
regiment  embarked  there  in  the  Assist- 
ance, and  in  view  of  the  excitement  and 
interest  created  by  the  event  he  was  con- 
vinced of  the  desirability,  in  the  interests 
of  the  Army  itself,  that  the  soldiers  should 
march  through  our  towns  and  villages  as 
much  as  possible.  As  to  the  Assistance, 
they  were  told  that  it  was  not  over  safe, 
and  that  it  was  dangerous  for  it  to  under- 
take winter  voyages.  Whatever  was 
the  country  coming  to  ?  We  were 
daily  sending  out  iron  ships  heavily 
laden  with  passengers  and  cargo 
making  voyages  to  all  parts  of  the  world, 
and  yet  it  was  said  that  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  troopships  could  not  safely  go 
from  Plymouth  to  Hull  and  back.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  statement  that 
the  Assistance  was  unsafe.  He  remem- 
bered seeing  troops  embark  for  the 
Crimea,  and  he  could  tell  the  House  that 
they  had  then  to  travel  in  much  inferior 
ships.  This  system  of  conveying  troops 
had  been  too  little  used,  and  he  trusted 
it  would  be  continued  in  spite  of  the  pro- 
test that  had  been  made.  He,  for  one, 
could  not  support  the  Motion  for  the  '•e- 
duction  of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  already  explained  that  he 
was  not  personally  cognizant  of  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  arrangements 
were  made  for  sending  the  troops  by  the 
Assistance  ;  and,  with  every  disposition 
to  prevent  anything  like  improper  trans- 
port by  a  vessel  lacking  in  proper  accom- 
modation, he  could  not  at  once  give  a 
pledge  in  a  matter  involving  inquiry  in 
more  than  one  department. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  always  anxious  to  meet 
them  in  a  fair  spirit,  and  he  was  always 
willing  to  show  his  gratitude  for  such 
treatment.  He  would,  therefore,  in  view 
of  the  assurances  given  him,  not  press  his 
Amendment  to  a  Division.  But  he  would 
like  to  say  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull,  said  it  was  not  so  much  a  ques- 
tion of  safety  as  of  want  of  proper  ac- 
commodation, for  if  the  hon.  Member 
owned  a  vessel  of  the  kind  he  would  not 
be  allowed  to  put  steerage  passengers 
into  it ;  and  our  troops  suffered  by  being 
sent  long  voyages  in  mid-winter  in  this 
wretched  boat.     It  was  simply  ridiculous 
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to  suggest  that  because  the  people  of  Hull 
liked  to  see  them,  soldiers  should  be  sent 
long  voyages  in  wintry  weather,  in  a 
wretched  boat  of  this  character.  He 
agreed  that  the  troops  should  be  seen  in 
as  many  towns  and  villages  as  possible  ; 
but  even  at  the  risk  of  disappointing  the 
people  of  Hull,  he  was  inclined  to  stop 
the  Assistance  even  going  there  again. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ; 
Committee  to  eit  again  To-morrow. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 

1.  '*  That  a  stun,  not  exceeding  £290,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Pay,  &c.,  of  the  Medical  Establishment, 
and  the  Cost  of  Medicines,  &c.,  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1895." 

2.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £600,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Pay  and  Allowances  (exclusive  of 
Supplies,  Clothing,  &c.)  of  the  Militia  (to  a 
number  not  exceeding  135,743,  including 
30,000  Militia  Reserve),  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  Maroh  1895." 

Resolutions  agreed  t6. 

PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  (LONDON)  BILL. 

(No.  243.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [30th 
May]  on  Consideration  of  Bill  as 
amended  : — 

And  which  amendmement  was,  in  page 
2,  line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words  'Mn  the 
month  of  September,  October,  or  No- 
vember.**— {Colonel  Hughes.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,**  put, 
and  negatived. 

And,  it  being  after  half-past  Five  of 
the  clock,  and  Objection  being  taken, 
Further  Proceedings  stood  adjourned. 

Further  Proceeding  to  be  resumed  upon 
Friday. 

PETROLEUM. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Alexander  Cro08  and  Mr. 
Trye  be  added  to  the  Select  Conunittee  on 
Petroleum.-.(J/r.  T,  K  Ellis,') 

CIVIL    LIST    PENSIONS. 

Paper  fpresented  3rd  July]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  200.] 

Mr.  Hanbury 


BAST  INDIA  (WHEAT). 
Copy  presented,— of  Papers  regarding 
the  Impurity  of  Indian  Wheat,  and  the 
Establishment  of  Warehouses  for  clean- 
ing and  jading  Wheat,  or  for  storage, 
1885-90  [by  Command*] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (WHEAT)  (GRAIN 
ELEVATORS). 
Copy  presented,— of  Papers  relating  to 
the  introduction  into  India  of  the  system 
of  Grain  Elevators  in  vogue  in  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  in  Canada, 
1890-91  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

TRAMWAYS  (STREET  AND  ROAD). 

Return  ordered,  ''  of  Street  and  Road 
Tramways  authorised  by  Parliameut, 
showing  the  amount  of  Capital  autho- 
rised, paid  up,  and  expended,  the  length 
of  Tramway  authorised,  and  the  length 
open  for  the  public  conveyance  of  pas- 
sengers down  to  the  30th  day  of  June, 
1894  ;  the  gross  receipt^},  working  ex- 
penditure, and  net  receipts,  the  number  of 
passengers  conveyed,  and  the  number  of 
miles  run  by  cars  during  the  year  ended 
the  30th  day  of  June,  1894;  together 
with  the  number  of  horses,  engines,  and 
cars  at  that  date  (in  continuation  of  Par- 
liamentary Paper  No.  400,  of  Session 
1893-4).*'— (il/r.  Burt.) 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  aJ joum.** 

The  Finance  Bill. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  (Bristol,  W.) 
said,  he  should  like  to  know  when  the 
Government  Amendments  to  the  Finance 
Bill  would  be  placed  on  the  Paper  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  recognise  the  desirability 
of  making  the  Amendments  public  as 
soon  as  possible,  and  I  will  commanicste 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  the  matter. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  see  them  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  will  communicate 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
I  have  no  doubt  they  will  be  ready  to* 
morrow. 

HooBe  adjourned  at  twenty*ftve 
minates  bef6re  Six  o'clook. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Thursdaj/^  5th  July  1894. 


LICENSING  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(No.  U5.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

♦The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  ia 
movlQg  the  Second  Reading,  that  the 
Bill  emanated  from  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land Temperance  Society,  formed  to  do 
part  of  the  work  incnmbent  on  the 
Church — namely,  to  fight  intemperance 
in  every  possible  way.  The  existence  of 
intemperance  in  this  country,  with  its 
attendant  serious  evils,  was  generally 
recognised.  Intemperance  judged  alone 
was  not  perhaps  the  worst  of  sins,  but 
when  the  consequences  flowing  from  it 
were  regarded  no  other  evil  had  results 
so  disastrous.  Not  only  did  it  inflict 
untold  injury  and  misery  on  innocent 
helpless  women  and  children,  but  it 
reduced  its  victims  to  the  lowest  degra- 
dation. The  Church  was  bound  to  do  all 
in  its  power  to  counteract  so  terrible  an 
evil.  The  Society  promoting  the  Bill 
was  not,  however,  fanatical.  It  did  not 
urge  that  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors 
was  sinful,  nor  did  it  propose  in  any  way 
to  interfere  with  their  legitimate  con- 
sumption. On  the  contrary,  a  large 
number  of  its  members  were  themselves 
avowedly  moderate  drinkers  —  at  all 
events,  not  pledged  us  total  abstainers. 
That,  of  course,  was  expressing 
no  more  than  was  involved  in  the 
demands  of  ordinary  respectability ; 
nevertheless,  the  Society  welcomed 
their  aid,  they  desiring  earnestly  to  take 
their  part  in  contending  with  the  evil. 
Such  a  Society  could  not  be  said  to  be 
animated  by  a  fanatical  spirit  in  this 
matter,  nor  could  it  be  said  that  they 
wished  to  interfere  with  the  ordinary  in- 
dulgence in  such  pleasures  as  could  be 
derived  from  intoxicating  liquors  in 
moderation.  The  Society  by  its  own 
example  placed  in  the  forefront  an  ad- 
mission that  such  consumption  was  not 
wrong,  and  they  put  no  stigma  upon  it 
whatever.     But  the  Society  impressed 
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upon  all  whom  it  could  reach  that  the 
consumption  of  alcoholic  liquors  in  this 
country  went  much  farther  than  was  at 
all  necessary,  and  that  it  went  to  a  mis- 
chievous excess.     It  interfered  with  the 
country's  prosperity  ;  it  damaged  trade, 
to  the  extent  in  some  cases  of  driving 
work  out  of  England  to  foreign  coun- 
tries.    No  one  would  for  a  moment  dis- 
pute that  it  was  a  great  evil,  and  even 
those  who  were  not  at  all  prepared  to 
give  up  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors 
most  readily   condemned  the  excess  or 
abuse  of  them.     This  Bill  was  intended 
to  deal  with   the  matter  in  that  spirit. 
Last  year  he  bad  introduced  a  Bill  of 
similar  but   more    extensive    character, 
goiugifurther  in  its  details  and  proposing, 
amongst  other  things,  the  creation  of  new 
Licensing  Bodies  distinct  from  those  at 
present  holding  that  authority.  This  Bill 
had  been  considerably  lightened  because 
it  was  found  that  the  real  objection  to 
the  former  measure  was  to  its  machinery. 
For    the  machinery  the  promoters    did 
not  so  greatly  care  as  for  the  main  pur- 
pose of  the  Bill  itself,  and  with  that  main 
purpose  he  invited  the  House  to  deal. 
The    proposal     to    take    the    licensing^ 
authority    from    the     Magistrates,    and 
place  it  in  new  hands  was  objected  to  on. 
various  grounds,  and  particularly  because 
it  would   be  a  bad  thing  to  have  more 
elections,  of  which  so  many  already  ex- 
isted.    It  was   further  objected  that  the 
working  of  such  a  measure  should  not  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  those  who  might 
not  act  altogether  impartially,  but  would 
be  likely  to  be  guided  by  special  opinions 
of  their  own  on  the  subject.     The  pro- 
moters would  be  quite  satisfied  to  get  the 
work  done  by  machinery  of  a   different 
kind,  and  if  the  Bill  were  passed  it  would 
no  doubt  be  found  that  the  Magistrates 
would  be  quite  able  to  work  it  eflTectually, 
and  bring  about  very  nearly  the  same  re- 
sult as  would  be  attained  by  the  proposed 
new  Licensing  Bodies.    In  other  respects 
also    the    Bill    had    been    lightened    of 
matters   to    which    obieciion    had  been 
taken   by  the  House,   though  they  had 
appeared  necessary  to  the  full  operation 
of  the  measure,  and  it  was  now  re-intro- 
duced at  the  request   of  the  Society  in 
the  hope  that,  the  grounds  of   objection 
having   been   removed,   their    Lordships 
would  give*  it  a  Second  Reading,  and  let 
the   subject  be    carefully  considered   in 
detail  in  Coilimittee.     The  Bill  bad  two 
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main  purposes.     It  proposed  to  empower 
the  Magistrates  to  gradually  dimiDish  the 
number  of  licences  until  a  certain  mini- 
mum was  reached,  and  then  to  leave  any 
further  diminution  to  the  ordinary  opera- 
tion  of  the   law  for  the  suppression  of 
particular  houses  which  were  not  needed 
or  were  doing  positive  inischief.     But  in 
the  meantime  it  was  proposed  that  the 
number  of  licences  should  be  diminished 
by   one-fifth    over   the   proposed    mini- 
mum    every     year     for      five     years, 
when    the    Act    would  come    into  full 
operation.     The     Church     of    £ngland 
Temperance    Society  felt   that  in   this 
respect  it   stood,   perhaps,  on  a  some- 
what different  footing  from  other  Tem> 
perance  Societies  in  recognising  that  it 
was  not  always  right  to  suppress  these 
licences  without  giving  compensation  to 
the   holders.     Of  course,   if   they    mis- 
conducted themselves  it  would  be  quite 
right  to  suppress  their  licences  without 
assigning  any   further   reason,  and  that 
could  be  done  at  present ;  but  otherwise 
it  seemed  just  that  compensation  should 
be  given.     The  Bill,  therefore,  provided 
for    compensation    on    a    statement   of 
profits  for  a  certain   period  previous  to 
the  commencement  of  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.     That  would  constitute  the  claims 
to  compensation,  and  they  would  be  met 
by  the  holders  of  unsuppressed  licences 
four-fifths  in  the  first  year,  three-fifths  in 
the  next,  and  so  on,  until  the  end  of  the 
five  years,  when  it  was  presumed  that 
sufficient  time  would  have  been  given  to 
prepare  for  the  suppression  of  the  licences 
which  must  then  come.     If  objected  to, 
an  appeal  was  provided  for  the  examina- 
tion of  claims.    The  compensation  would 
be  levied  on  existing  licence-holders  on  a 
•definite  rule,  and  if  the  money  thus  raised 
was  not  sufficient  to  meet  all  claims  the 
County  Council  would  be  empowered  to 
advance  the  amount  required  to  pay  them, 
to  be  repaid  in  a  certain  period  by  a  still- 
continuing  levy  on  the  remaining  licence- 
holders.     In  that  way  the  compensation 
would  come  from  the  trade  itself,  which 
probably  would  not  consider  it  unreason- 
able that  that  payment  should  be  made, 
for  it  had  been  admitted  in  another  place 
that  the  profits  had  enormously  increased 
of  late  years,  and  it  must  be  remembered 
that  these  licence*  holders  possessed    a  i 


tribute  towards  their  monopoly  being  made 
even  closer  and  more  valuable  than  be- 
fore.    The  suppression  of  a  certain  num- 
ber of   licensed  houses   would   unques- 
tionably give  an  additional  value  to  those 
remaining.     Those  were  the   two  main 
principles  of  the  Bill  :  the  gradual  sup- 
pression  of   the   excessive    number    of 
public-houses,  and  compensation  by  the 
trade  to  those  whose  licences  were  taken 
away.     The  rest   of  the  Bill  was  really 
subsidiary  to  those    purposes.     It    was 
proposed     to      entirely      confine      the 
power  of  granting  licences  to  the  Magis- 
trates ;  for  in  some  cases  it  seemed  that 
the  Excise  granted   licences  where  the 
Magistrates  would  have  refused,  and  it 
was  never  well  to  have  two  concurrent 
authorities  dealing  with  matters  of  this 
kind.     It  was  also  proposed  to  limit  the 
number  of  temporary  licences,  which  were 
rather  too  numerous  and  too  vague  in 
their  definitions,  but  not  in  any  way  to 
interfere   with   the   power  of  providing 
liquors   for  those    who   required    them. 
Another  important  point  was  the  regis- 
tration of  all  clubs  where  liquors  were  sold 
to  members.     Such  clubs  were  growing 
up  in  great  numbers,  and  in  many  cases 
existed  simply   for  providing   means  of 
intoxication.  They  could  be  subjected  to 
no   control    by    Magistrates   as   private 
houses,  and  must  be  so  treated.       There 
was  no  doubt,  however,  that  they  were 
doing  serious  mischief.     Further,  an  im- 
portant proposal  was  the  appointment  of 
special  Inspectors    to  see   that  the  law 
was  enforced  in  all  licensed  houses.    At 
present  that  was  done  by  the  police  ;  but 
they   had  many  other  duties  to  perform, 
and    were    either   unable    or   unwilling 
in   all   cases   to   enforce   the   law.      In 
fact,      the     police     regarded     a    house 
as    orderly     if       it       was      sufficiently 
so    for  the  locality,    although  a    great 
deal  of  disorderly  conduct    might  take 
place  in  it,  not  breaking  out  into  violent 
riots,  which  would  constitute  disturbance 
of    the    peace  and   necessitate  charges 
before  the  Magistrates.     Inspectors  who 
had  nothing  else  to  do  would  be  able  to 
prevent  breaches  of  the  law  much  more 
efifectually  than  the  police  were  doing  at 
present.     That  was  the  substance  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  believed  its  main  principles 
would  commend  themselves  to  the  House, 


monopoly  which  excluded  all  others  from    and  to  all  reasonable  persons  who  con* 


interfering  with  their  trade,  and  might, 
therefore,  justly  be  called  npoo  to  con* 

The  Bishop  ^f  London 


sidered  the  present  state  of  the  country 
in   this  regard.     The  ground  which  it« 
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sapportera  took  was  that  the  existing  law 
Led  to  the  iiceosing  of  pablic-houses  and 
similar     phioes     to    an     extent    which 
flurrouuded  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
with  temptation,  particularlj  those  who 
lived  bj  manual  labour.     Beyond  ques- 
tion far  more  public-houses  existed  than 
were  necessary  to  supply  the  legitimate 
wants  of  those  desiring  to  obtain  intoxi- 
cating liquors,  and  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  would    place  no  real  difficulty  in 
tlieir  way.     But  as  things  were,  a  man 
who  had  no  desire  to  indulge  excessively 
was  beset  by  temptation  at  almost  every 
step  he  took.      Wherever  he  went  the 
public-house,  with  all  its  attractions,  was 
sure  to  flare  its  lights  in  his  face,  and  the 
memory  of  past  enjoyment,  even  though 
it  might  be  an  enjoyment  he  wished  not 
to  repeat,  proved  too  much  for  him,  and 
his  strength  gave  way.     It  was  easy  to 
say,  *'  The  man  has  only  to  keep  out  of 
the  public-house — why  does  he  go  in  ?  " 
If   this   Bill   concerned  their  Lordships 
that  would  be  a  reasonable  retort.     They 
were  not  subject  to  a  temptation  which 
was   very  severe   upon    a  vast    number 
of     the     people.       It     might     be    said 
these  men  were  weak-minded  and  con- 
temptible,   and    deserved    nothing    but 
scorn.     That  very  fact  must  cause  any 
Bishop — any  member  of  Christ's  Church 
— to  feel    that    every    effort  should    be 
made  to  give  them  strength.      Over  and 
over  he  had  met   with   men   struggling 
with  all  their  might  to  escape  from  the 
snares  of  past  indulgence,  making  good 
resolutions,  praying   to    God    for    help, 
coming    constantly    to    the    clergy   for 
advice,  but  falling  back  in  spite  of  all 
their  struggles  to  help  themselves  from 
the  abundance  of  the  temptations  which 
surrounded  them.     They  felt  it — if  their 
Lordships  could  not  understand  it,  never 
having  had  that  experience — they  felt  it 
every  day  of  their  lives.     No  doubt,  in 
many  places  where  drunkards  abounded, 
if  a  poll  were  taken  whether  they  would 
have  the    public-houses   closed   against 
them,   the  drunkards  themselves  would 
say    ''  Yes."     Not    themselves     having 
the  strength   to   cut  off  this  offending 
right  hand  or  foot,  as  commanded  by  the 
highest  authority,  they  would  ask  their 
Lordships   to  do  this  for  them  if  they 
would.     Could    they    be    deaf    to    the 
petition   of  men  really  earnest  in  their 
desire  to  have  such  a  curse  removed 
from  their  dailv  lives  ?     Let  them  con* 


sider  the  case,  step  out  of  their  own 
surroundings  for  a  while,  and  think  not  of 
what  they  would  themselves  do,  or  how 
they  would  be  treated.     They  could  not 
then  refuse  to  help  these  unhappy  men 
whose  strength  was  altogether  too  weak 
to  resist    these    enormous   temptations, 
and   would   not  enable  them   to   stand 
as    Christians    should.     There   was,  in 
his  belief,  no  panaoea  for  this  great  evil ; 
no  legislation  would  at  once  set  it  right ; 
no  exertions  of  their  Lordships  would  at 
once  convert  the  whole  body  of  the  people 
to  genuine  sobriety.     But,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  felt  confident  that  by  causing  a 
substantial  diminution  in  the  number  of 
temptations  they  would  save  these  men 
from  the  danger  of  having  their  steps 
dogged,  as  it  were,  by  perpetual  invita- 
tions to  remain  in  an  evil  course  ;  and 
thus  a  very  large  number  of  them  would 
be  enabled,  with  the  help  of  God,  to  save 
themselves   from   that   which   was   now 
their  curse.     He  appealed  to  the  Legisla- 
ture of  their  country  to  do  something  for 
these  people   who  were    suffering  from 
this      terrible     evil,     to     give      them 
real     aid.       Would     not     their     Lord- 
ships help  those  who  were  doing  their 
best  to  restore  these  people  to  temper- 
ance and  respectability,  by  lessening  this 
perpetual   temptation  which    now  made 
their  lives  degraded  and  their  rescue  all 
but  impossible  ?     For  that  reason,  and  in 
that  hope,  he  ventured  to  bring  the  matter 
before    the     House,    appealing     in    qo 
fanatical  spirit,  though  he  had,  for  his  own 
part,  knowing  that  sympathy  was  one  of 
the  strongest  powers  that  could  act  on 
human   souls,   altogether   given   up   the 
consumption  of  intoxicants,  so  hurtiful  as 
they  were  to  his  brethren  in  this  condition, 
but  that  he  had  never  maintained  that 
every  man  was  called  upon  to  follow  his 
example.     He  would  only  say,  and  he 
said  it  from  the  bottom  of  his  heart — 
^'  Here  is  a  work  which  we  are  doing  ; 
in   the  name  of   God   do,   if   you   can, 
remove  out  of  our  path  the  hindrances 
whi(*.h  now  make  that  work  so  terribly 
difficult  I " 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (  The  Lord  Bishop  of  London.) 

*LoRu  NO&TON  thought  that  there 
was  little  need  to  insist  upon  the  evils  of 
intemperance,  and  was  sure  that  every 
noble  Lord  present  flflly  agreed  with 
what  the  right  rev.  Prelate  bad  said  in 
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coDdemniDg  it.  He  was  sorry  to  oppose 
auythiog  which  came  from  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  but  the  more  aoxious  their  Lord- 
ehipB  were  to  diminish  intemperance  the 
more  careful  they  should  be  as  to  the 
remedy  they  proposed,  because  if  they 
proposed  an  absolutely  ineffectual  remedy 
they  would  only  increase  the  evil  and 
render  it  more  hopeless  to  propose  any 
effectual  remedy  for  it.  He  knew  nothing 
of  the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  of  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
had  announced  himself  the  spokesman, 
stating  that  their  principle  was  not  to 
abstain  from  but  to  use  modeiatelv 
mtoxicating  liquors.  He  maintained 
that  intoxicating  liquors  were  not 
consumed  so  much  for  pleasure  among 
a  great  number  of  the  working  classes  as 
for  food.  As  the  late  Lord  Bramwell 
used  to  say  of  the  phrase  '^  intoxicating 
liquors,"  they  might  just  as  well  call 
water  *^  drowning  fluid,"  because  people 
sometimes  drowned  themsclres  in  it ;  and 
so  liquors  were  only  intoxicant  to  block- 
heads who  did  not  know  how  to  use 
them.  To  effect  a  remedy  the  first  con- 
sideration was  the  nature  of  the  disease. 
The  present  excess  of  licences  came 
from  the  arbitrary  manner  in  which 
they  had  been  granted  in  the  past. 
The  excess  was  in  this  respect 
like  that  of  the  London  cabs. 
Magistrates  had  given  licences  to 
almost  every  apparently  decent  man  who 
asked  for  one.  If  the  ordinary  relations 
of  supply  and  demand  were  secured  no 
arbitrary  limit  would  be  needed,  land 
the  fault  of  this  Bill  was  that  it  retained 
the  arbitrary  selection.  The  Bill  last 
year  proposed  what  would  only  increase 
the  evil — namely,  to  make  an  Elective 
Board  the  Licensing  Authority.  Now 
one-fifth  of  the  licences  are  proposed  to  be 
suppressed  ? 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  ex- 
plained  that  the  proposal  was  to  suppress 
one-fifth  of  the  number  in  excess  each 
year  for  five  years. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
The  Bill  proposes  to  allow  one  public- 
house  to  600  people.  That  is  the  limit 
in  country  towns. 
•Lord  NORTON  said,  that  would 
make  the  proposal  still  more  arbitrary. 
If  there  was  one  licensed  house  for 
every  600  people,  the  provision 
would  be  excessive  in  some  localities 
and    inadequate    in    others.     He     was 

Lord  Norton 


perfectly  convinced  that  the  real 
remedy  for  the  excess  of  licences  was- 
not  to  be  found  in  arbitrarily  re- 
stricting  the  supply.  It  was  rather  to  be 
found  making  licences  forfeited  on  abase 
either  by  drunkenness,  rioting,  or 
drugging  of  drink,  and  still  more 
by  leading  people  to  higher  mode» 
of  amusement  than  the  pot-house.  He 
believed  that  the  same  causes  which  btuk 
put  an  end  to  excessive  drinking  in  the 
upper  and  middle  classes  would  ultimately 
also  put  an  end  to  it  in  the  lower  classes* 
By  regulating  the  supply  of  licensed 
houses  to  the  legitimate  demand  throogb 
forfeiture  on  abuse,  an  end  would  be  put 
to  that  rivalry  in  selling  diink,  which 
was  caused  by  their  number  being  in 
excess  of  their  legitimate  demand* 
He  did  not  think  the  remedy  pro- 
posed in  any  way  met  the  disease^ 
and  if  their  Lordships  were  to  pass  it 
they  would  only  be  diminishing  their 
ability  at  a  future  time  to  deal  with  this- 
admittedly  existing  evil. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
spoken  in  regard  to  the  difficulty  of  deal- 
ing with  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liqu<HY. 
As  he  understood  the  Bill,  it  proceeded 
on  the  premise  that  the  excess  of  public- 
houses  brought  with  it  a  great  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors. 
But  Mr.  Goscheu  in  his  Budget  speeck 
of  1892  gave  some  interesting  figures  ae 
to  the  consumption  of  tea,  tobacco,  and 
spirits  during  the  past  60  years,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  the  increase  in 
the  consumption  of  spirits  had  only  risen 
from  seven  and  a-half  to  eight  pints  per 
head  of  the  population,  while  the  con- 
sumption of  non-alcoholic  beverages  suck 
as  ginger-beer,  lemonade,  and  8odi»- 
water,  had  increased  threefold.  That 
seemed  to  show  that  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  public-houses  had  not  been 
accompanied  by  an  increase  in  the  coa- 
sumption  of  intoxicating  liquors. 

The  secretary  ok  STATE  vom 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  not 
had  as  much  time  as  I  should  have  liked 
for  looking  into  this  Bill,  but  it  appears 
to  me  to  contain  a  number  of  rather  com- 
plicated provisions,  many  of  which  seem 
to  be  open  to  objection.  In  one  im- 
portant particular  this  Bill  differs  from 
the  Bill  brought  in  last  year  by  the  right 
rev.   Prelate,   inasmuch  as  it   does    not 


9S9 


Licensing  Law 


{5  JCLT  1894}  Amendmeni  Bill. 


930 


provide  for  the  principle  of  popniar  con- 
tml.  Last  jear  I  said  that  that  prin- 
ciple was  approved  bj  the  Grovernment, 
atid  that,  on  aeooont  of  that  principle 
being  embodied  in  the  Bill,  I  was  not 
<lisposed  to  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading,  althongh  I  did  not  approve  of 
other  provisions  in  that  Bill.  The  pre- 
sent proposals  are  very  like  those  con- 
Cained  in  the  Bill  of  last  jear,  only  the 
principle  of  popniar  control  is  now  left 
«Qt.  In  the  early  part  this  Bill  proposes 
chat  the  decision  of  the  local  Licensing 
Aathorilj  is  to  be  final,  and  that  all  the 
provisions  in  the  present  law  requiring 
the  confirmation  of  licences,  or  as  to 
appeals,  are  done  awaj  with.  I  attach 
the  greatest  value  to  the  requirement 
that  every  licence  has  now  to  be  con- 
firmed by  a  superior  authority.  I  do  not 
think  any  provision  has  proved  more 
effectual  than  this  in  preventing  the  nn- 
doe  increase  in  the  nnmber  of  licensed 
booses.  Noble  Lords  must  be  aware  of 
the  extrmordinary  facility  with  which 
people  can  obtain  testimonials  and  sig- 
■atares  to  Memorials  that  a  new  public- 
bouse  is  wanted  in  a  particular  district, 
I  have,  in  the  course  of  my  experience, 
taken  opportnnities  of  questioning  per- 
sons who  had  signed  such  Memorials, 
those  persons  being  at  the  same  time 
strong  advocates  of  temperance.  Their 
answer  was  : — **  After  all,  one  likes  to 
he  good-natnred  to  one*s  neighbours  ; 
and  the  applicant  is  a  very  respectable 
man.**  Influences  of  that  kind  operate 
on  those  who  have  the  granting  of 
Hoences  in  a  particular  district,  and  lead 
to  their  being  granted  without  considera- 
tion whether  thev  arc  needed,  f  have 
had  the  honour  to  be  a  member  of  the 
confirmiog  committee  of  the  Quarter 
Hessions  in  my  district  for  many 
years,  and  I  have  generally  fouu<l 
that  oommittee  take  a  far  more 
atringent  view  than  the  bodies  by 
whom  Itceooes  are  originally  g^ntcd. 
They  take  a  general  and  larger  view  of 
the  whole  subject,  as  they  are  not  in- 
terested in  the  particular  localities,  and  I 
have  again  and  again  seen  licences  not 
oooftrmed  by  the  general  committee 
where  it  was  perfeotly  clear  that  snch 
Uoenees  were  not  wanted.  The  com- 
adtleea  act  on  the  general  principle  that 
iJeenees  thoold  not  be  granted  where 
dMy  are  aot  wanted.  It  fills  me  with 
Aouuemeot  to  find  the  existing  provisions 


as  to  confirmation  of  lioenoes  and  appeals 
wanting  in  the  present  measure.  There 
it  one  argument  which  is  always  brought 
fbrward  npon  this  subject ;  that  is,  the 
mischief  alleged  to  be  done  by  grocers* 
licences.  Some  people  seem  to  think 
tliat  these  licences  lead  to  a  special  form 
of  drunkenness ;  but  the  Committee 
which  formerly  sat  on  the  subject  found, 
after  careful  investigation,  that  grocers* 
licences  were  not  any  special  source  of 
dninkenness.  That  being  so,  what  is 
the  argument  in  favour  of  abolishing 
them  ?  It  is  extremely  hard  that  any 
one  who  wants  a  bottle  of  beer  or  spirits 
shonld  be  compelled  to  go  to  a  public- 
house  in  order  to  procure  it,  or  to  pur- 
chase so  many  dozen  bottles  from  a 
wholesale  merohant.  People  who  re- 
quired spirits  for  cooking  purposes  or 
under  the  orders  of  a  medical  man,  should 
not  be  driven  to  the  public-house  to  get 
them.  Another  consideration  is  that 
persons  who  frequent  public-houses  are 
more  open  to  fall  into  temptation.  The 
matter  must  be  kept  as  a  whole  ;  and,  on 
the  whole,  I  am  convinced  that  grocers* 
licences  are  not  prejudicial  to  temperance, 
and  Parliament  could  not  make  a  more 
fatal  mistake  than  to  entirely  abolish 
them  as  is  proposed  by  this  Bill.  There 
are  many  other  provisions  in  the  Bill 
which  are  deserving  of  notice.  My 
noble  Friend  who  has  just  spoken  has 
called  attention  to  the  plan  of  compen- 
sating the  owners  or  occupiers  of  the 
public-houses  which  are  to  l>e  gradually 
abolished.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  appre- 
ciate the  operation  of  the  proposed  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  as  to  compensation, 
but  I  conclude  that  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  is  right  in  saying  that  the 
licenced  bonsos  that  remain  are  to  be 
ohargeil  with  an  additional  sum  to  pro- 
vide compensation,  based  on  the  entirety 
groundless  idea  that  they  necessarily 
benefit  from  the  closing  of  other  houses. 
In  a  large  parish  a  house  tlmt  is  closed 
may  be  at  a  distance  of  six  or  seven  miles 
from  one  that  remains  open.  Can  any- 
iKuly  believe  that  the  latter  would  benefit 
froin  the  closing  of  the  former  ?  I  have 
touched  on  one  or  two  points  which 
occur  to  me,  and  I  will  only  now  refer  to 
one  other.  The  Bill  provides  that  after  a 
certain  period  there  shall  be  Sunday 
closing. 

•The    Bishop   of    LONDON :  Sun- 
day cloeing  aabjeet  to  the  power  of  the 
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Licensing  Authority  to  allow  the  houses 
to  be  open  under  special  circumstances. 
The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
have  voted  in  this  House  in  favour  of 
Sunday  closing  in  particular  districts, 
but  I  am  convinced  that  if  you  attempt 
by  a  special  provision  of  this  kind  to  close 
all  licensed  houses  on  Sunday  you  will 
give  rise  to  very  strong  and  dangerous 
opposition  in  certain  localities.  I  do  not 
think  that  would  be  a  prudent  step  tp 
take  without  making  more  provision  for 
consulting  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants 
than  is  made  by  this  Bill.  In  disap- 
proving of  the  Bill  I  will  only  add  this. 
Everyone  admits  the  principle  that  it  is 
desirable  by  some  means  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  drinking  in  this  country,  but 
at  the  same  time  I  should  not  be  disposed 
to  be  a  party  to  a  Bill  of  this  kiud. 
With  all  respect  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
I  do  not  think  that  this  Bill  is  a  well- 
considored  one,  or  that  in  many  of  its 
details  it  would  work  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  would 
desire  it  to  work,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
it  would  be  right  for  us  to  agree  to  a 
measure  which  would  not  form  a  sound 
basis  for  the  reform  of  our  Licensing 
Laws.  The  subject  is  a  very  difficult 
one,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  dogmatise 
at  all  upon  it.  I  would  only  say  that  we 
should  not  commit  ourselves  to  a  scheme 
of  this  kind,  however  desirous  we  may 
be  of  promoting  temperance,  because  I 
think  it  is  a  scheme  which,  as  regards 
some  of  its  main  provisions,  would  not 
work  in  the  manner  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late desires,  and  certainly  not  in  a 
manner  satisfactory  to  the  country  at 
large. 

The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  :  As  I 
understand,  the  Licensing  Authority  as 
at  present  existing  is  not  changed  under 
this  Bill  ? 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  :  No. 

The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  :  Then 
the  appeal  to  the  confirming  authority 
remains  the  same  ? 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  :  No. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Sub- 
section  3  of  Clause  2  deals  with  it. 

The  Archbishop  op  YORK  said,  he 
also  was  not  in  favour  of  temperance 
legislation  generally  ;  but  this  Bill 
seemed  to  be  one  of  the  most  reasonable 
and  least  objectionable  measures  of  the 
same  character  that  had  been  brought 
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before  the  House  in  recent  years. 
Although  what  he  had  said  upon  this 
subject  had  brought  down  upon  his  head 
the  severe  rebuke  of  the  Temperance 
Party,  he  thought  that  there  was  good 
ground  for  legislation  with  regard  to  it. 
Publicans  enjoyed  the  privilegeof  keeping 
their  houses  open  on  Sundays,  which  was 
denied  to  other  shops,  and  therefore  their 
trade  ought  to  be  subjected  to  greater 
control  than  others.  This  Bill  was  by  no 
means  excessive  in  the  restraints  that  it 
proposed  to  place  upon  the  publican,  and 
it  was  for  that  reason,  and  because  ita 
general  principles  were  sound,  that  he 
felt  bound  to  give  it  his  support.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  there  were  too 
many  licensed  houses  in  existence  and 
that  the  licences  were  not  very  carefully 
granted.  He  happened  to  know  that  in 
his  late  diocese  the  proportion  of  public- 
houses  was  one  to  every  70  of  the  popu- 
lation, which  was  undoubtedly  excessive. 
If  a  working  man  with  his  wages  in  bis 
pocket  had  to  pass  10  or  12  public- 
bouses  on  his  way  home  it  would  be  a 
far  more  severe  trial  to  his  moral  strength 
to  avoid  entering  some  of  them  than  if 
he  had  to  pass  only  one  or  two.  The 
proposal  to  close  the  public-houses  for  a 
longer  period  on  Sunday,  so  that  they 
should  only  be  open  for  one  hour  in  the 
morning  and  one  hour  in  the  evening, 
would  effect  a  reform  which  he  had  long 
advocated,  and  would  go  very  far  to 
remedy  the  evil  of  Sunday  drinking  among 
working  men,  while  it  would  enable  them 
to  get  whatever  dinner  or  supper  beer 
they  required.  With  the  other  provision 
contained  in  the  Bill  that  nothing  should 
be  consumed  on  the  premises,  the  measure 
would  go  far  to  remedy  the  evil  of  Son- 
day  drinking,  which  in  some  districts 
was  very  great  among  those  who  lived 
by  manual  labour.  In  his  opinion,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  was  unduly  stringent.  He  most 
earnestly  asked  their  Lordships  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  go  before  a  Committee.  Their 
Lordships  must  never  forget  that,  what- 
ever their  opinions  with  regard  to  this 
subject  might  be,  there  was  a  verj 
strong  opinion  among  the  working olaaaea 
in  favour  of  temperance  legislation.  It 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  unwise  to  r^ect 
altogether  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  which  it 
was  possible  to  amend  in  such  a  way  as 
to  make  it  a  workable  and  nsofol  measure 
in  Committee. 
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•The  Earl  op  MEATH  said,  in  ask- 
iog  their  Lordships  to  read  this  Bill  a 
second  time,  he  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  did  so  in  no  fanatical  spirit. 
He  was  not  a  teetotaler,  and  he  did  not 
believe  in  forcing  temperance  upon  any- 
body by  means  of  legislation.  At  the 
same  time,  there  was  a  large  class  of 
moderate  men  who  saw  plainly  that  much 
of  the  misery,  suffering,  and  crime  of 
this  country  was  due  to  the  tempta- 
tions which  were  placed  in  the  way 
of  working  men  to  a  far  greater 
degree  than  was  necessary.  On  the 
principle  that  something  should  be  done 
to  stem  the  tide  of  drink  it  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  advisable  to  read  this  Bill  a 
second  time  in  order  that  it  might  be 
amended  in  Committee  in  any  way  that 
was  thought  desirable.  He  was  pleased 
on  this  occasion  to  find  that  this  impor- 
tant subject  was  not  to  be  dealt  with 
simply  in  two  speeches,  but  was  being 
thoroughly  discussed  in  a  fuller  House 
than  previously,  and  with  a  fair  show  of 
right  rev.  Prelates  upon  their  Bench, 
because  those  of  their  Lordships  who 
were  laymen  generally  looked  to  that 
Bench  for  guidance  and  advice  on  all 
questions  concerning  the  spiritual  and 
moral  welfare  of  the  people.  The 
temperance  movement  affected  not  only 
the  people  of  this  country,  but  also  that 
large  portion  of  the  world  where  our 
colonies  were  situated.  It  had  been 
urged  as  a  reproach  against  our  com- 
mercial enterprise  in  uncivilised  regions 
that  it  was  accompanied  by  broken 
bottles,  broken  hearts,  and  broken  heads  ; 
and  he  was  in  favour  of  any  action  that 
would  remove  that  stain  from  the  British 
name.  If  this  Bill  was  not  the  right 
one  he  would  urge  the  Government  of 
the  day,  whatever  its  politics  might  be, 
whether  Liberal  or  Conservative,  never 
to  cease  their  efforts  until  some  legislation 
of  this  character  was  carried  out.  He 
was  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  temper- 
ance had  made  great  strides  of  late  years 
in  this  country.  There  was  a  large 
number  of  total  abstainers  in  the  Army 
and  the  Navy,  and  moderate  as  against 
excessive  drinking  prevailed  generally 
among  all  classes.  He  was  sorry  to  say, 
however,  that  the  drink  bill  of  the 
country  was  still  very  large,  having 
risen  to  £140,866,000  in  1892*  from 
£105,000,000  in  1866  ;  and  he  agreed 
with  the  observation  of  the  late  Lord 


Shaftesbury,  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  do  anything  to  relieve  the  poverty  and 
misery  of  the  country  until  they  had  got 
rid  of  the  curse  of  excessive  drinking. 
He  did  not  believe  that  it  was  possible  to 
make  men  moral  by  legislation,  but  he 
believed  that  it  was  possible  to  assist 
them  in  becoming  more  moral  by  remov- 
ing the  temptations  to  immorality. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  : 
On  the  present  occasion  I  must  appear  in 
the  unaccustomed  character  of  a  follower 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  should  have  challenged  a 
Division  if  nothing  had  been  said  against 
the  Bill,  but  I  cannot  express  my  ap- 
proval of  this  measure  in  all  its  details, 
founded,  as  it  seems  to  me  it  is,  upon  a 
principle  that  is  radically  false.  The 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down,  and 
who  spoke  with  such  great  sincerity, 
urged  us  never  to  be  satisfied  until  we 
had  introduced  a  Bill  that  would  effect 
the  reformation  of  the  British  people  in 
the  matter  of  temperance.  I  venture  to 
think  that  that  is  a  good  deal  beyond  the 
power  of  any  Government,  Liberal  or 
Conservative,  or  of  any  Legislature  to 
effect.  There  is  one  power,  and  one 
power  alone,  that  can  reform  the  British 
people  in  this  respect,  and  that  is  the 
power  which  has  already  reformed  the 
upper  and  middle  classes — namely,  the 
power  of  public  opinion.  If  you  will 
allow  that  public  opinion  to  grow  it  will 
do  the  work  which  you  are  powerless  to 
effect,  but  you  must  allow  it  to  grow,, 
and  you  must  not  throw  artificial 
obstacles  in  its  way.  What  you  are  now 
proposing  to  do  is  by  the  force  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament  and  by  the  interference  of 
the  Police  and  Licensing  Authorities  to 
compel  the  working  man  to  consume  less 
of  intoxicating  liquor  than  he  himself  is 
desirous  of  doing.  When  he  finds  that 
all  these  obstacles  are  placed  in  bis  way 
he  will  know  that  they  are  placed  there 
by  law.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  proposes 
that  there  shall  be  only  one  public-house 
to  every  600  people.  I  have  been  thinking 
of  a  parish  of  which  I  know  something 
where  the  result  of  this  proposal  would 
be  that  most  of  the  inhabitants  would 
have  to  go  three-quarters  of  a  mile  for 
their  beer.  Do  you  think  that  if  these^ 
people  knew  that  this  would  be  the  result 
of  this  legislation  they  would  accept  it 
with  enthusiasm  or  even  with  patience  ? 
By    making    such    proposals    you    are 
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placing  OQ  the  i«idc  of  those  whose  driok- 
iQg  tendencies  jou  wish  to  overcome  a 
reason  for  that  feeling  against  compulsion 
and  of  resistance  to  unjust  legislation 
which  has  always  been  a  very  powerful 
motive  with  all  classes  of  men,  and 
which  I  think  is  more  powerful  with  the 
race  which  inhabits  this  country  than 
with  any  others.  If  you  wish  public 
opinion  to  operate  you  must  leave  it  un- 
hampered by  the  sinister  and  dangerous 
alliance  of  motives  which  is  created  by 
legislation  of  this  kind.  I  believe  that 
in  taking  that  course  you  would  be 
basing  your  legislation  upon  a  false  priu> 
ciple.  But  I  wish  to  ask  this.  On  what 
ground  do  you  maintain  that  the  abun- 
dance of  public-houses  creates  drunken- 
ness ?  It  is  assumed,  I  know,  but  I  have 
never  seen  a  vestige  proof  of  it,  and  I 
know  not  by  what  process  of  reasoning 
the  conclusion  is  arrived  at.  In  regard 
to  other  things,  the  facility  for  obtaining 
what  you  want  does  not  so  largely  in- 
crease the  temptation.  What  would 
stand  with  women  in  the  same  position 
as  love  of  drink  with  men  is,  I  suppose, 
the  love  of  finery,  and  I  have  never  heard 
that  the  multiplication  of  the  number  of 
haberdashers*  shops  increases  the  ten- 
dency of  women  to  spend  their  money  in 
finery.  When  the  passion  which  has 
been  so  eloquently  pourtrayed  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  gets  hold  of  a  man  it  is  un- 
doubtedly one  of  the  most  dangerous 
masters  he  can  select  for  himself.  It  is  a 
demon  far  too  powerful  to  care  for  the 
difficulty  created  by  your  remedy  of 
making  him  go  a  quarter  or  half  a  mile 
to  find  a  public-house.  The  man  who 
gives  way  to  drink  will  satisfy  his  desire 
whatever  the  distance  may  be  he  has  to 
go  to  obtain  it.  All  you  will  effect  by 
legislation  of  this  kind  is  to  hinder  the 
existence  of  that  which  you  seem  persis- 
tently to  forget — the  legitimate  demand 
for  the  consumption  of  these  liquors.  You 
must  remember  that  to  a  large  number  of 
people  these  things  are  necessary, and  that 
to  a  still  larger  number  they  are  a  perfectly 
salutary  and  legitimate  indulgence.  Tou 
pay  no  heed  to  these  people ;  you 
disregard  their  rights  entirely  by  this 
legislation,  and  you  do  not  mind  how 
many  they  may  be.  In  fact,  you  do  not 
care  how  you  hinder  them  in  their  natural 
liberty.  There  is  a  provision  in  this  Bill 
which  enacts  that,  unless  there  be  a 
special  order,  there  shall  be  no  liquor  sold 
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on  Sundays  in  any  part  of  the  country. 
The  amount  of  inconvenience  and  the 
dissatisfaction  which  that  would  cause  in 
large  parts  of  the  country  would  be  very 
great  indeed  ;  in  fact,  I  do  not  think  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  realise  the  nature 
of  the  opposition  tbey  would  meet.  I 
entreat  noble  Lords  opposite  to  give  up 
appealing  to  this  vain  and  empty  alliance. 
Do  carry  into  execution  that  exhortation 
which  you  are  perpetually  addressing  to 
us — "  Put  your  trust  in  the  people."  Do 
have  confidence  that  the  influences  which 
up  to  this  time  have,  with  steady  and 
unflagging  pace,  effected  a  reform  in  this 
one  of  the  most  dangerous  liabilities  to 
evil  to  which  human  nature  is  heir,  will 
go  on  doing  their  blessed  work.  I  would 
appeal  to  the  right  rev.  Prelates  to  in- 
crease the  force  of  those  influences  which 
are  at  your  command  and  which  no  one 
can  exercise  in  greater  force  than  you 
can.  But  do  not  appeal  to  the  law  for 
that  which  the  law  can  never  do  lest  you 
find  that  instead  of  a  friend  you  have 
created  an  adversary. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hebscuell)  ;  My  Lords,  although  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  view  expressed 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affau*s  and  witii  some 
of  the  remarks  raailo  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, there  are  certain  points  of  difference. 
I  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess 
that  the  great  hope  of  reform  in  the 
drinking  habits  of  the  people  must  rest 
upon  change  of  opinion  in  those  classes 
among  whom  excessive  drinking  chiefly 
prevails,  just  as  change  of  opinion  has 
produced  great  effect  in  other  classes  of 
society.  But  I  do  not  think  it  is  incon- 
sistent with  a  firm  conviction  to  that 
effect  that  one  should  desire  to  see  some 
change  in  the  Licensing  Laws  of  this 
country.  I  know  that  it  is  a  matter 
difficult  of  proof  that  the  existence  of  an 
excessive  number  of  public-houses  tend» 
to  excessive  drinking.  One  forms  one'a 
own  opinion  upon  it,  and  I  confess  that 
the  opinion  I  have  formed  is  that  it  does  so. 
The  noble  Marquess  compared  the  passion 
for  drink  to  the  passion  of  women  for 
finery.  The  comparison  certainly  is  a 
perfectly  safe  one.  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  habits  of  women  as  re- 
gards the  purchase  of  goods  of  the 
same  description  at  different  shops — 
whether  a  woman  who  lores  finery  goes 
from  one  haberdasher^s  shop  to  another 
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makiog  purefaases,  or  whether  she  satis- 
fies herself  hy  isakiDg  the  whole  of  her 
purchases  at  ooe  shop ;  but  this  I  am 
certain  of  :  that  the  habit  of  visiting  one 
public-house  after  another  does  exist  to 
a  verj  great  extent  indeed,  and  that  the 
existence  of  so  many  public-houses  ex- 
poses men  to  very  great  temptation. 
This  has  been  deeply  impressed  on  my 
mind  from  the  evidence  I  have  heard 
over  and  over  again  in  Courts  of  Justice. 
During  my  early  years  of  practice  at 
the  Bar  I  was  a  constant  attendant  in  the 
Criminal  Courts,  listening  to  the  evidence, 
and  sometimes  taking  part  myself  in 
criminal  cases.  Not  a  day  passed  in 
which  it  was  not  necessary  to  inquire  of 
a  witness  as  to  his  sobriety  and  ability 
to  identify  the  prisoner,  and  how  he  had 
spent  his  evening,  and  it  frequently 
turned  out  that  he  had  spent  it,  not  in 
one,  but  in  a  number  of  public-houses,  and 
I  confess  I  then  formed  a  very  strong 
opinion  that  if  some  of  these  public- 
houses  had  not  been  open  to  the  man  on 
his  way  home,  he  very  likely  would,  on 
leaving  the  first  public-house,  have  gone 
straight  home  a  much  soberer  man.  I 
have  a  strong  conviction  that  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  the  number  of 
licensed  houses  is  excessive,  and  that  if 
there  were  fewer  public-houses  there 
would  be  less  drunkenness.  Therefore, 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  any  inter- 
ference with  personal  liberty  or  indivi- 
dual rights  if  a  considerable  step  were 
taken  in  the  direction  proposed  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate ;  but  to  my  mind  it  is 
absolutely  essential,  if  anything  of  the 
kind  is  to  be  done,  that  it  should  be  done 
in  accordance  with  the  wishes  and  de- 
sires of  the  people  in  the  districts 
affected — that  there  should  be  popular 
control,  and  that  it  should  not  be  dpne 
by  the  Magistrates,  who  are  themselves 
often  personally  concerned,  and  who  are 
dealing  with  the  matter  perhaps  strongly 
contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 
the  district  over  which  they  are  the 
Licensing  Authority.  I  have  the  strong 
opinion  that  you  will  never  have  a 
successful  change  of  system  in  the  direc- 
tion desired,  unless  it  comes  from  and 
through  the  people  of  the  district  who 
are. concerned.  I,  therefore,  feel  myself 
constrained,  with  every  sympathy  with 
the.  right  rev.  Prelate,  to  abstain  from 
supporting  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill.    . 


On  Question  ? '  tlieh-  Lof  dships  di- 
vided : — Contents  20  ;  Not-Conteuts  49. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

LOCOMOTIVE  THBESHING  ENGINES 
BILL.- (No.  124.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Viscount  CROSS  explained  that 
some  slight  amendment  would  have  to 
be  made  in  the  Standing  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
this  Bill  rather  alarmed  some  of  them 
who  had  had  experience  of  the  great 
danger  there  might  be  on  roads  close  to 
which  threshing  machines  were  allowed 
to  work.  He  should  like  to  hear  some 
explanation  of  the  Bill. 

Viscount  CROSS  said,  he  thought 
he  explained  what  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  on  the  occasion  of  the  Second  Read- 
ing. A  threshing  machine  was  never  to 
be  used  unless  there  was  a  person 
stationed  on  the  road  to  give  warning, 
and  unless  the  threshing  engine  was, 
where  necessary,  immediately  stopped. 
He  believed  the  measure  had  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  the  Bill  as  it 
was  brought  up  from  the  other  House 
was  rather  confused  in  the  last  clause  ; 
he  had  been  in  communication  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  on  the  subject,  and  in 
the  Standing  Committee  he  would  take 
care  that  was  altered. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  wishes  to  force  us 
to  have  the  haystack  precisely  where  no- 
body can  get  at  it.  That  is  the  result 
of  the  present  system  of  threshing. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  am 
the  possessor  of  a  good  many  stacks,  and 
with  us  they  are  placed  in  the  fields. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Away  from  the  road  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Yes, 
always. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

NOTICE  OF  ACCIDENTS  BILL.— (No.  145.) 
Amendments   reported   (according    to 
Order). 
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Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  had  a 
small  Ameodment  to  the  first  sub-sectioo 
of  Clause  3.  The  certify iDg  surgeoDS, 
who  there  performed  a  very  importaut 
aud  useful  office,  desired  to  have  their 
status  and  usefulness  recognised  more 
in  the  Bill.  Their  wishes  in  this  direc- 
tion were  discussed  iu  the  Standing 
Committee,  but  he  believed  the  noble 
Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  did  not  see  his 
way  to  put  in  any  Amendment.  He  did 
not  propose  to  go  over  the  ground  again 
for  accepting  the  Amendment  which  he 
now  moved,  but  he  would  suggest  that 
whilst  it  possibly  did  not  add  to  the  effi- 
cacy of  the  Bill  to  recognise  iu  a  direct 
and  express  way  the  status  and  position 
of  these  surgeons,  and  also  of  the  medical 
profession  generally,  such  a  recognition 
could  not  in  any  way  detract  from  the 
usefulness  of  the  Bill.  The  way  the 
clause  read  at  present  was  as  follows  : — 

*'  The  Boanl  may  appoint  competent  persons 
to  hold  an  inirestigation,  and  may  appoint  a 
person  possessing  l^fal  or  special  knowledge  to 
act  as  assessor  upon  such  investigation.** 

It  was  possible  that  that  would  enable 
medical  or  other  experts  to  act  as  well 
as  lawyerp,  but  as  lawyers  were  men- 
tioned he  did  not  think  it  could  do  harm 
to  mention  the  medical  profession  as  well, 
and  he  accordingly  moved  the  addition 
of  words  so  as  to  include  the  members  of 
such  profession.  He  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  accepted. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  :  There  is  no  ob- 
jection  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  the  Amendment  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  proposed. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

OUTDOOR  RELIEF  (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES)  BILL.— (No.  146.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

•Lord  NORTON  said,  this  Bill  was  a 
violation  of  the  fundamental  principle 
of  the  new  Poor  Law,  and  that  was 
defended  on  the  ground  that  such  a 
violation  was  recognised  as  a  matter  of  dis- 
cretionary action  in  special  cases  on  the 
girt  of  the  Board  of  Guardians.  But  this 
ill  legalised  that  discretionary  action. 
It  was  quite  clear  to  his  mind  that  if  a 
Bill  recogoisod  generally  that  which 
was  done  by  special  discretion,  it  would 


be  taken  by  the  country  at  large  as  tlM 
law,  and  the  relief  of  persons  having 
property  in  Friendly  Societies  to  aoj 
amount  would  be  not  an  exoeptional  aet^ 
but  the  treatment  of  all  such  casea 
throughout  the  Kingdom.  The  discre- 
tion worked  very  satisfactorily,  but  atf  a 
legal  practice  it  was  a  distiuct  invasion  on 
the  part  of  Parliament  of  the  fundamental 
principle  of  the  new  Poor  Law — namely, 
the  test  of  destitution  to  relief.  They 
knew  perfectly  well  by  the  experience  of 
the  old  Poor  Law  what  would  be  the 
result  of  the  abolition  of  spch  a  test. 
The  old  Poor  Law  was  on  the  brink  of 
ruining  property,  and  there  were  parishes 
in  which  the  poor  rates  amounted  to  20s. 
in  the  £1.  He  regarded  the  proposal 
in  this  Bill  as  the  first  step  to  reviving 
the  mischief  that  then  existed.  He  was 
perfectly  sure  that  if  their  Lordships 
would  only  consider  the  danger  of  this 
step,  and  the  perfectly  satisfactory  treat- 
ment; of  cases  by  the  discretion  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  as  at  present,  they 
would  shrink  from  passing  this  Bill. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

BISHOPRIC  OF  BRISTOL  ACT  (1884) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.--(No.  147.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

•Earl  STANHOPE  moved  the  re- 
insertion of  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill, 
which  he  thought  must  have  been  acci- 
dentally  omitted  in  passing  through  the 
Standing  Committee.  The  omission  of 
the  Preamble  would  send  the  Bill  down 
to  another  place,  and  considering  the  con- 
gested state  of  business  in  the  other 
House  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
assent  to  the  re-insertion  of  the  Preamble. 

Viscount  CROSS  should  be  very  glmd 
to  see  the  Preamble  re-inserted.  It  wa« 
not  struck  out  by  mistake,  but  the  Lord 
Chancellor  objected  to  all  Preambles. 
He  thought  that  perhaps  the  Preamble  was 
necessary  iu  this  case  to  explain  the  ob- 
ject ofithe  Bill,  and  he  hoped  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  its  re*insertion. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herscrell)  said,  he  was  not  going  to 
object  to  the  re-insertion  of  the  Preamble, 
because  it  was  desired  that  the  Bill 
should  not  go  down  to  another  place.  He 
thought  that  the  occasions  on  which  a 
Preamble  was  necessary  were  very  rare 
indeed.  He  did  not  deny  that  occasionally 
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it  might  be  desirable,  bat  there  seemed  to 
be  a  foshioD  for  Preambles  among  those 
who  drafted  Bills.  The  Preamble  simply 
recited  that  it  was  desirable  to  do  what 
Parliament  was  going  to  do  if  it  passed 
the  Bill.  What  was  the  sense  of  such  a 
proceeding  he  never  understood  ;  and  if 
any  exhortation  of  his  could  reach  the 
draftsmen  of  Bills,  he  would  urge  them  to 
consider,  before  they  put  in  a  Preamble, 
whether  it  was  of  any  possible  use.  If 
it  was,  let  them  put  it  in  ;  if  it  was  not, 
then  let  them  abstain,  and  the  SlAtute 
Book  would  come  into  smaller  compass, 
there  would  not  be  such  a  great  quantity 
of  useless  Preambles  for  the  Statute  Law 
Revision  Committee  to  repeal,  and  the 
Statutes  would  not  then  be  made  more 
expensire  than  they  otherwise  would  be. 
The  re-insertion  of  the  Preamble  was 
then  agreed  to,  the  word  "Therefore" 
being  lulded,  on  the  Motion  of  Vitfcount 
Crosd,  to  the  first  clause  as  a  necessary 
addition  consequent  on  the  re-insertion  of 
the  Preamble. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

PIEB    AND     HARBOUR     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  76.) 
Returned  from    the    Commons    with 
the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

HOCSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 

Messa|iCO  fro^a  the  Commons  for  First 
Report  from  the  Select  Committee ; 
ordered  to  be  communicatod  accord* 
ingly. 

KLEMKNTARY       EDUCATION        PROVI- 

8I0NAL     ORDERS      CONFIRMATION 

(BARRY.  Ac.)  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.  :>4.) 

House    in    0>mmittee   (according   to 

Order)  :     Amendmeuts  made  :  Stauding 

Committee    negatived  :    The  Report   of 

Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 


TRAMWAT8  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 

(No.  S)  BILL  [B.L.]. 
Read   3*   (according    to   Order),   and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

PUBLIO  LIBRARIS8   (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(II0.6S.) 
Read   V  (aecording  to    Order),    and 


BURGH  POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1892, 
AMENDMENT  BILL.- (No.  106.) 
Read  3"  (aooording  to  Order),    and 
passed. 

WILD  BIRDS  PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  148.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To- 
morrow. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  (PROSECUTIONS) 
BILL.— (No.  188.) 
Read    3*^    (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

INDUSTRIAL   SCHOOLS    BILL    [h.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Actn  relating  to  indus- 
trial 8chooU  in  Great  Britain— Was  presented 
by  Lord  Leigh  ;  read  1*  ;  to  be  urinted ;  and 
to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next.    (No.  152.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Four  0  clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  Sik  July  1894. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


LONDON  STREETS  AND  BUILDINGS 

BILL  (fry  Ordrr). 
•Mr.    weir    (Ross    and    Cromarty) 
moved — 

"  That  it  be  an  Inst  motion  to  the  Committee 
that  they  tlo  iniwrt  provinionftforthe  purpose  o£ 
making  it  compulsory  that  the  «urfare  water  be 
carried  away  from  under  an*!  around  the  site  of 
every  dwelling-houne  awi  other  building." 

His  object,  he  said,  was  to  protect  house- 
holders against  unscmpulous  builders* 
As  matters  stood  at  present,  it  was  quite 
competent  for  any  unscrupulous  person  to 
uke  a  quantity  of  swampy  land  and 
build  a  number  of  houses  upon  it  with 
utter  disregard  to  the  safety  or  comfort  of 
the  oooupiers-  The  district  sonrejoia 
could  not  be  entirely  trusted  to,  as  he  waa 
afraid  they  were  inoltned  to  wink  at 
the  bad  work  of  builders. 

UU.A.C.  MORTON  (Peierborongh) 
seeooded  the  Motion. 


^ 


943  DestUute  Crimean  {COMMONS} 


Vetetdns, 


944 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  do  insert  provisions  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  compulsory  that  the  surface  water  lie 
•carried  away  from  under  and  around  the  site  of 
every  dwelling-house  and  other  building." — 
<.Vr.  Weir,") 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  said,  he  hoped  the  Honse 
would  not  accept  this  mandatory  Resolu- 
tion. It  would  mean  the  laying  upon  the 
Committee  of  very  considerable  labour. 
The  Committee  had  already  sat  for  many 
days  considering  the  Bill,  which  consoli- 
dated and  amended  a  large  number  of 
Statutes,  and  they  hoped  by  heroic  exer- 
tions to  finish  it  to-morrow.  But  the 
hon.  Member^s  proposal  would  overload 
the  measure,  and  would  lay  upon  a  Com- 
mittee which  had  already  done  a  great 
deal  of  useful  work  a  labour  which  it  could 
not  possibly  be  expected  to  discharge. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  he  did  not  at  that  moment  in- 
tend to  go  into  the  merits  of  the  point 
raised,  but  he  would  point  out  that  the 
present  Bill  was  already  extremely  heavy, 
and  to  further  weight  it  as  proposed  by 
the  introduction  of  this  large  question 
would  probably  mean  the  loss  of  it.  The 
Committee  had  expended  a  great  amount 
of  labour  on  the  Bill,  and  the  investiga- 
tion was  just  drawing  to  a  conclusion. 
He,  therefore,  on  behalf  of  the  London 
County  Council,  opposed  the  Instruction. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  said,  he  also  would  appeal  to  his 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  He 
certainly  could  not  support  the  proposal 
to  re-commit  the  Bill.  While  convinced 
of  the  necessity  for  better  drainage  in 
connection  with  London  buildings,  he 
thought  the  question  should  be  raised  in 
connection  with  a  Public  Health  Bill. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Ross-shire,  who 
was  a  Member  of  the  London  County 
Council,  had  been  on  the  alert  when  the 
Bill  was  before  that  body,  he  might  have 
been  able  to  attain  the  object  he  had  in 
view.  He  hoped  the  course  of  the  present 
Bill  would  not  be  interfered  with  bj  the 
adoption  of  the  Instruction. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
thought  that  if  the  Bill  was  at  all  over- 
loaded it  WA8  doe  to  the  introduction  of 
fresh  matters  in  Committee.  His  expe- 
rience of  31  years  in  London  admioistra- 
tioQ  told  him  that  building  Bills  were  the 
proper  place  in  which  to  deal  with  these 


matters.  He  was  aware  that  In  Lomlon 
in  the  past  there  had  been  a  great  neglect 
of  these  very  important  questions,  with 
the  result  that  manj  unhealthy  houses 
had  been  erected,  and  he  was  sorrj,  there- 
fore, the  London  County  Council  opposed 
this  Instruction. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  15  ;  Noes 
95._(Di vision  List,  No.  150.) 

Q  UE  S  TIO  NS. 


DESTITUTE    CRIMEAN  VETERANS. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  cases  of  soldiers 
who  served  in  the  Crimea  :  A.  Pinker- 
ton,  Welsh  Fusiliers  and  56th  Regiment, 
atlnkermann  and  Sebastopol^has  amedal, 
1 1  years'  service,  over  61  years  of  age, 
broken  down  and  can  do  no  work,  has 
no  pension  but  receives  a  parish  allow- 
ance ;  Benjamin  Soley,  17th  Lancers,  in 
the  Balaclava  charge  and  wounded  in 
three  places,  has  Crimean  medal  but  do 
pension,  breaks  stones  and  does  other 
odd  work  on  the  roads,  but  can  do  little, 
as  he  has  a  Russian  bullet  in  his  leg  ; 
and  whether  he  will  consider  the  neces- 
sity of  enlarging  the  sum  allowed  for 
these  cases,  so  as  to  give  immediate 
relief  to  all  who  need  it  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Baxnermajt, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  have  caused  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  these  cases.  As  regards 
their  Army  service,  the  facts  are  fairly 
stated  in  the  question,  except  that  we 
have  no  record  of  the  bullet  in  Soley 's 
leg.  Both  men  have  been  registered  for 
several  months  as  eligible,  if  destitute, 
for  special  pensions  ;  but  as  there  is  a 
large  number  of  applicants  ^o  registered 
with  claims  equally  good  and  urgent,  it 
is  impossible  to  say  when  their  turn  for 
a  pension  may  come.  The  selection 
resU  with  the  Chelsea  Commissioners. 
Soley  is  eligible  for  a  BaUclava  pension 
when  a  vacancy  occurs,  and  applied  last 
month,  but  neglected  to  reply  to  ques- 
tions put  to  him  as  to  his  private  earn- 
ings. A  considerable  additional  sum 
would  be  required  If  relief  were  given 
immediately  to  all  applicants  who  bad 
had  Crimean  or  Indian  Mutiny  service 
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and  biul  served  in  all  for  the  requisite 
period  of  10  yean. 

Mb.  hartley  :  CaoDot  the  Secre- 
tory  of  SUte  take  in  hand  the  question 
of  making  eome  permaoent  arrangemeut 
for  these  old  soldiers,  so  that  thej  shall 
he  euahied  to  get  a  living  without  the 
scandal  of  compelling  them  to  g^  into  the 
workhouse  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

It  must  be  remembered  that  the  men  re- 
ferred to  have  no  claim  to  a  pension  as  of 
light,  inasmuch  as  thej  did  not  complete 
the  necessary  period  of  service  before 
ibey  retired.  There  is,  however,  a  com- 
passionate pension  given  so  as  to  avoid 
the  scandal  mentioned  bj  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I  can  understand  a  general  system 
of  giving  a  pension  to  all  old  soldiers 
who  have  qualifie<l  up  to  a  certain 
standard  of  service  after  they  had  reached 
a  certaiu  age,  but  I  do  not  think  there 
is  the  (<«roe  necessity  for  a  large  and 
ffeneral  f>yHtem  of  relief  such  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  suggests. 

Mk.  hartley  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  Piokerton  is  com- 
pletely unfitted  for  work,  and  that  his 
only  means  of  living  is  outdoor  relief 
and  the  kindness  of  friends  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Thesie  oai»es  do  not  oome  l>efore  me,  the 
selection  of  the  recipients  resting  with 
the  Chelsea  Commissioners.  There  are 
a  great  many  things  to  be  considered,  as, 
for  example,  whether  a  man*s  condition 
is  not,  io  some  case,  attributable  to  his 
own  oouduot. 

Sib  D.  MACPARLANE  (Argyll) : 
Is  the  capital  of  the  Patriotic  Fund  still 
intact,  and  was  it  not  for  the  benefit  of 
Crimean  soldiers  that  that  fund  was 
started  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
That  is  a  fund  over  which  I  have  do 
oontroU 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  Doe^ 
this  man  satisfy  the  requirements  as  to 
the  grant  of  these  pensMDS  ?  I  have 
known  man  rejected  because,  for  instance, 
they  have  not  served  10  years. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  am  informed  by  the  ChelHca  Com- 
mnsMNieni  that  tliiv  man,  being  destitute, 
haa  been  registered  for  several  month? 
aa  eligible  for  a  peusion. 


EXAMINATIONS  FOR  TELEGRAPH 
CLERKS. 

Mu.  BUTCHER  (York) :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  will  he  ex- 
plain why,  for  the  first  time  since  the 
transfer  of  the  telegraphs  to  the  State, 
a  technical  scientific  examination  has 
recently  been  imposed  upon  telegraph 
clerks  recommended  for  promotion  to  the 
senior  class  ;  whether  any  facilities  are 
given  to  enable  the  clerks  to  acquire  the 
knowledge  necessary  for  this  examina- 
tion ;  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
uature  of  then*  duties  and  the  hours  of 
their  employment,  telegraph  clerks  are 
practicallv  precluded  from  attending 
scientific  lectures  ;  and  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Postmaster  General  to 
refuse  promotion  to  clerks  with  15  to 
22  years*  service  in  case  they  fail  to  pass 
this  newly-instituted  examination  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  ; 
The  examination  in  question  is  imposed 
in  the  interest  of  the  efficiency  of  the  Ser- 
vice. I  am  glad  to  say  that  a  large 
number  of  telegraphists  aireaily  possesa 
the  necessary  knowlotlge,  and  have 
proved  that  they  are  not  without  facili- 
ties for  acquiring  it.  The  auHwer  to  the 
third  paragraph  is  in  the  negative.  lam 
glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  many  tele- 
graphists attend  classes  estaldished  by 
themselves  or  by  the  Science  and  Art 
Department  in  various  |)arts  of  the 
country.  I  do  not  think  it  likely  that 
anj  intelligent  and  industrious  officer  is- 
likely  to  be  deprived  of  promotion  owing 
to  the  introduction  of  the  examination. 

THE  CAMPDEN  TRUST. 

Major  DARWIN  (Suffordshire„ 
Lichfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Parliamen- 
tary Charity  Commissioner  how  many  of 
the  scholars,  appointtnl  under  the  Camp* 
den  Trust  Seheme,  are  aliens,  and  how 
many  are  British  subjects  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAR  Y 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
F.  S.  Steve.V8«)N%  Suffolk,  Eye)  : 
The  Charity  Commin^ionen*,  in  answer  to^ 
an  inquiry  on  the  subject,  are  informcHl 
by  the  clerk  to  the  tnintees  of  the  Camp- 
den Charities  (1)  that  during  the  last  10 
years  9()  scholars  fmm  public  elementary 
schools  have  been  awanled  exhibitions 
maintained  out  of  the  income  of  the 
charities ;    and    (2)  that,    according   to 
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English  law,  all  such  scholars  have  been 
British  subjects. 

Maj^r  DARWIN:  Are  there  in- 
cluded as  British  subjects  children  of 
alien  parents  who  were  born  in  England  ? 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  I  can  only 
reply  that  all  those  who  have  been 
awarded  exhibitions  out  of  the  trust  are, 
according  to  English  law,  British  sub- 
jects. 

aRK AT -NORTH  OF  SCOTLAND  RAILWAY 
GOODS  RATES. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  (Elgin  and 
Nairn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the  Board 
has  now  received  information  of  the  very 
large  increase  in  the  rates  charged  by  the 
Great  North  of  Scotland  Railway  Com- 
pany on  merchandise  passing  over  their 
lines  as  compared  with  those  charged  in 
1892,  whereby  13s.  4d.  per  single  ton  is 
now  levied  on  barley,  pease,  &c.,  from 
Aberdeen  to  Elgin,  as  against  10s.  per 
single  ton  in  1892  ;  and  whereby  4s.  2d. 
per  single  ton  is  now  charged  for  barley, 
pease,  flour,  .&c.,  from  Lossiemouth  to 
Elgin,  as  against  Is.  4d.  per  single  ton 
in  1892,  being  an  increase  of  more  than 
200  per  cent. ;  whether  he  is  uware  that 
the  Lossiemouth  Harbour  has  been  suc- 
cessfully deepened  at  a  cost  of  upwards 
of  £20,000,  and  that  this  action  of  the 
Railway  Company  is  now  neutralising  the 
advantages  of  this  outlay ;  and  what 
steps  can  be  taken  by  the  Government 
to  prevent  the  trate  of  these  districts  from 
being  seriously  crippled  by  such  charges  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) : 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  received  from 
the  Great  North  of  Scotland  Railway 
Company  with  reference  to  this  question 
a  communication  which  is  too  long  to 
read  to  the  House,  but  I  shall  be  happy 
to  show  it  to  the  hon.  Member.  The 
Company  traverse  the  accuracy  of  the 
figures  given,  and  deny  that  they  are 
doing  anything  to  neutralise  the  advan- 
tages which  should  follow  from  the 
deepening  of  Lossiemouth  Harbour.  The 
best  step  that  the  Board  of  Trade  can 
take  has  been  already  taken  in  laying 
before  the  House  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Bill,  which  is  framed  to  deal  with 
rates  increased  since  1892,  and  I  earnestly 
trust  that  it  may  be  passed  into  law  thu 
Session. 

Mr.  F.  S.  Sieven$an 


THK  PROTECTION  OF  THK   SHETLAND 

FISHERIES. 

Sir  L.  LYELL  (Orkney,  Ac.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  true,  as  reported,  that  the 
Admiral  Superintendent  of  l^aval  Re- 
serves has  sent  notice  that  the 
twin  screw  first-class  ganboats  em- 
ployed as  coastguard  cruisers  will 
take  part  in  the  maocBavres  this 
year ;  whether  this  notice,  sent  out  on 
June  22,  covers  the  case  of  the  Niger 
gunboat ;  and  whether  the  Niger^  tem- 
porarily withdrawn  for  the  usual  repairs, 
will  be  returned  at  once  to  Shetland  for 
the  protection  of  the  fisheries  as  soon  as 
the  repairs  are  completed  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlbworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  two  paragraphs  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. The  Niger  is  now  in  dock  at  Leith 
for  a  few  days  ;  she  will  return  to  Shet- 
land for  the  protection  of  the  fisheries  as 
soon  as  the  repairs  are  completed. 

THE  **  COSTA  RICA  PACKET." 
Mr.  T.  CURRAN  (Kilkenny)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  largely-attended  meeting  of  the  citizens 
of  Sydney  was  held  on  Friday  under  the 
presidency  of  the  Mayor,  at  which  reeo- 
lutions  were  adopted  declaring  that  the 
compensation  demanded  from  the  Nether- 
lands Government,  in  the  case  of  the 
Costa  Rica  Packet^  was  wholly  inade- 
quate ;  that  the  losses  sustained  by  the 
owners  and  crew  constituted  an  in- 
separable part  of  the  international  injury 
perpetrated,  and  should  therefore  be  in- 
cluded in  the  claim  for  compensation  ; 
and  that  the  decision  of  the  Imperial 
Government  was  calculated  to  weaken 
the  belief  that  wherever  a  British  citizen 
might  travel  the  protection  afforded  by 
the  British  flag  was  a  perfect  safeguard  ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty *s  Government 
will  reconsider  their  decision  not  to  pat 
forward  any  claims  of  the  owners  and 
crew  in  view  of  this  emphatic  expression 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  colonists 
chiefly  conoemed  ? 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid) :  At 

the  same  time,  I  will  ask  the  hon.  Baronet 

whether  he  is  now  in  a  posttioa  to  atAte 

the  purport  of  the  latest  Deapatoh  ftom 
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to  the  claim  for  compensation  submitted 
on  behalf  of  the  captain  of  the  Costa 
Rica  Packet  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  I  have  not  seen  the  account  of 
this  meeting,  but  Her  Majestj^s  Govern- 
ment are  aware  that  strong  opinions  similar 
to  those  quoted  in  the  question  have  been 
expressed  in  the  colony.  The  last  replj 
of  the  Netherlands  Government  is  still 
under  consideration,  and  till  we  have 
decided  what  answer  is  to  be  returned  to 
it  I  cannot  add  anything  to  previous 
statements. 

BOARD  OF  IBISH  LIGHTS. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick)  :  I  bog 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  be  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  reply  to  the  Memorial  of  the 
Limerick  Harbour  Commissioners,  having 
regard  to  their  expenditure  and  interest 
in  the  lighting  of  the  River  Shannon, 
that  their  request  for  direct  representation 
on  the  proposed  Board  of  Irish  Lights 
will  be  acceded  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  Memorial  in  question 
has  been-  received  and  forwarded  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  which  is  the  Department 
more  immediately  cou'^erued  with  the 
Irish  Lights  Board.  As  I  have  already 
stated  to  the  House,  I  am  quite  aware  of 
the  desirability  of  having  a  representative 
element  introduced  on  that  Board,  and 
the  matter  is  now  under  consideration. 

GREYSTOKB  SCHOOL,  CUMBERLAND. 
Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of   Council  on 
^Education  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  great  expense  to  which  the 
managers    of     the     Greystoke    School, 
Cumberland,  will  be  placed  if  the  Educa- 
tion    Department     insist     upon     their 
particular  plan  for  the  structural  altera- 
tion of  the  schools  being  carried  out ; 
whether  the  proposed  structural  altera- 
tions suggested  by  the  managers  will  not 
be  as  effectual  whilst  tbey  are  leas  costly 
than  those  of  the  Department ;  and  whe- 
ther, under  these  oircttmttances,  he  will 
accept  the  suggestioos  of'  the  managers, 
or  come  to  some  reasonable  arrangement 
with  them  ? 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York, 
W.R.,  Rotherham)  :  The  managers  of 
this  school,  which  has  hitherto  been  con- 
ducted in  two  separate  departments  for 
boys  and  girls,  recently  proposed  to  re- 
organise it  as  a  mixed  school  under  a 
single  certificated  teacher,  making  certain 
structural  alterations  for  that  purpose. 
It  was  pointed  out  to  them  that  larger 
alterations  than  they  proposed  would  be 
necessary  if  this  plan  were  carried  out, 
and  that  the  building,  which  was 
originally  erected  for  use  as  two  separate 
schools,  could  not  be  converted  into  a 
single  school  without  serious  expense. 
It  was  suggested  to  them  that  much  of 
this  expense  might  be  saved  if  a  certifi- 
cated teacher  were  appointed  as  assistant 
mistress.  Any  further  proposals  which 
the  managers  make  will  be  carefully 
considered  with  the  view  of  coming  to 
some  reasonable  arrangement. 

CHINA  AND  JAPAN. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment will  tender  their  good  offices  of 
mediation  to  China  and  Japan,  in  order 
to  prevent  a  war  between  those  countries 
which  would  be  prejudicial  to  British 
interests  ?  I  should  like  further  to  ask 
if  it  is  a  fact  that  China  has  applied  to 
the  Government  of  Russia  to  mediate  ? 

Sir  £.  GREY  :  I  cannot  answer  the 
further  question  without  notice.  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  have  already 
addressed  communications  to  the  Go- 
vernments of  China  and  Japan  in  the 
interests  of  peace,  and  every  effort  which 
can  properly  be  made  by  us  will  be  used 
to  bring  about  a  friendly  arrangement  of 
the  differences  which  have  arisen  be- 
tween them. 

Sib  E.  as HMEAD -BARTLETT: 
Have  any  British  men-of-war  been  sent 
to  Korea  ? 

Sib  £.  GREY  :  I  cannot  say  what 
the  latest  movements  are  there,  but,  as  I 
stated  a  month  ago,  the  commander-in- 
chief  of  the  China  Squadron  was  at  the 
northern  part  of  the  station  with  a  suffi- 
cient foroe  at  his  command. 

CAVALRY  HORSES. 
Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  .for 
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War  wbetLer  the  ti  amber  of  horses 
reckoued  us  pari  of  the  effective  strength 
of  a  cavalrj  regiment  ou  a  peace  footing 
includes  anj  horses  of  such  immature 
age  as  to  preclude  their  beiqg  made  avail- 
able for  fighting  purposes ;  whether  he 
can  state  what  is  the  proportion  of  horses 
of  five  years  old  and  under  in  the  cavalry 
regiments  included  in  the  First  Army 
Corps  ;  and  whether  any  regulation  exists 
as  to  tbe  age  under  which  young  horses 
may  or  may  not  be  sent  on  active  ser- 
vice ? 

Mh.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  horse  establishment  of  a  cavalry 
regiment  includes  its  remounts,  and, 
therefore,  a  small  though  varying  num- 
ber of  four-year-old  horses,  but  none  of 
younger  age.  There  are  no  regulations 
as  to  which  young  horses  should  take  the 
field  for  active  service ;  but  the  Inspector 
General  of  Remounts  would  decide  at  the 
moment,  taking  into  account  the  nature 
of  the  country  in  which  the  regiment  was 
to  operate.  At  present  there  ate  68 
four-year-old  horses  hi  the  six  regiments 
of  the  higher  strength,  being  about  2| 
per  cent,  of  their  establishment.  About 
9  per  cent,  are  five-year-olds. 

FORRES    POLICE    ACCOUNT    AUDITOR- 
SHIP. 

Mr.  BEITH  (Inverness,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he 
has  seen  The  Forres^  Elgifiy  and  Nairn 
Gazette^  of  13th  June,  containing  report 
of  a  meeting  of  the  Town  Council  of 
the  Royal  burgh  of  Forres  ;  if  he  has 
received  the  Petition  from  the  Provost 
and  Magistrates  referred  to  in  that  re- 
port, in  which  it  is  stated  that  the  SberifT 
of  Inverness,  Elgin,  and  Nairn,  upon  his 
son,  Mr.  James  Ivory,  chartered  ac- 
countant, Edinburgh,  declining  to  accept 
tbe  office  of  auditor  of  the  police  accounts 
because  of  the  protest  of  the  Police 
Commissioners,  issued  an  interlocutor  in 
which  he  refused  to  appoint  as  auditor 
any  duly  qualified  professional  gentleman 
residing  in  the  locality,  and  nominated, 
in  room  of  his  son,  Mr.  T.  P.  Laird, 
chartered  accountant,  Edinburgh  ;  that 
the  Sheriff  justified  this  proceeding  by 
reflecting  unfavourably  upon  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Police  Commissioners  of 
Forres  and  upon  their  accounting  and 
audits  ;  is  he  aware  that  Sheriff*  Ivory 
had  made  no  mquity  or  investigation,  and 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  burgh  accounts, 

Mr.  Brookjield 


when  he  issued  his  interlocutor ;  and  if* 
in  view  of  Sheriff  Ivory  having  officially 
aspersed  the  good  name  of  the  Royal 
burgh  of  Forres,  he  will  cause  an  investi- 
gation to  be  made  into  the  past  accoimtd 
of  the  burgh,  and  will  grant  the  prayer 
of  the  said  Petition  by  calling  upon 
Sheriff  Ivory  to  state  the  grounds  of  hi» 
reflections  upon  the  good  name  of  the 
burgh,  and  will  also  take  steps  to  deter- 
mine responsibility  otherwise  than  at 
present,  as  to  the  auditing  of  municipal 
accounts  in  Scotland  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  have  seen  the  papers  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member,  which  be 
fairly  and  accurately  describes,  but  am 
not  aware  whether  Sheriff  Ivory  had 
made  inquiry  or  investigation,  or  whe- 
ther he  had  any  knowledge  of  the  burgh 
accounts  when  he  issued  his  interlocu- 
tor. The  Secretary  for  Scotland  ha«  no 
power  to  interfere  in  the  matter,  ac$  it 
now  stands,  but  in  view  of  what  ba» 
taken  place  I  will  consider  whether  the 
nomination  of  auditor  in  such  cases 
should  be  vested  in  some  authority  other 
than  the  Sherifi*. 

THE  ACCOUNTANT  GENERAL'S 
DEPARTMENT. 
Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
when  he  expects  to  receive  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Accountant 
Generars  Department ;  and  whether  the 
result  will  be  promptly  communicated  to 
those  concerned  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  Committee  appointed  to  consider  the 
normal  clerical  establishment  of  tbe 
Accountant  Cenerars  Department  are,  I 
understand,  likely  to  report  shortly. 
Their  recommendations  will  then  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Board  of  Admiralty  and 
the  Treasury.  Any  decisions  afiecting- 
the  future  of  the  staff  will  be  made 
known  to  them  as  early  as  practicable. 

THE  CLYDE  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  BIRKMYRE  (Ayr,  Ac.)  :  I  be^ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  is 
in  a  position  to  indicate  the  probable  date 
at  which  the  new  steam  cruiser  for  the 
protection  of  the  fishery  interests  in  the 
Clyde  waters  will  be  put  {upon  the 
station  ? 
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Sir  G.  TREVEL YAN  :  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  inform  the  boo.  Member 
that  the  Fishery  Board  assure  me  that 
the  new  steam  cruiser  maj  be  expected 
on  the  Clyde  by  the  end  of  this  week. 

THE  ALBION  COLLIERY. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  -  MORGAN 
(Merthyr  Tydfil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
jnent  whether  the  manuscript  of  the  Re- 
port of  Mr.  Henry  Hall,  one  of  Her 
JMajesty^s  Inspectors  of  Mines,  dated 
20th  Angust,  1893,  od  Explosions  from 
Coal  Dust  in  Mines,  or  a  copy  thereof, 
was  sent  to  or  received  by  the  Home 
Office,  or  came  to  the  knowle(^e  of  the 
Home  Office  before  being  sent  to  the 
printers  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
print  of  the  Report  was  circulated  to 
Members,  and  was  available  to  the 
public  until  the  12th  of  February  last ; 
why  such  printed  Report  was  not  re- 
ceived by  or  came  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Home  Office  until  the  26th  of  May 
last ;  whether,  when  the  Report  came  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  Home  Office,  any 
special  or  indeed  any  instructions  were 
given  to  the  Inspector  of  Mines  for 
Glamorganshire,  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Inspector  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hall 
reported  that,  of  all  the  dusts  tested,  that 
from  the  Albion  Colliery,  Glamorgan  (the 
colliery  in  which  so  many  men  lost  their 
lives  a  fortnight  since),  excelled  all 
others  in  violence  and  sensitiveness  to 
explosion,  and  this  seam  has  the  worst 
history  of  any  in  the  Kingdom,  upwards 
of  1,600  persons  having  been  killed  in  it 
by  explosions  since  1845,  and  whether, 
following  such  Report,  any  steps  were 
taken  by  the  Home  Office  or  any  of  the 
Inspectors  with  a  view  of  minimising  the 
danger  in  this  particular  colliery  ;  and 
whether  such  colliery  will  be  allowed  to 
resume  work  without  considering  Mr. 
Hairs  Report  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  There  is,  I  think, 
some  confusion  between  two  documents, 
Mr.  Hall's  annual  Report,  and  Mr. 
Hairs  Report  of  his  third  set  of  experi- 
ments, both  of  which  contain  the  same 
statement  as  to  the  dust  from  the  Albion 
Colliery.  My  hon.  Friend's  first  ques- 
tion, put  on  June  28,  referred  to  Mr. 
Hall's  annual  Report  for  last  year.  This 
Keport   was,   as   stated   by   me   in    my 
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answer,  received  from  the  printers,  and 
published  on  May  26,  1894.  His  present 
question  refers  to  Mr.  Hall's  Report  of 
his  third  set  of  experiments,  made  for  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Coal  Dust.  This 
Report  was  made  in  August,  1893,  and 
was  presented  to  Parliament  on 
February  12,  1894.  A  copy  of  this 
Report  was  sent  to  every  one  of  the  In- 
spectors, with  a  view  to  discussion  by 
them  at  their  annual  meeting,  which  was 
held  this  spring.  A  copy  was  also  sent 
to  every  person  who  had  supplied  Mr, 
Hall  with  a  sample  of  coal  dust  for 
experiment,  amongst  others  to  the  owners 
of  the  Albion  Colliery.  The  attention 
of  the  owners  of  the  Albion  Colliery 
was  thus  specially  called  to  the 
character  of  the  dust  in  their  colliery. 
The  dangerous  nature  of  this  seam  has 
long  been  known  to  the  Inspectors,  and 
they  have  taken  special  precautions  in 
view  of  it.  The  Albion  Colliery  was 
visited  four  times  during  the  past  year 
by  Mr.  Sims,  who,  in  answer  to  special 
inquiries,  was  assured  by  the  managers 
that  blasting  has  only  been  permitted  in 
the  rock  and  that  the  dust  was  well 
watered  in  cases  where  the  Mines  Act 
requires  it  at  the  time  of  shots  being 
fired  ;  also,  that,  apart  from  shot  firing, 
the  dustiest  portions  of  the  roadways 
were  watered.  After  receiving  a  copy  of 
Mr.  Hall's  Report  on  his  experiments 
the  owners  at  once  proceeded  to  adopt  a 
system  of  pipes  and  sprays  (as  is  done  in 
some  other  collieries  in  the  district)  ;  at 
the  time  of  the  explosion  about  a  mile  of 
pipes  had  been  laid,  but  sprays  had  not 
been  fixed  to  them,  and  thus  the  water- 
ing of  the  roadways  by  this  means  was 
not  yet  in  operation.  Whether  or  not 
the  explosion  was  due  to  coal  dust  is 
a  matter  now  under  investigation.  Mr. 
Hall's  Report  represents  his  individual 
opinion  founded  on  the  careful  experi- 
ments made  by  him  ;  but  he  informs  me, 
and  I  agree  with  him,  that  it  would  have 
been  premature  for  the  Home  OfiSce  to 
have  recommended  any  particular  mode 
of  dealing  with  the  danger  pending  the 
Report  of  the  Coal  Dust  Commission. 
The  matter  i^  one  upon  which  there  is 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  among 
experts.  I  expect  that  Report  will  be 
sent  in  very  shortly.  It  will  then  be  seen 
what  precautions  they  recommend,  and  it 
will  be  for  Parliament  to  give  eflTect  to 
them  by  legislation. 
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Mk.  PRITCHARD  -  MORGAN  : 
May  I  ask  why  the  sprays  were  not  laid, 
seeiii;^  that  the  Report  was  made  in 
Au>fust  last  ? 

Mil.  ASQUITH  :  That  is  a  matter  to 
be  explained  by  the  owners.  It  is  now 
under  judicial  investigation.  The  owners 
inform  me  that  immediately  they  received 
the  Report  they  at  once  began  to  lay  the 
pipes,  and  that  they  were  about  to  fix  the 
sprays  when  the  accident  occurred. 

Mr.     PRITCHARD  -  MORGAN  : 
What  steps  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   propose    to    take    in  the  matter? 
What  explosives  were  used  in  the  mine  ? 
Mr.   ASQUITH  :  It  remains   to  be 
seen  whether  there  has  been  any  viola- 
tion of   the  law  by  the  owners.      The 
question  as  to  what  explosives  were  used 
in  the  mine  is  being  investigated.  It  is,  of 
course,  essential  that  in  such  a  mine  onlv 
explosives  of  a  high  order  should  be  used. 
As  to  the  sensitiveness  of  coal   dust,  I 
should  be  glad  to  know  what  opinion  has 
been  formed  by  the  Coal  Dust  Commis- 
sion,   which  has   been  sitting   for  three 
years  and  has  taken  an  enormous  mass 
of  evidence  on  this  subject. 

MR.PRITCHARD.MORGAN :  Were 
no  special  instructions  sent  by  the  Home 
Office  to  the  Inspector  for  South  Wales 
on  receipt  of  the  Report  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No,  Sir.  It  is  not 
to  be  understood  that  special  instructions 
were  gent  by  the  Home  Office  to  the  In- 
spector  on  the  receipt  of  Mr.  Hall's  Re- 
port ;  but  the  Report  was  oomntuuioated 
at  once  to  the  owners,  aud  tbey  proceeded 
to  do  what  I  have  defcrlbed, 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydfil) : 
Whdn  ttiay  we  expect  to  have  the  Report 
of  the  Coal  Dust  Commission  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Coal  Dust  Com- 
mission that  its  Report  has  been  adopted 
and  will  be  presented  in  the  course  of 
the  present  week. 


WORKING   HOURS   IN    NAVAL    ESTAB- 

LISHMENTS. 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  :  I  beg  to  ask  thg 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  the  maxi- 
mum number  of  hours  (including  meal- 
times) worked  in  any  one  day  under  the 
arrangement  of  hours  introduced  in  the 
Naval  establishments  on  Monday  last  ; 
and  what  percentage  of  the  hours  pre- 
viously worked  the  present  weekly  re- 
duction constitutes  ? 


The  civil  LORD  ok  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) 
The  maximum  number  of  working  hours 
at  all  the  yards  is  nine  on  ^ye  days  a 
week  and  f\ye  hours  on  Saturday 
throughout  the  year,  while  the  minimum 
number  of  hours  worked  is  seven  and  a 
quarter  for  five  days  of  the  week. 
There  is  one  meal  hour  (one  and  a-balf 
hours)  each  day  excepting  Saturdays^ 
when  work  ceases  about  noon.  The  pre- 
sent weekly  reduction  of  working  hours 
is  4*63  per  cent,  less  than  those  pre- 
viously worked. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  Do  these  figures  cover 
overtime  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  :  Do  they  include 
the  meal-time  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  ;  So  that  from  the 
time  a  man  commences  till  he  finishes  it 
is  10^  hours  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  hon. 
Member  can  make  his  own  calculation. 


THE  WELSH  DISESTABLISHMENT  BILL 
Mr.  D.  THOMAS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment when  he  proposes  to  take  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Established 
Church  (Wales)  Bill  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  must  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  to  defer  this  question  until  the 
Leader  of  the  House  returns  to  hia 
place. 


THE  REPORT  OF  SEA  FISHERIES. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  and  when  it  is  intended  to  pro- 
pose legislation  in  pursuance  of  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  Sea 
Fisheries  ;  and  whether  any  communica* 
tions  have  been  opened  with  Foreign 
Governments  with  a  view  to  Inter- 
national Conventions  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
hopes  of  being  able  to  introduce  this 
Session  a  Bill  dealing  with  matters  of 
such  intricacy  as  those  referred  to  in  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee.  With 
regard  to  the  second  part  of  thequestion, 
I  am  still  engaged  in  obtaining  infonna* 
tion  with  reference  to  the  action  of 
Foreign  Powers  on  questions  connected 
with  the  subject. 
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aRANTS    TO    UNIVERSITY    COLLEGES. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  PresideDt  of  the  Committee  of 
CouQcil  on  Education  whether  the  De- 
partmental Committee  on  the  subject  of 
grants  to  University  Colleges  will  be 
likely  to  make  its  Report ;  and  whether, 
and  when,  the  latter  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
The  Committee  has  already  made  its 
Report,  and  I  have  to-day  moved  for  a 
copy  of  the  same,  and  of  the  Treasury 
Minute  thereon. 

GOVERNMENT  LAND  GRANTS  IN 
WALES. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD. MORGAN:    I 

beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  whe- 
ther he  bas  yet  had  an  opportunity  of 
perusing  the  grants  to  Sir  William 
Herbert  of  certain  lauds  in  the  counties 
of  Glamorgan  and  Monmouth  and  the 
schedules  and  particulars  appended 
thereto  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  in  all 
the  manors  granted  to  Sir  William 
Herbert  all  woods,  underwoods,  ward- 
ships, marriages,  mines,  quarries,  and 
other  royalties  are  reserved  to  the  Crown ; 
whether  copies  of  the  grants  referred  to 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ; 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  in- 
struct experts  acquainted  with  the 
country  fully  to  examine  all  grants  of 
lands  made  in  the  counties  of  Glamorgan 
and  Monmouth  with  a  view  of  giving 
information  to  Parliament  as  to  the  rights 
of  the  Crown  ;  and  whether  the  royalties 
in  the  counties  referred  to  amount  to 
about  £500,000  sterling  per  annum  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  Rig  BY,  Forfar)  :  I  have  perused  the 
documents.  The  words  of  reservation 
referred  to  in  the  question  are  contained 
in  the  description  of  certain  leases  on 
which  different  parts  of  the  property 
were  held  by  the  tenants.  There  is  no 
reservation  whatever  of  the  nature 
referred  to  in  the  question.  I  am  in- 
formed that  all  the  grants  were  in  the 
same  form,  and  no  such  reservation  was 
contained  in  any  of  them.  The  grants 
are  accessible  in  the  Public  Record 
Office,  and  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why 
they  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  I  am  told  that  such  an  examina- 
tion as  is  asked  for  would  occupy  a  large 


staff  years,  and  would  therefore  involve  a 
great  and  unnecessary  expense.  ) 

Mr.  PRITCHARD -MORGAN:  Is 

the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  certain 
it  would  be  an  unnecessary  expense  to 
examine  the  title  of  the  Crown  to  mineral 
rights  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Such  an  inquiry  as  is 
here  suggested  would  be  unnecessary. 
The  Office  of  Woods  and  Land  Revenue 
always  keeps  on  hand  copies  of  grants 
of  land  in  whicii  the  Crown  is  supposed 
to  be  interested.  To  go  back  for  cen- 
turies and  to  investigate  all  the  grants 
during  those  centuries  would  be  an 
enormous  business,  occupying  many  years. 

Mr.      PRITCHARD  -  MORGAN  : 

What  is  meant  by  the  words  "  excepting 
all  minerals,  woods,  mines,"  &c.  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  When  application  i» 
made  to  the  Crown  for  a  lease  it  is 
necessary  to  give  particulars,  in  relation, 
to  the  parcels  of  property  to  be  granted,, 
of  the  income  that  is  being  received  by^ 
the  Crown  ;  and,  of  course,  all  the  let- 
tings  have  to  be  dealt  with  separately. 
In  each  one  of  these  cases  a  particular 
piece  of  property  has  been  let  for  agri- 
cultural or  industrial  purposes  at  a 
certain  rent.  In  these  lettings  there  are 
reservations  to  the  Crown.  They  are 
perfectly  operative  as  between  the  Crown 
and  the  Crown  tenant,  but  they  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Crown  and  the 
Crown  grantee,  and* the  whole  purpose  of 
the  particulars  is  to  show  what  the 
income  of  the  Crown  is. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  :  Did 

the  mines  and  minerals  in  these  par- 
ticular manors  actually  pass  to  the 
grantee  under  the  particulars  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY:  They  passed  un- 
doubtedly, so  far  as  I  have  seen.  The 
particulars  have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
I  cannot  make  it  stronger  than  that. 

MINISTRY    OF    MINES. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  -  MORGAN  :  I 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whetiier,  having  regard  to  the 
frequent  strikes  and  locks-out  of  miners^ 
and  of  the  explosions  and  loss  of  life  con- 
tinually taking  place  in  coal  mines,  and 
to  the  doubt  which  exists  as  to  the  title 
of  the  Crown  to  various  mines  and 
minerals,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  consider  the  advisability  of 
creating  a  Department  of   Mines  ta  be 
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presided  over  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  2  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  desires  me  to  saj  that 
the  Government  have  no  intention  of 
proposing  to  create  a  Department  of 
Mines. 

Mb.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Miners*  Federation,  representing  600,000 
men,  in  conference  have  deliberately 
passed  a  resolution  declaring  that  such  a 
Department  is  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  the  men  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH:  Yes,  Sir;  I  am 
aware  of  it. 

THE     UGANDA    VOTE. 

Sib  a.  ROLLIT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  it  is 
proposed  to  take  Report  of  Supply  [1st 
June,  Uganda]  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLE Y  (who  replied)  said  : 
It  is  impossible  to  say  at  this  moment, 
but  it  will  not  be  taken  to-morrow. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sib  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  asked  what  Business 
was  to  be  taken  that  evening  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  intend  to  go 
on  with  the  Army  Estimates.  To- 
morrow we  intend  to  move  to  report 
Progress  at  11  o^clock  so  as  to  take  the 
Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accele- 
ration) Bill.  I  may  now  answer  a  ques- 
tion put  to  me  last  night  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach)  as  to  the  Amendments  to  the 
Finance  Bill.  I  understand  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt)  that  the  bulk  of  tbe  Amend- 
ments to  the  Finance  Bill  will  be  put 
down  to-night,  but  the  Government  must 
reserve  to  themselves  the  right  to  put 
down  a  few  more  at  some  later  date. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  will  take  care  that 
that  date  is  as  early  a  one  as  possible. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  May  I  point  out  to  the  Government 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  I  think,  for 
the  Opposition  to  have  a  clear  day  at 
least  in  which  to  consider  the  Amend- 
ments put  down  by  the  Government  ? 
We  not  only  desire  to  know  what  is  the 
import  of  those  Amendments, >but  we  may 
desire  to  put  down  Amendments  to  the 
Amendments.  I  hope  that,\  as  tbe 
Government  have  not  been  abldi|  as  we 

Mr.  Pritchard*  Morgan 


anticipated  they  would  be,  to  put  down 
their  Amendments  on  Wednesday,  they 
will  defer  the  consideration  of  the 
Finance  Bill  till  Tuesday.  I  think  that 
is  absolutely  necessary.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  make  to  the  proposal  that  Pro- 
gress shall  be  reported  at  1 1  o^clock  to- 
morrow night  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Parochial  Elections  Bill,  but  I  cannot 
assure  the  Government  that  it  will  be 
concluded  to-morrow  night,  and  I  should 
have  thought  it  would  have  been  more 
convenient  for  them  to  have  put  the  Bill 
down  as  the  first  Order  to-morrow  night. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  differ  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  point,  and 
I  think  the  adoption  of  the  proposal  be 
makes  would  not  be  likely  to  accelerate 
the  progress  of  the  Bill.  As  to  tbe  Go- 
vernment Amendments  to  the  Finance 
Bill,  I  understand  that  most  of 
them,  and  certainly  the  important 
ones,  will  l»e  printed  to-morrow  morning. 
There  will,  therefore,  be  ample  time  to 
consider  them.  Of  course,  the  question 
of  the  postponement  of  the  Report 
stage  is  one  for  the  decision  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  the  House. 

SiB  G.  BADEN-POWELL  asked 
whether  time  would  be  given  to  hon. 
Members  before  the  Report  stage  to  put 
down  Amendments  to  the  Government 
Amendments  if  that  were  thought  neces- 
sary ? 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  inquired  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  considered  the  practical  diffi- 
culty in  which  Members  would  be  placed 
if  they  were  not  allowed  sufficient  tinae 
to  consider  the  Government  Amendmeut« 
and  to  put  down  Amendments  to  them? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  bulk  of  the  Amendments,  in- 
cluding those  of  the  most  substantial 
importance,  will  be  handed  in  to-ni|^ht, 
so  that  Members  will  have  access  to  them 
to-morrow.  Of  course,  as  hon.  Members 
know,  the  new  clauses  are  taken  first  on 
the  Report  stage. 

Mb.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St,  Paucrms, 
£.)  asked  whether  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  (London)  Bill  would  be  proceeded 
with  this  Session  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  Honse  would  have  due  notice  of  the 
day  on  which  it  would  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  No  donbt  baforo 
any  considerable  interval  of    time    has 
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elapsed,  a  statement  will  be  made  by  the 
Lea<ler  of  the  House  as  to  the  measures 
he  proposes  to  go  on  with. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  May  I  ask 

what  business  will  be  taken  to-morrow  ? 

The    Government   have   changed    their 

viewn  as  to  the  course  of  business  80 
often  in  the  course  of  the  week  that  we 
do  not  know  where  we  are.  There  is 
nurh  inconvenience  in  these  rapid 
changes  of  policy. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  These  clianges  of 

policy,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

calU  rapid,  are  due  to  unexpected  de- 

velopmeutj*   on    the  part   of  those  who 

have  carried  on  the  Debate  on  the  Anny 

&timates-^^evelopments  which  have 
preventeil  us  getting  through  business 
which  we  thought  might  posnibly  take 
iwo  Sittings,  and  which  we  thought 
could  not  unreasonably  have  been  got 
through  in  one.  As  to  the  practical 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
we  shall  go  on  with  the  Army  Estimates 
till  they  are  concluded,  and  devote  what 
time  is  left  to  procee^ling  with  Class  II. 
in  the  order  in  which  the  Votes  stand. 

Mr.(;1  BSON  BOWLES  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider 
the  expediency  of  taking  the  Pnrochial 
Electors  Bill  to-morrow  at  half -past  10 
instead  of  11,  so  as  to  give  a  better 
chance  of  getting  it  through  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Of  i-ourse,  if  we 
took  it  at  half-past  9  that  would  give  us 
a  «^till  lietter  chance.  Considering  that 
a  large  portion  of  time  was  devoted  to 
the  Billon  Tuesday  we  think  that  another 
boar  ought  to  be  amply  sufficient  for 
disposing  of  it. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
iD  order  to  ensure  the  passage  of  the  Bill, 
would  suspend  the  Twelve  o*Clock  Rule 
to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  in- 
quired whether  it  was  intended  to  go  on 
•erioufllv  with  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  Consolidation  Bill  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
Ye«,  but  there  is  another  Bill^  and  I  want 
to  see  whether  I  can  pass  that  Bill  fir^t, 
lierause  it  would  then  be  incorporated 
with  the  Consolidation  Bill. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEK. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ARMV    K8TIMATE8,  1H94.5. 
1.  £789,600,  Clothing  Establishments 
and  Services. 

Mr.  IIANBURY  (Preston)  said,  that 
complaint  had  very  often  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  misleading  advertisements 
which  the  Secretary  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell-BannermuD)  allowed  to  appear 
in  country  and  other  newspapers.  Last 
year  he  had  to  complain  of  the  advertise- 
ments appearing  in  The  Staffordshire 
Advertiser  with  regard  to  the  food  and 
clothing  of  the  men,  and  it  was  then 
admitted  that  those  advertisements  were 
of  a  most  misleading  character.  Another 
advertisement  now  appeareil  in  that 
paper  which  was  almost  as  misleading, 
and  he  thought  a  protest  ought  to  be 
raised  against  anything  being  put  into 
local  newspapers  which  was  not  abso- 
lutely  fair,  and  which  did  not  disclose 
everything  that  ought  to  be  disclosed.  The 
advertisement  he  referred  to  was  headed 
*'  Employment  for  those  out  of  work," 
and  went  on  to  say,  •'gootl  food,  good 
clothes,  goo<l  hulgings,  and  money  to 
spend  every  day."  He  was  only  going  to 
comment  upon  one  of  those  misleading 
statements,  that,  namely,  with  regard 
to  goo*!  clothes  ;  the  others  he  must  re- 
serve for  other  Votes.  He  asked  woidd 
not  any  man  of  the  recniit  class  reading 
statements  of  this  kind  suppose  that  the 
War  Office  was  going  to  clothe  him  ?  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  all  that  hapjiened  wa^ 
that  the  recruit  got  a  free  kit.  He  got 
what  were  calletl  his  public  clothes, 
whilst  he  practically  had  to  buy  neces- 
saries for  himself.  When  he  enlisteil  he 
received  two  flannel  shirts  and  three 
pairs  of  socks.  Of  course,  in  taking 
these  articles  he  suppose<l  that  after  a 
decent  interval  he  would  get  a  fresh 
supply,  Imt  no — if  the  man  remkined  in 
the  Army  for  40  years  he  got  no  more. 
This  advertisement  would  be  called  a 
false  prospectus  if  it  were  issued  by  a 
coro(iany.  He  thought  the  Secretary 
for  War  was  fully  entitled  to  praise  for 
the  action  he  hml  taken  with  regard  to 
the  issue  of  clothing  in  other  respects. 
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As  far  as  he  was  able  to  make  out,  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  in  the  first  place 
gave  the  private  soldier  his  outfit  on  enlist- 
ment, which  was  in  itself  a  great  gain. 
Before  the  present  Regulation  came  into 
force  if  the  recruit  joined  at  any  but  one 
particular  period  of  the  year  he  received 
worn-out  clothing  which  had  been  used 
by  somebody  else.  The  fine  clothes  of 
the  soldier  were  frequently  an  induce- 
ment to  a  man  to  join  the  Army,  and 
when  such  a  man  found  that  he  had  to 
wait  for  some  months  before  he  got  his 
ordinary  kit  he  was  terribly  disgusted. 
He  (Mr.  Hanbury)  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  certainly  entitled  to 
praise  for  having  made  this  distinction. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
compensation  for  articles  not  worn  out 
by  a  given  time.  Of  course,  under  the 
old  system  there  was  no  inducement  to 
thrift  with  regard  to  clothing.  Now  if 
at  the  end  of  the  period  for  which  a  man^s 
clothes  had  to  last  the  clothes  were  in  a 
condition  to  last  for  three  months  longer 
their  value  was  put  down  to  the  man's 
benefit,  and  the  money  was  only  drawn 
out  as  new  clothes  were  required.  This 
was,  of  course,  a  great  inducement  to  sol- 
diers to  make  their  clothes  last  as  long  as 
possible,  and  it  also  had  the  indirect  efibct 
of  punishing  men  who  were  not  careful 
w  ith  their  clothes.  Then  also  men  had  been 
given  the  power  of  selling  a  certain 
portion  of  their  clothing.  On  this  point 
he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  did  not  think  the 
soldier  was  quite  fairly  treated,  because 
If  his  clothes  were  not  sold  when  they 
were  put  up  to  auction  he  was  bound  to 
sell  them  at  what  were  called  contractors' 
prices.  If  those  prices  were  anything 
like  good  prices  there  would  l>e  no  objec- 
tion to  raise,  but  he  was  afraid  that  the 
system  against  which  he  had  had  to 
protest  year  after  year  was  still  in  exist- 
ence, under  which  the  disused  clothing 
of  the  troops  was  sold  for  three  years  in 
advance,  although  some  of  it  bad  not 
even  been  made  at  the  time  of  the  sale. 
The  whole  of  this  disused  clothing  was 
put  into  one  lot  and  offered  to  certain 
contractors.  There  were  350  kinds  of 
articles  comprised  in  the  lot ;  and,  to 
show  what  an  enormous  purchase  it 
meant,  he  might  say  that  there  were 
420,00v)  pairs  of  trousers  alone  in  it.  Of 
course,  the  purchase  was  a  sheer  specula- 
tion. A  Jew  bought  these  things  not 
knowing  what  he  was  buying,  and  the 
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result  was  that  he  gave  a  ridicnloas 
price  for  them.  He  (Mr.  Hanbory)  did 
not  see  why  the  clothes  should  not  be 
put  up  to  auction  after  they  bad  been 
used  instead  of  before  some  of  them  were 
made.  One  change  that  had  been  made 
by  the  Secretary  for  War  seemed  wo 
ridiculous  that  perhaps  the  construction 
he  put  upon  the  Regulations  was  wrong. 
Under  the  old  system  a  soldier  who  wav 
discharged  had  a  set  of  clothes  given  to 
him,  whilst  now  he  was  to  have  the 
magnificent  present  of  5s.  instead.  He 
should  think  there  were  few  places  where 
a  soldier  would  be  able  to  get  a  suit 
of  clothes  for  5s.  The  non-commissioned 
officer's  suit  was  7s.  6d.,  and  the  warrant 
officer's  15s.  Recruits  had  a  great  deal 
of  extra  work  to  do  during  their  first 
year,  and  he  did  not  think  the  Govern- 
ment properly  clothed  them.  This  af- 
fected the  English  Vote ;  but  he  should 
like  to  ask  what  had  been  done  in  regard 
to  Indian  clothing.  Under  the  old  systeio 
when  a  soldier  reached  India  he  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  fancied  he  had  to  buy  the 
whole  of  the  Indian  clothing  for  himself. 
That,  of  course,  was  a  great  hardship. 
The  soldier  had  been  relieved  of  the  cost 
of  his  sea-kit,  and  he  did  not  know  why 
he  should  not  also  be  relieved  of  the  cost 
of  his  outfit  for  India.  As  to  the 
Indian  clothing  he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  was 
afraid  that  the  supply  of  cloth  clothing 
to  the  soldier  in  India  was  too  large. 
The  man  only  wore  it  a  dozen  or  20 
times  in  the  course  of  a  year.  Great 
economy  might  be  effected  in  not  issuing 
so  much  cloth  clothing  in  India.  Each 
issue  might  be  made  to  last  longer. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAK 
said,  this  subject  did  not  arise  under  the 
Vote. 

Mr.  hanbury  said,  the  clothes  he 
was  referring  to  came  out  of  the  Pimlico 
stores. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
But  not  out  of  our  Estimates. 

Mr.  hanbury  said,  the  inspectioD 
of  them  was  paid  for  under  this  Vote. 
]  It  should  be  recollected  that  one  of  bis 
j  complaints  was  that  a  great  deal  of  re- 
ceiving and  inspecting  work  was  done  at 
Pimlico  at  the  cost  of  the  War  Office  for 
other  Departments.  It  was  done  under 
a  Treasury  Minute,  which  said  the  War 
Office  was  not  to  charge  the  various 
Departments  for  the  work  so  done.  He 
did  not  know  whether  India  came  under 
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that  Minute,  but  the  Post  Office  and 
Telegraph  Departments  did,  and  the 
Irish  Constabulary,  the  Customs  House, 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Convict  Service, 
the  Prisons  Board,  the  Office  of  Works, 
and  the  Royal  Courts  of  Justice.  The 
work  was  done  for 'these  Departments 
under  the  Army  Vote  without  a  penny  of 
repayment  coming  from  them.  He  was 
rather  inclined  to  say,  in  spite  of  the 
Treasury  Minute,  that  these  War  Office 
Estimates  ought  to  be  for  War  Office 
purposes  alone.  Probably  they  spent 
<iuite  enough  on  the  Army,  but  they  did 
not  get  enough  for  their  money,  and  they 
ought  to  be  careful  that  they  did  nut 
spend  money  intended  for  the  Army 
for  the  benefit  of  other  Departments. 
There  was  another  point  he  desired  to 
deal  with.  Under  the  old  system  all  the 
clothing  for  the  Infantry  was  made  up  at 
Pimlico  in  assorted  sizes,  then  sent  down 
to  the  diffiBrent  battalions,  and  after  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  in  cutting  and 
stitching,  made  to  fit  the  man.  That  had 
always  struck  him  as  being  a  rather  ex- 
pensive process,  and,  besides  that,  the 
men  were  not  as  proud  as  of  their  dress 
as  they  would  be  if  they  were  properly 
fitted.  A  different  system  had  prevailed 
in  the  cavalry  regiments.  In  their  case 
a  certain  amount  of  cloth  was  sent  down 
and  they  made  it  up  themselves.  In 
these  days,  when  there  were  so  many 
married  women  attached  to  regiments,  he 
wondered  why  something  was  not  done 
to  find  them  employment  in  connection 
with  the  clothing  of  the  Army.  He  ob- 
jected to  centralisation  at  Pimlico,  and 
he  did  so  in  the  interests  of  these  women. 
There  was  no  such  centralised  system  in 
Germany,  the  whole  of  the  clothing  being 
done  by  the  regiments  themselves  to  be 
made  up.  He  did  not  propose  to  revert 
to  the  system  of  clothing  colonels,  but  he 
could  not  say — having  seen  a  great  many 
German  soldiers — that  our  men  were 
smarter  looking  or  better  dressed 
than  those  of  Germany,  or  that  their 
clothing  was  better  fitted  or  more  ser- 
viceable for  a  campaign.  Still,  there 
was  no  comparison  between  the  cost  of 
uniforms  in  Germany  and  England. 
According  to  the  figures  laid  before  the 
Committee,  which  had  inquired  into  the 
Estimates — and  he  should  like  to  see 
another  snch  Committee  appointed,  for 
such  a  great  deal  of  valuable  information 
had  been  gathered  at  that  inquiry  leading 


'  to  such  repeated  changes,  and  to  so  many^ 
useful  reforms,  that  the  report  was  by 
this  time  almost  obsolete — an  English 
cavalry  uniform  cost  £4  17s.  lid.  and  a 
German  £2  18s.  ;  an  English  infantry 
uniform  £3  ds.  8d.  and  a  German  £2 10s.  8d. 
The  cost  of  the  German  uniforms  was 
less  than  that  of  the  English  by  £2  and 
£1  respectively.  That,  he  thought, 
showed  that  we  were  spending  too  much 
on  dresa  at  the  present  moment.  Yester- 
day the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  had 
talked  about  the  positive  danger  there 
would  be  in  time  of  war  in  a  broad  dis- 
tinction between  the  dress  of  our  Regular 
Forces  and  Volunteers.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  used  the  argu- 
ment of  expense  in  opposition  to  the 
proposal  to  alter  the  existing  state  of 
things,  and  had  pointed  out  that  the 
Volunteers  had  refused  to  change  their 
uniform  at  the  time  that  the  territorial 
system  was  adopted.  But  that  argument 
did  not  apply  to  the  distinction  made 
between  the  uniform  of  our  officers  and 
private  soldiers.  He  was  told  that  in  the 
field  British  officers,  particularly  staff 
officers,  were  a  clear  mark  for  the  enemy 
because  their  dress,  even  down  to  that  of 
the  humblest  subaltern,  was  so  distinguish- 
able from  tlie  dress  of  the  men.  It  might, 
be  possible,  he  should  think,  to  have  some 
dress  to  distinguish  on  their  own  side  the 
officers  from  the  men,  but  not  so  dis- 
tinguishable as  a  mark  for  the  bullet  of 
the  enemy.  And  this  led  to  a  further 
question.  He  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  different  conditions 
under  which  battles  would  be  fought  in 
future,  owing  to  the  long  range  of  the 
new  rifle,  the  question  had  been 
thoroughly  gone  into  in  order  to  see 
whether  red  was  the  best  colour  for  the 
uniform  of  the  British  Army  ?  Personally, 
he  was  inclined  to  think  that  it  was,  so 
far  as  he  had  discussed  the  question  with 
people  who  had  studied  it ;  still,  he  did 
notice  that  in  the  Service  newspapers  a 
strong  impression  prevailed  that,  in  view 
of  the  long  range  of  the  present  rifle,  red 
for  the  uniforms  was  too  conspici]ous  a 
colour.  Sir  William  Butler,  for  example, 
writing  in  The  United  Service  Magazine 
only  a  few  months  ago,  spoke  strongly 
against  the  red  of  the  British  uniform, 
saying  that  it  was  so  easily  distinguish- 
able at  a  considerable  distance ;  and 
scientific  men  with  whom  he  had  dis^ 
cussed  the  subject  said  that  at  a  distance 
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it  was  not  the  best  colour,  though  it 
was  better  than  dark  blue  or  green. 
As  to  red  being  the  best  colour  for  com- 
fort considering  the  variety  of  climates 
in  which  the  British  soldier  had  to  fight, 
he  was  told  what  was  contrary  to  the 
general  opinion — namely,  that  in  cold 
weather  white  was  the  coolest  thing  one 
could  wear.  That  did  not  seem  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  hou.  Member  for  Kiug^s 
Lynn  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles),  who  sat 
beside  him  occasionally  and  was  fond  of 
wearing  white  in  summer.  His  (Mr. 
Hanbury^s)  information  was  that  dark 
clothing  was  the  coolest  in  summer.  Red 
would  appear  to  be  the  happy  mean 
between  white  and  black,  so  that  there 
was  nothing  on  the  whole  better  for  the 
British  troops  or  more  adaptable  to  the 
various  climates  in  which  they  had  to 
fight.  No  doubt  the  War  Office  had 
gone  thoroughly  into  the  subject,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  assure  the  Committee  that  red  was 
the  nearest  colour  approaching  to  invisi- 
bility at  a  long  distance  they  could  get, 
as  well  as  the  most  suitable  for  the  various 
climates  in  which  our  soldiers  had  to  live. 
Another  subject  to  which  he  wished  to 
direct  attention  was  that  of  sweating. 
The  House  of  Lords  Committee  had  re- 
ported on  the  gross  amount  of  sweating 
that  prevailed  in  making  uniforms  and 
shirts,  especially  in  Pimlico.  This  sub- 
ject needed  to  be  watched.  He  was  told 
that  the  old  system  of  sweating  was 
reviving,  especially  in  the  manufacture 
pi  soldiers'  shirts.  Ordinary  Service 
shirts  were  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  7^., 
and  it  took  a  skilled  needlewoman  eight 
or  nine  hours  to  make  it,  and  a  soldier's 
widow  could  make  six  shirts  a  week  by 
dint  of  application.  He  mentioned  this 
particular  case  because  he  had  got  evi- 
dence on  the  point.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  evil  did  exist  as  to  the  making 
of  shirts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  an  idea  that  sometimes  he 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  was  a  little  too  much 
inclined  to  find  fault  with  the  War  Office, 
but  ail  the  statements  he  made  here 
were  founded  on  the  Report  of  some 
Committee.  The  facts  were  not  capable 
of  being  denied.  The  Report  of  the  Lords 
Committee  showed  that  the  sweating  that 
went  on  in  connection  with  the  manufac- 
ture of  soldiers'  clothing  was  a  disgrace  to 
the  War  Office  itself.  He  asked  that  the 
Secretary  for  War  would  steadily  keep 
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his  eye  on  this  matter,  and  on  the 
Director  of  Contracts,  to  see  that  the 
contracts  given  out  outside  Pimlico  were 
given  on  such  fair  terms  that  those  who 
took  them  would  be  able  to  make  a 
decent  thing  out  of  them. 

Captain  BAGOT  (Westmoreland, 
Kendal)  said,  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  any  of  the  material  from  which 
soldiers'  and  non-commissioned  officers' 
shirts  were  made  was  sent  out,  under 
any  circumstances,  to  civilians,  or  whe- 
ther it  was  all  given  to  soldiers'  wives — 
or,  at  all  events,  whether  the  choice  of 
that  work  was  first  given  to  soldiers' 
wives  ?  He  asked  the  question  for  the 
reason  that  recently  he  had  heard  com- 
plaints in  connection  with  the  Home 
District  Association  for  providing  work 
for  soldiers'  wives  to  the  effect  that 
there  had  not  been  a  sufficient  amount  of 
work  obtained  from  Pimlico.  He  was 
not  aware  whether  or  not  that  was  really 
the  case. 

Mr.   WEBSTER    (St.   Pancras,   E.) 
said,  that    in    the   valuable   remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  there  was 
nothing  which  appeared  to  him  to  have 
more  weight  than  the  fact  that  at  the 
present  time  the  officers  and  men  in  Her 
Majesty's   Army   were    so   dissimiliariy 
clothed.     There  were  such  arms  of  pre- 
cision nowadays  that  officers  wearing  a 
dress   which   easily   distinguished   them 
from    the   men   could    be   easily    picked 
off  by  an  enemy's  sharp-shooters.      He 
found    when   on   a   visit    to    the   West 
Indies  two  or  three  years  ago  that  the 
soldiers  there  were  clothed  in  what  wa> 
called   a   Zouave   uniform,  whereas   the 
officers  were  dressed  in  the  uniform  of 
the  Line.     Officers  in  such  circumstaooe^ 
would  become  easy  marks  for  the  enemy's 
bullets.     Why    was    it   not   possible   to 
have  a  universal  uniform  in  the  British 
Army  —  one     in     which     men     coald 
be     sent     out     immediately    on    active 
service  ?     No    doubt    for   reviews,    and 
so    forth,    it    was     desirable     to    have 
a  red  coat ;    but  to  the  mind  of  every 
expert  in  colours,  it  was  donbtfal  whether 
red  was  the  best  uniform  for  active  eer* 
vice,   especially    in    India    and    similar 
climates.       On     looking     through    the 
Estimates  he  was  struck  by  the  fact  that 
whereas     in    1894-5    the    material    for 
clothing  cost  £212,000,  in  1893-4  it  wa» 
£286,000  or  a  larger  amount  by  £73,000. 
Bat  he  found  that  the  amount  spent  on 
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retdj-made  clothiag  iu  1894-5  was 
£446^20,  whereas  in  1893-4  it  was  only 
£388,000  or  more  by  £67,000.  He  cer- 
tainlv  thought  that  the  observations  of 
the  lion.  Member  for  Preston  ought  to 
have  some  weight.  Why  was  there  this 
decrease  in  the  amount  of  material  made 
np  at  Pimlioo  and  elsewhere,  and  why 
this  increase  in  expenditure  on  clothing 
bought  ready-made  ?  This  ready-made 
dothing  was  obtainetl  through  sub-con- 
tnctors,  and  probably  the  War  Office 
took  no  cognisance  of  the  fact  as  to 
whether  the  articles  were  manufactured 
in  England,  in  Germany,  or  elsewhere. 
Be  did  not  suppose  there  was  single 
article  marked  ^*  manufactured  in  Eng- 
land.'' He  thought  we  ought  to  adopt 
the  Prussian  system  of  dressing  all  our 
floldiers  of  the  Line  alike,  or  nearly  so. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Eppiug)  said,  the  argument  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  was  mostly  lack  of  money 
when  pressure  was  put  upon  him  to  adopt 
reforms.  If,  however,  Parliament  had 
Accepted  that  argument,  the  Army  would 
have  been  left  in  statu  quo  a  long  time 
sgo.  Our  soldiers  should  certainly  be 
allowed  a  free  kit ;  and  if  largely-increased 
expenditure  was  thus  occasioned,  the 
noney  required  should  be  saved  ou  other 
Votes.  Important  details  of  this  kind 
ought  not  to  be  neglected.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  recruit  was  hardly 
iTDated.  The  lad  had  constant  drills  and 
fatigue  duty,  and  ought  to  be  served  with 
a  fatigue  dress  of  brown  holland  or  some- 
thing of  that  sort,  such  as  they  found  in 
foreign  Iwrracks  for  such  work  as  coal 
carrying  and  fatigue  duty.  He  hoped 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  not  listen 
to  any  proposal  to  change  the  colour  of 
the  uniform.  But  the  public  and  the 
Army  would,  he  believed,  regret  any  such 
change. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  said  red  was  the 
best. 

C<iLoNBL  LOCKWOOD  said,  he  was 
aware  of  that,  but  the  hon.  Member  also 
•aid  that  he  ha«l  noticed  letters  in  various 
Service  papers  saying  that  there  ^was  a 
difference  of  opinion  on  the  subject.  In 
regnrtl  to  distinguishing  officers  by  their 
anifonn,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  disguise  the  officer  in  such  a 
way  that,  to  the  enemyV  marksmen,  he 
woald  be  undistioguishable  from  his  men. 
There  must  always  be  some  distinguish- 
ing  mark  upon  him«     If  they  stripped 


the  General  Officer  of  his  gold  lace  and 
sash,  he  would  still  have  his  cocked  hat. 
[**  No,  no  !  "]  But  something,  no  doubt, 
might  be  done  to  make  the  dress  more 
simple.  With  regard  to  the  employment 
of  soldiers*  wives  in  connection  with  the 
stores  at  Pimlico  and  elsewhere,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  those  who  were 
tnarrieil  with  leave  were  hard  put  to  it  to 
make  a  living,  but  the  straits  the  women 
were  put  to  who  were  married  without 
leave  and  the  misery  they  had  to  endure 
was  appalling,  especially  in  towns  like 
London.  But  for  the  regimental  assist- 
ance sometimes  given  out  to  them  they 
would  frequently  be  left  to  starve.  He 
should  like  to  hear  that  there  was  a 
prospect  of  more  work  l)eing  given  to 
these  women  from  Pimlioo.  Another 
thing  he  should  like  to  hear  about  was 
as  to  the  reserve  of  clothing  which  he 
spoke  of  last  year  in  connection  with  the 
Estimates.  He  believed  that  the  reserve 
of  clothing  at  Pimlico  was  totally  in- 
adequate, and  that  on  this  account  the 
Reserves,  if  called  out,  would  be  perfectly 
useless.  Furthermore,  he  questioned  the 
propriety  of  keeping  the  whole  of  the 
stores  at  Pimlico.  It  was  doubtful  whe- 
ther, in  the  case  of  rapid  mobilisation, 
the  whole  of  the  stores  could  lie  got  out 
of  the  doors  of  the  central  dep<>t  and 
despatched  to  the  variout<  colonels  with- 
out confusion  and  mistake.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether,  in  the  case  of  the 
reserve  clothing  at  Pimlioo,  it  was  pro- 
perly Ulielled  and  all  means  were  taken 
to  secure  its  immediate  delivery,  without 
mistake,  to  the  various  stations  for  which 
it  was  destine^l  ?  If  this  was  not  the 
case,  and  if  any  fault  arose,  probably 
the  whole  system  would  break  down 
at  once. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  (War- 
wick,  Stratford)  said,  he  had  been  re- 
quested to  bring  forward  the  question  of 
sweating  at  tbe  PimlicH)  Factory,  which 
had  been  touched  on  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  shook  his  head,  but  surely  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  that  there  had  been 
such  charges  made.  There  was  a  verr 
widespread  opinion  abroad  that  such 
irregularities  had  oct^urred,  and  that 
opinion  was  founded  not  upon  fancy,  but 
upon  the  Report  of  the  Lords*  Committee 
which  sat  two  years  ago,  and  unless 
something  radical  had  eince  been  done 
the  nation  was  open  to  the  grave  oliarge 
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of  settiDg  an  example  in  eweating  which 
had  been  nniversallj  condemDeil.  What 
did  the  Report  saj  ?  Here  was  a  state- 
ment from  the  Director  of  Army  Con- 
tracts— 

"  The  evidence  given  before  your  Lordships 
has  tended  to  show  that  oar  Army  contracts 
have  been  used  for  some  years  as  a  vehicle  for 
sweating,  and  that  the  whole  of  the  sweating 
business  has  been  carried  out  almost  under  the 
Drotection  of  the  War  Office." 

The  Committee  added — 

"Great  irregularities  have  occurred  in  the 
famishing  of  Government  contracts.  That  is 
open  to  no  doubt,  and  the  Committee  is  strongly 
of  opinion  that  greater  vigilance  should  be 
exercised  over  the  placing  of  contracts." 

Though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site seemed  to  dissent,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  great  irregularities  had  occurred.  If 
anything  had  lately  been  done  to  prevent 
irregularities,  he  (Mr.  Freeman-Mitford) 
apologised  for  bringing  the  matter  for- 
ward 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM an 
said,  that  his  gesture  of  dissent  only  had 
reference  to  sweating  in  the  Army 
Clothing  Establishment  at  Pimlico.  The 
accusations  of  sweating  had  reference 
not  to  the  Government  factory,  but  to 
War  Office  contracts  executed  outside. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  said, 
that  no  doubt  the  way  he  had  worded 
Lis  remarks  left  them  open  to  misconstruc- 
tion. He  was  alluding  to  what  took 
place  in  connection  with  contracts  placed 
out.  He  was  certain,  however,  from  the 
kindly  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  received  his  remarks,  that 
the  War  Office  would  not  close  its  eyes 
to  a  matter  which  the  public  thought 
reflected  very  great  discredit  upon  the 
country. 

Sir  A.  ACLAND-HOOD  (Somerset, 
Wellington)  said,  the  troops  at  Aden, 
which  formed  part  of  the  Bombay  com- 
mand, considered  it  a  great  grievance 
that  they  only  received  European  pay 
while,  owing  to  the  climate,  they  bad  to 
provide  themselves  with  tropical  clothing. 
He  had  not  been  at  Aden  now  for  two  years, 
but  when  he  was  there  this  was  a  verv 
serious  grievance. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  did  not  dispute  that  a  certain  amount 
of  sweating  had  existed  in  the  outside 
districts. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No ;  I  said  that  the  Committee  stated  that. 

Mr.  Freeman-Mitford 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it 
not  for  him  to  question  the  statement  of 
the  Committee.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  it  it  was  another  matter.  Bat 
the  fact  that  sweating  took  place  in  coa^ 
nection  with  contract-made  clothing  did 
not  prevent  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  advisers  from  increasing  the 
amount  of  such  clothing  used  in  the 
Army.  He  (Mr.  Bowles)  found  that, 
whereas  clothing  to  the  valne  of  £293,000 
was  supplied  at  Pimlico,  the  value  of 
the  ready-made  clothing  supplied  was 
£445,000.  The  latter  was  as  four  to  three. 
He  thought  the  moment  had  arrived 
when  the  whole  theory  of  Army  clothing 
ought  to  be  reconsidered.  The  clothes 
of  the  Army  were  made  upon  traditions 
inherited  from  Frederick  the  Great  and 
from  Germany,  The  bard,  stiflT,  regi- 
mental model  was  followed.  The  black 
stock,  it  was  true,  had  disappeared,  but  the 
German  theory  of  clothing,  which  began 
with  the  stiff  pasteboard  cap,  intended 
to  make  a  man  look  two  feet  more  than 
he  was,  was  still  adhered  to.  This  stiff, 
hard,  tight  clothing — this  traditional 
military  clothing — should  be  overhauled 
and  the  advice  and  experience  of  men 
who  had  served  on  the  field  should  be 
taken  as  to  the  best  and  most  useful 
uniform.  They  should  have  a  loose 
uniform.  It  had  always  been  said  that 
they  could  not  get  recruits  unless  they 
made  the  clothing  extremely  ornamental 
— in  fact,  that  they  must  clothe  the 
troops  not  for  the  enemy,  but  for  the 
servant-girl.  ["  No,  no  !"]  Yes  ;  that 
was  the  argument — unless  they  had  the 
uniform  extremelv  ornamental,  and  the 
pride  of  the  servant-girls,  who  were  the 
soldier^s  public,  and  the  only  critics 
whose  opinions  he  valued,  they  would 
not  get  recruits.  The  average  cost  of 
the  British  uniform  of  all  classes,  as  he 
worked  it  out,  «vas  £4  lOs.  7 Id.  The 
cost  of  the  Life  Guards^  clress  was 
£7  4s.,  whilst  that  of  the  West  Indian 
regiments  was  only  £2  lOs.  No  doubt 
the  Life  Guanls  ought  to  be  magnificent. 
They  were  intended  for  display — [**  No, 
no  !^*] — and  not  work.      But  so  far  as 


the  other  regiments  were  concerned,  the 
prices  for  this  ornamental  uniform  Taried 
considerably,  and  he  contended  that  for 
a  very  much  less  figure  than  they  were 
paying  now  they  could  get  sufficient 
ornamentation  and  a  very  mueh  better 
article  for  the  purposes  which  a  unifcnc 
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bad  to  serve.    His  belief  was  that  if  they 
had  the  best  unifomis  for  actual  service 
they   would  look    handsomer    than   the 
merely  ornamental  uniforms  for  parade. 
The  result  of   having   this   enormously 
ornamented  uniform  was  that  when  men 
went  on  active  service  it  had  to  be  dis- 
carded and    another    uniform    adopted. 
Why  should  they  have  one  uniform  for 
the  servant-maid  and  another    for    the 
enemy  ?      It  seemed    to   him   that  one 
uniform  ought  to  suffice,  and  it  might  be 
ornamented  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  suit- 
able for  parade  purposes,  and  even    to 
satisfy    tiie    aspirations    of  the  servant- 
maids.     That  was  the  system  that  pre- 
vailed in  the  Navy,  and  the  cost  of  the 
naval .  uniform  was  as  nothing  compared 
with  the  lowest  of  the  military  uniforms. 
One  reason  for  that  was  that  the  sailors 
made  their  own  clothes,  and  be  did  not 
see    why    the    soldiers    should    not    do 
the   same.        The    naval    uniform    cost 
about  one-third  of  the  military  uniform, 
and  with   the  extraordinary  result  that 
instead   of   having   greater  difficulty  in 
getting  recruits  for  the  Navy  there  was 
far  less  than  was  experienced  with  regard 
to  the    Army.      That  disposed   of   the 
argument  that  they  must  have  an  unduly 
ornamented   uniform    in    order    to    get 
recruits  for  the  Array.     He  believed  that 
the  advantages  and   adventures   of   the 
military  life  would  be  quite  sufficient  to 
men  to  join  the  Army  without  this  undue 
ornamentation  of  the  uniform.  He,  there- 
fore, suggested  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  appropriate  moment   had 
arrived  when  they  should  really  recon- 
sider the  whole  theory  of  military  uni- 
forms and  ask  themselves  whether  they 
could  not  adopt  a  real  working  campaign- 
iog  dress  with  a  fair  amount  of  orna- 
mentation which  would  serve  equally  for 
a  campaign  and  for  service  abroad,  and 
which    would,    at    the   same   time,    be 
adequately  ornamental  for  the  purposes 
of  the  parade-ground.     He  believed  they 
had  gone  wrong  up  to  this  time    only 
because  they  had  slavishly  followed  the 
traditions  of  Frederick  the  Great.     He 
hoped  they  would  have  the  courage  to 
depart  from  these  traditions  and  adopt  a 
dress  that  experience  in  campaigning  in 
all  parts  of  the  world  had  proved  the 
most  advantageous. 

Mr.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  said,  the  hon. 
Member    for    Preston    had    quoted    an 


advertisement  from  a  provincial  news- 
paper giving  a  highly-coloured  picture  of 
the  inducements  which  were  offered  to 
recruits  to  join  the  Army.  He  suspected 
that  the  Committee  were  not  quite  aware 
of  the  manner  in  which  these  advertise- 
ments were  offered  to  the  newspapers. 
A  considerable  sum  of  money  was  ex- 
pended upon  them  ;  but  they  were  given, 
not  to  the  newspapers  which  had  the 
largest  circulation,  but  rather  to  those 
newspapers  that  happened  to  support  the 
Government,  whatever  might  be  the 
extent  of  their  circulation.  That  might 
be  a  rough  -  and  -  rtady  method  of 
stating  the  fact,  but  it  was  the  fact 
nevertheless  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  practically,  in  smoother  and 
more  delicate  terms,  admitted  that  such 
was  the  case,  because  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion which  he  put  some  time  ago  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  that  the 
guiding  principle  was  the  amount  of  the 
circulation  of  the  newspapers,  but  that  he 
would  discover,  if  he  made  further  in- 
quiries, that  the  extent  of  the  circulation 
was  apt  to  vary  with  the  particular  Go- 
vernment in  Office.  That  meant  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  only  doing 
what  his  predecessors  had  done  before 
him.  It  could  not  be  a  right  and  proper 
system.  The  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  been  humorous, 
but  it  was  certainly  not  satisfactory,  and 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  make  an  alteration  in  that  respect 
in  the  future.  It  might  be  pro  per  to  spend 
this  money,  but  they  had  a  light  to  see 
that  full  service  was  obtained  for  the 
public  in  respect  of  the  money  which  was 
authorised  to  be  spent  on  their  behalf, 
and  if  it  was  necessary  that  these  ad- 
vertisements should  go  forth,  then  they 
ought  to  be  given,  without  respect  to 
political  colour,  to  those  newspapers  only 
which  had  the  lairgest  circulation.  He 
knew  of  a  newspaper  which  circulated 
largely  throughout  a  whole  county 
which  had  had  these  advertisements  for 
30  years,  but  which  in  the  year  1892  had 
them  taken  away  and  they  were  given  to 
another  newspaper  with  no  circulation  at 
all,  the  only  possible  reason  being  that 
the  latter  newspaper  happened  to  support 
the  politics  of  the  Goveniment  in  Office. 
Such  a  system  amounted  to  a  public 
scandal,  and  if  continued  would  lead  to 
jobbery  which  might  even  be  extended 
in  other  directions.     They  had  a  right  to 
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protest  against  such  a  system  ami  to  pre- 
vent, as  far  as  possible,  public  funds 
being  made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of  sub- 
sidising Party  organs. 

•Mr.  WOODALL  said,  that  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  advertisements  he  rather 
thought  the  force  of  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  spoken  referred 
rather  to  the  past  than  to  the  present. 
Pressure  undoubtedly  was  brought  on  a 
new  Government  on  taking  Office  to  ex- 
tend their  advertising  favours  to  papers 
which  presumably  were  neglected  by  their 
predecessors  in  Office,  but,  honestly,  he 
could  say  that,  so  far  as  his  Department 
exercised  any  influence,  they  endeavoured 
to  have  regard  to  the  primary  purpose  for 
which  the  advertusement  was  designed, 
the  paper  being  selected  which  had  the 
largest  circulation.  He  hoped  to  see  an 
agreement  come  to  between  opposite 
sides  of  the  House  to  take  this  matter 
entirely  out  of  patronage  lines,  and  deal 
with  it  on  the  common-sense  principles 
that  business -men  would  apply.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  had  read  an  ad- 
vertisement, from  a  provincial  news- 
paper, addressed  to  recruits.  It  so 
happened  that  he  read  the  same  ad- 
vertisement in  the  same  paper,  and  after 
some  of  the  censure  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  former  oc- 
casions, he  was  very  much  relieved  to 
find  that  either  with  regard  to  the 
accuracy  or  the  fairness  of  the  instance 
the  hon.  Member  had  quoted  he 
did  not  observe  anything  to  which 
exception  could  be  taken.  Good  cloth- 
ing was  promised  to  the  soldier,  and  he 
got  it,  including,  in  the  first  instance,  a 
complete  outfit  of  socks  and  under- 
clothing, but  there  were  obvious  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  providing  a  con- 
tinuous public  supply  of  clothing  of  that 
kind.  It  was  gratifying  to  find  that 
the  new  system  of  furnishing  the  soldier 
with  clothing  which  was  to  be  his  own 
property  had  been  a  success.  He  was 
rather  astonished  to  find  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  speaking  in  favour  of 
the  old  system  of  making  up  clothing 
regimentally.  That  system  had  been 
found  to  work  so  badly  that  it  was,  with 
general  consent,  abandoned.  A  good  deal 
had  been  said  about  sweating,  and  refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  certain  passages 
in  the  Report  of  the  Committee  which 
charged  sweating  in  the  factories  of 
certain  contractors. 

.Hr.  Bromley' Davenport 


Mr.  HANBURY  (interposing)  said, 
that  not  only  was  it  alleged  in  the  case 
of  certain  contractors,  but  it  was  also 
said  to  have  occurred  at  Pimlico.  This 
appeared  in  the  evidence  before  the 
Committee  on  Sweating.  There  were 
cross-allegations,  in  one  case  that  the 
wages  paid  by  the  out-contractors  were 
higher  than  those  paid  at  the  factory, 
and  in  another  case  that  the  wages  paid 
at  the  factory  were  higher  than  tboise 
paid  by  the  outside  sweaters.  The  Com- 
mittee in  their  Report  referred  to  the  case 
of  a  man  who  took  a  contract  for  great- 
coats at  a  low  rate,  and  when  he  was 
spoken  to  about  it  by  the  Director  of 
Contracts  he  said  that  the  wages  he  paid 
were  double  those  paid  to  women  em- 
ployed at  the  Government  factory  in 
shirtmaking,  and  that  was  the  conclusion 
of  the  Committee. 

•Mr.  WOODALL  remarked  that  it  was 
rather  curious  to  note  how  vague  a  term 
"sweating"  was.  He  found  it  applied  by 
a  number  of  people  to  anything  in  the 
nature  of  economy  of  production,  to  sub- 
division of  labour,  and  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  improved  methods  of  manufacture. 
What  the  Government  had  to  look 
to  was  that  their  people  in  their 
factories  worked  under  wholesome 
sanitary  conditions,  earned  fair  wages, 
were  happy  and  contended  in  their  em- 
ployment, and  so  far  as  the  Govemnient 
could  judge  by  constant  inspection  and 
constant  inquiry  into  the  circumstaDce^ 
they  felt  that  the  term  "sweating,"  as  it 
was  properly  applied,  was  wholly  in- 
applicable to  any  department  in  their 
employment.  In  fact,  nothing  could  be 
more  gratifying  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  himself  than  for  Members  of  this 
House  to  pay  a  visit  to  the  factory  at 
Pimlico,  where  they  won  Id  see  the  pro- 
vision which  had  been  made  for  the  con- 
venience and  comfort  and  everything 
that  could  contribute  to  the  healthy  con- 
ditions of  employment.  In  fact,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  nothing  whatever 
was  lacking  that  could  reasonably  be 
expected  from  the  good  employer. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  :  Are  the 
sanitary  arrangements  good  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  had  certainly  beard 
no  complaints  to  the  contrary.  The 
electric  lighting  had  been  extended ;  the 
hours  were  48  a  week  ;  there  had  been  an 
increase  in  the  minimum  wages  ;  and  he 
tliought  the  Government  had  got  a  fairly 
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satisfied  «iid   happy  number   of   work* 
people   in   their    service.     He    had    no 
doabt  at  ail  that  in  times  past  there  had 
been  some  justification  for  the  statement 
that  work  giren  out  to  contractors  had 
been  executed    under    conditions    rery 
different  from  those  which  now  applied. 
Whatever  might  have  been  the  case  in 
the   past  he  ventured  to  think  that  no 
isacb  charge  lay  against  them  at  the  pre- 
sent   time.      Work     was     only     given 
out     to     those    contractors    who    were 
able    to    execute     it     under     the    1)est 
system      of     factory     inspection,      anil 
those     factories     in     which    the     work 
was    done    were    inspected    from    time 
to    time,   as    occasion    arose,  under  the 
direction  of   the   Director  of   Contracts, 
who  reported   that  these  factories  com- 
pared very  favourably  indeed  with  the 
Government    factories.       A    ease     wa:» 
alluded  to  only  a  few  months  ago  with  re- 
gard to  sweating,  which  seemed  to  come 
home  to  one  of  their  contractors.     He 
had   that  charge  very  carefully  investi- 
gated.    The  allegation  as  far  as  it  went 
was  true,  but  only  true  in  that  it  was 
fairly  brought  home   to   the   contractor 
who  was  occasionally  employed  by  the 
Government^    but    it   was    conclusively 
eeiablished   that  the  sweating  in   ques- 
tion,   which    consisted    of    giving    out 
wt»rk   to   be  done  in  unsanitary  homes, 
was     not     practised     upon    any    work- 
people doing  work  for  the  Government. 
Some   hon.  Members  seemed  to  appre- 
hend that  under  the  term  manufactured 
articles  of  clothing  or  **  ready  made,*'  the 
Govemmcut   would  be  able   to   acquire 
clothing  made  under  unfavourable  con- 
ditions.    If  hon.  Members  would  turn  to 
page   51    of  the   Estimates  before  them 
they     would    see     how     various     were 
the     articles     included     in      the     term 
**  ready    made.*'      Of    these,  boots  and 
ahoes     were     in     the     largest      quan- 
tities, and  means  were  taken  to  ensure 
in     regard     to    other    equipments    the 
best  possible  conditions   for  the  work- 
fnen  engaged.     As  to  obtaining  any  sup- 
plies  from   foreign  countries,  ho  might 
eUiim  credit  for  the  present  Government 
for  having  done  something  to  encourage 
boine  manufactures.     In  certain  classes 
of  silk  articles   it  was  reported  to   the 
Government  up  to   a  very  recent   date 
chat  their  requirements  oould  be  met  only 
by  German  manufactures.     He  brought 
the  mattar  under  the  notice  of  the  Silk 


Association,   with  the  result   that   they 
were  satisfactorily  supplying  what  was 
required,  although,  be  was  sorry  to  say, 
at  a  considerably  higher  price  than  was 
formerly  paid.      Something    had    been 
said    in    regard    to    shirt-making.      In 
answer  to  a  question   which  was  put  to 
him  some  time  ago  on  this  matter,  he 
made  a  statement  which  he  would  now 
repeat.      Various  charitable    benevolent 
associations  or  societies  had  l>een  formed 
in    London    and   Devouport    and   other 
parts   of   the   country    who   had  endea- 
voured    to     find      work     for     soldiers' 
wives    and    widows.      They    had  made 
strong     appeals     from    time     to     time 
to  have  work  of  this  kind  furnished  to 
them.     The  Goverimient  had  responded 
to  these  appeals  ;  they  had  supplied  these 
materials  cut  out  in  the  proper  form,  and 
they    had   paid    40   per  cent,   to   these 
lienevolent    agencies    higher    than    the 
market     prices     at     which     the     work 
could    be    done,   and  he    believed     the 
workers    so    employed    had    been    able 
to  earn  quite  as  large  a  wage  as,  at  any 
rate,  their  skill  entitled  them  to  receive. 
The  Government  had  8atisfie<l  themselves 
that  this  partirular  kind  of  provision  had 
enabled  money  to  circulate  among  a  class 
of  people  who  were  very  necessitous  and 
who  had  claims  upon  the  State. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  :  Where  are 
these  benevolent  agencies  ?  Are  they  in 
London  or  the  Provinces  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  they  were 
located  in  London,  Devouport,  and,  he 
believed,  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
especially  where  soldiers  were  to  be 
found.  As  he  had  said,  the  work  had 
been  fairly  done,  although  not  cheaply 
done,  but  it  had  found  employment  which 
had  assisted  in  the  maintenamx)  of 
very  decent  people.  He  hoped  that  his 
hon.  Friends  who  had  asked  them  to  show 
greater  diligence  in  the  placing  of  con- 
tracts would  be  satisfied  with  the  ex- 
planation that  he  had  given.  He  could 
assure  them  that  from  the  mome  it  the 
Report  of  the  Sweating  Committee  had 
been  brought  under  tlie  consideration  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  greatest  care 
had  been  exercised,  not  merely  in  the 
placing  of  these  contracts,  but  in  carrying 
out  the  system  of  inspection  after  the 
contract  had  been  made.  If  complaint 
had  reached  the  Government  at  any  time 
it  had  immediately  been  followed  by  a 
surprise  inspection,  and   penalties  were 
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enforced  against  any  contractor  to  whom 
in  any  way  could  be  traced  any  violation 
of  the  conditions  of  the  contract.  Refer- 
ence hail  been  made  to  the  importance  of 
providing  suitable  clothing  for  those  in 
hot  climates.  That  was  rather  a  matter 
for  the  Indian  Government.  There  had 
been  a  good  deal  said  as  to  the  suitability 
of  the  colour  and  design  of  soldiers* 
clothing.  Upon  that  matter  he  had  no 
doubt^that  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  hon.  Members  who  had  given 
consideration  to  this  subject  would  re- 
ceive every  consideration  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  advising  him.  As  to  the 
question  of  providing  a  requisite  reserve 
of  clothing,  he  could  assure  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  this  was  a  matter  which  was 
receiving  the  most  careful  consideration. 
Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  (War- 
wick, Stratford)  said,  everyone  would  re- 
cognise the  courteous  manner  in  which  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  had 
given  his  reply,  but  still  he  ventured  to 
say  that  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  altogether  satisfactory.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  drawn  a  picture  of 
the  Department  at  Pimlico  being  under 
the  paternal  care  of  the  War  Office, 
watched  over  by  able  officers,  periodi- 
cally inspected,  and  in  every  way  excellent 
in  its  sanitary  arrangements.  But  that 
did  not  at  all  tally  with  the  investigations 
of  the  Committee  which  sat  to  consider 
this  very  matter  in  1892.  Mr.  Ramsey, 
the  Director  of  the  Clothing  Department, 
when  asked  before  that  Committee 
whose  business  it  was  to  see  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Factory  Act  were  observed 
at  Pimlico,  replied — 

"  I  do  not  know  that  we  consider  it  any- 
bofiy's  business  to  see  whether  it  is  complied 
with." 

And   Mr.   de   Quincey,  another  official, 

said — 

"  At  present  no  one  is  responsible  for  the  dis- 
charge of  that  duty/' 

That  left  the  matter  in  a  very  unsatis- 
factory condition  unless  some  substantial 
action  had  been  taken  in  the  meantime 
by  the  War  Office  to  see  that  the  require- 
ments of  the  Factory  Act  were  complied 
with  at  Pimlico.  The  Financial  Secre- 
tary had  said  that  the  War  Office  were 
giving  out  the  making  of  the  Army 
shirts  to  soldiers*  wives,  and  were  paying 
40  per  cent,  more  than  the  current  prices 
for  the  work.     But  what  could  a  poor 

Mr.  Woodall 


soldier^s  wife  earn  by  making  shirts, 
tolling  night  and  day  ?  The  fVest- 
tiUnster  Gazette^  in  a  recent  article, 
stated  that  to  make  an  ordinary  Service 
shirt  it  took  a  skilled  needlewoman  eight 
or  nine  hours  ;  and  that  as  she  was  paid 
only  7^.  for  each  shirt,  as  she  had  to 
pay  a  halfpenny  for  machining  the  front 
of  the  shirt,  and  hatl  to  provide  her  own 
needles  and  cotton,  she  earned  by  working 
long  hours  and  six  days  a  week  the 
starvation  wage  of  3s.  per  week.  Were 
they,  he  asked,  at  the  end  of  the  19th 
century  to  listen  to  Hood's  "Song  of 
the  Shirt,*^  sung  under  the  auspices  of  the 
English  War  Office  ? 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  (Guildford,  Surrey) 
said,  his  hon.  Friend,  who  had  drawn  a 
picture  of  the  soldier's  wife  at  shirt- 
making  with  such  oratorical  skill  as  to 
win  the  sympathy  of  everybody,  was 
hardly  aware  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  work  was  given  out.  But  he 
should  not  have  interfered  between  his 
hon.  Friend  and  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office  on  the  question  were  it 
not  that  the  late  Mr.  Stanhope  was,  as 
Secretary  for  War  in  the  late  Conserva- 
tive Government,  responsible  for  the  large 
amount  of  shirt-making  that  was  now  done 
by  soldiers'  wives.  Hon.  Members  who 
made  attacks  on  the  way  those  contracts 
were  given  out  could  not  be  aware  of  the 
enormous  difficulty  of  dealing  with  the 
question  so  that  justice  might  be  done 
between  the  country  and  those  who 
carried  out  the  contracts.  The  House  of 
Commons  had  decided  that  the  wages  to 
be  paid  in  Government  contracts  were 
the  wages  current  in  the  district,  and 
surely  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the 
Secretary  for  War  had  more  than  carried 
out  his  obligation  to  the  House  by  pay- 
ing 40  per  oent.  more  than  the  prices  at 
which  he  could  get  the  shirt-maktng 
otherwise  done.  The  question  of  sweat- 
ing had  occupied  a  great  deal  of  the  time 
of  the  War  Office  under  the  late  Grovem- 
ment ;  and  he  would  give  the  Committee 
his  experience  on  that  question  with 
regard  to  two  classes  of  clothing  supplied 
by  contimct.  One  class  was  ^e  civilian 
suits  given  to  soldiers  on  being  dis- 
charged. There  could  not  be  a  better 
made  suit;  it  was  precisely  the  same 
class  of  suit  which  would  be  teen  on  a 
man'mrvmdt  in  any  establishment  in  the 
mornittg^  Itnd  which  cost  from  £2  lOs.  to 
£4  lOs.    Yet  contractors  were  actually 
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elbowing  each  other  at  the  doors  of  the 
War  Office  to  get  the  contract  for  those 
suits  at  12s.  6d.  to  Ids.  each.  Those 
were  the  prices  current  iu  the  district  for 
that  class  of  work,  hut  the  War  Office 
took  the  course,  which  had  heen  upheld 
by  the  present  Government,  of  forcing 
every  contractor  to  publish  in  his  factory 
the  price  he  was  going  to  pay  for  the 
making  of  the  suits  ;  and  by  that  means 
they  ran  up  the  price  of  the  suit 
by  a  little  over  Is.,  hut  they  more  I  ban 
doubled  what  the  workman  got  for 
making  it.  The  other  class  of  clothing 
was  the  great-coat  which  invalid  soldiers 
were  required  to  get  and  pay  for.  Those 
coats  were  supplied  to  the  War  Office  at 
13s.  6d.  each.  He  bought  one,  and 
showed  it  to  tw  Hilo*^  whom  he  usually 
employed,  ana  v^ked  them  what  they 
would  make  licm  such  a  coat  for.  One 
said  £3  10s.  and  the  other  £4  os.,  and 
be  had  not  the  slightest  belief  that  they 
intended  to  cheat  him.  It  was  an  excel- 
leut  coat.  He  walked  down  Bond  Street  on 
one  occasion  wearing  it  to  prove  it  was  a 
coat  that  any  gentleman  might  wear  ; 
and  the  lady  who  walked  with  him  did 
not  detect  any  difference  between  it  and 
the  ordinary  great-coat  of  the  fashion. 
In  the  case  of  that  article  of  clothing  also 
the  War  Office  under  the  late  Govern- 
ment forced  the  contractor  to  put  up  in 
his  factory  the  exact  price  he  was  going 
to  pay  the  workman  for  making  the  coat. 
But  he  did  not  believe  that  those  prices 
would  satisfy  Members  of  the  House, 
though  they  were  much  in  excess  of  the 
wages  ordinarily  paid  ;  and  he  mentioned 
the  circumstances  in  order  to  point  out 
how  extraordinarily  difficult  it  was  to 
stop  sweating  when  there  were  thousands 
of  persons  willing  to  undertake  the  work 
at  very  low  terms.  If  the  present  Secre- 
tary for  War  saw  his  way  to  giving  the 
soldiers'  wives  better  terms  for  the 
making  of  shirts  he  should  be  very  glad  ; 
but  he  knew  that  under  the  late  Govern- 
ment the  great  anxiety  was  to  get  the 
work  at  the  old  terms,  and  when  the 
War  Office  took  the  work  away  from  the 
contractors  and  gave  it  to  the  soldiers' 
wives  they  were  told  they  had  done  a 
thing  that  was  very  popular.  With 
regard  to  Pimlico,  he  should  say  he 
thought  there  was  reason  for  congratula- 
tion in  the  fact  that  so  little  com- 
plaint was  heard  nowadays  about  the 
factory.     He  was  sure  that  if  his  hon. 


Friends  would  only  inspect  the  factory 
themselves  they  would  find  it  very  satis- 
factorv  and  that  work  was  carried  on 
there  under  admirable  conditions.  The 
Financial  Secretary,  in  answering  a 
question  in  reference  to  the  stock  of 
Army  clothing  in  reserve,  was  only  able 
to  give  a  sort  of  general  assurance  that 
the  stock  would  be  increased.  The 
matter  was,  he  thought,  very  important. 
Seeing  the  great  number  which  the 
Army  Reserve  had  now  reached,  it  must 
be  obvious  that  it  was  necessary  to  keep 
a  larger  stock  of  suits  of  clothes  in 
reserve  in  case  of  war  than  had  hereto- 
fore been  the  case,  and  he  would  like 
to  know  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hoped  to  be  able  to  do  that  without 
having  asked  for  any  increase  of  the 
Vote  for  that  particular  purpose  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  wages 
of  soldiers'  wives,  I  think  we  must  bear 
in  mind  that,  although  paid  at  possibly  a 
much  higher  rate  than  is  common  in  the 
trade,  the  soldier's  wife  is  often  a  very 
inexpert  person  at  the  machine,  and 
therefore  cannot  earn  so  much  as  an 
expert  person  would.  But  we  cannot 
help  that.  We  cannot  be  expected  to 
pay  such  a  rate  for  the  work  done  as  that 
an  inexpert  woman  would  earn  as  much 
as  an  expert  woman. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  :  The 
woman  I  alluded  to  was  an  expert  woman, 
and  one  who  could  use  a  machine. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
As  regards  the  general  question,  the  hon. 
Member  quoted  from  the  evidence  given 
before  a  Committee  in  1892.  But  the 
Nonconformist  conscience  and  other  con- 
sciences have  since  been  aroused — the 
universal  conscience  has  been  aroused  ; 
we  have  changed  all  our  manners  and 
methods  ;  the  House  of  Commons  itself 
has  taken  a  new  line  in  the  matter,  and 
hon.  Members  may  depend  upon  it 
that  the  direction  of  the  House 
in  the  matter  of  wages  will  be 
most  earnestly  enforced  by  any  Govern- 
ment which  may  be  in  the  War  Office. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  War- 
wickshire if,  as  the  result  of  his  raising 
this  matter  evidence,  is  produced  to  show- 
that  what  he  has  described  is  now  going 
on,  and  if  he  furnishes  me  with  it  I  will 
have  a  speedy  inquiry,  and,  what  is 
more,  a  speedy  remedy  applied.  I  may 
add    that    the    time     of    several    high 
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officials  iu  the  War  Office  is  considerably 
taken  up  trying  to  investigate  cases  of 
the  kind  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
brought  before  us.  Witli  regard  to  the 
reserve  of  clothing,  I  have  to  say  that 
we  are  trying  to  put  it  on  a  business 
basis.  The  principle  that  has  been 
Approved  of  by  my  military  advisers  and 
myself  is  that  we  should  maintain 
clothing  for  an  Army  Reserve  of  35,000 
men,  and  that  the  Militia  should  possess 
such  clothing  at  their  dep<>ts  as  would 
enable  them  to  come  out  when  called 
upon.  There  may  be  a  little  delay  ;  but 
it  will  not  be  long,  I  hope,  before  those 
results  are  achieved.  I  pass  to  the 
question  of  the  colour  of  the  uniform  of 
the  Armv,  which  has  been  so  often  dis- 
cussed  before.  The  invisibility  of  the 
colour  of  the  uniform  depends  on  the 
natural  characteristics  of  the  country  iu 
which  the  Army  is  operating  ;  but  how- 
ever that  may  be,  an<l  though  we  may 
be  obliged  to  send  uniforms  of  a  certain 
colour  with  men  going  to  serve  in  certain 
climes,  I  believe  the  British  nation  will 
stand  by  the  old  "  thin  red  line  " — by  the 
old  red  colour  which  has  so  often  been 
illustrated  in  the  operations  of  war. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lynn  Regis  re- 
ferred to  the  nature  of  the  Army 
clothing — its  tightness  and  its  slackness. 
Does  the  hon.  Member  imagine  that  I  or 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Financial  Secretary 
l&y  down  what  the  uniforms  of  the 
Army  shall  be  ?  Why,  the  men  who 
determine  the  changes,  or  who  resist 
changes  in  the  uniform  of  the 
Ajrmy,  are  men  who  have  had  the 
largest  experience  in  actual  warfare ; 
and,  therefore,  no  higher  authority  on  the 
subject  could  be  obtained.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Macclesfield,  who,  after  dis- 
•charging  his  dart,  has  gone  away — and 
I  do  not  wonder  at  it,  considering  the 
heat^-called  my  attention  to  the  system 
under  which  the  War  Office  and  other 
Departmental  advertisements  are  inserted 
in  the  newspapers.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  in  this  matter  the  Government 
should  not  be  actuated  bj  such  a 
wretched  consideration  as  political  feel- 
ing. I  cannot  help  admiring  the  virtuous 
sentiments  which,  no  doubt,  everyone 
shares.  There  was  a  Debate  on  this 
question  a  year  or  two  ago,  and  the 
House  declared  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
stereotyped  list  of  newspapers  maintained 
at  headquarters,  and  that  politics  should 

3^»  Campbell' Bannerman 


have  nothing  to  do  with  the  distribottoo 
of  advertisements.  We  all  agreed  to 
that,  and  everybody  was  satisfied.  Bat 
when  we  came  into  Office  we  looked  at 
the  newspapers  which  had  been  placed 
on  this  stereotyped  list,  and  I  will  con- 
fide to  the  Committee  the  fact  that  there 
was  a  most  extraordinary  absence  from 
it  of  all  those  Liberal  newspapers  which 
one  would  naturally  think  ought  to  find 
a  place  on  it. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  permit  me  to  say  that 
in  selecting  the  newspapers  we  went  on 
the  principle  of  the  largest  circuhition. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No  doubt  that  was  the  principle,  but  it  is 
a  significant  fact  that  the  papers  which 
had  the  largest  circulation  were  always 
papers  which  gave  support  to  the  late 
Government.  That  was  the  state  of 
things  we  found  when  we  came  into 
Office,  and  we  were  obliged  in  common 
decency  to  insert  here  and  there  in  the 
list  a  newspaper  which  was  not  of  the 
same  political  complexion  as  the  news- 
papers selected  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity)  :  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
subject  of  sweating,  on  which  I  had 
some  little  personal  experient^e  lately, 
not  that  I  doubt  the  benevolent  inten- 
tions of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
in  the  matter,  but  because  I  think  it  de» 
sirable  to  clear  up  what  is  the  precise 
meaning  of  the  Resolution  the  House  ci 
Commons  passed  on  the  subject,  and 
what  the  Government  must  be  prepared 
to  do  if  they  intend  to  carry  it  out.  If 
you  are  only  going  to  pay  for  the  making 
of  Army  clothing — whether  suits  or 
great  coats,  or  shirts — the  current  rate 
of  w^ages  for  the  same  kind  of  labour,  I 
have  no  hesitation  whatever  in  saying 
that  the  Government  will  be<^>me 
sweaters,  and  will  employ  and  continue 
to  employ,  people  at  starvation  wages. 
I  say  that  because  the  result  of  the  great 
competition,  particularly  amongst  women, 
for  work  of  this  kind,  is  that  the  ctirrent 
rate  of  wages  is  undoubtedly  a  wage  on 
which  it  is  impossible  for  a  human  being 
to  live.  As  I  understand  the  determina- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons,  it  is  this 
— that  all  those  persons  working  for  the 
Government,  and  therefore  for  the  com- 
munity itself,  should  be  paid,  not  the 
current  rate  of  wages,  but   that  thaj 
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should  be  paid — to  use  a  handy  phrase, 
now  in  vogue — "a  living  wage."  If,  in 
shirt-making  for  the  Army,  an  expert 
workwoman,  working  eight  hours  a  day 
six  days  a  week,  can  earn  only  Ss.  a 
week,  then  undoubtedly  tlie  Government 
for  whom  those  shirts  are  made  at  such 
a  price  is  guilty  of  the  economic  offence 
of  sweating ;  and  if  you  mean  to  carry 
out  in  its  spirit  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  you  must  make  up 
your  mind  to  pay  not  the  current  rate  of 
wages  for  the  making  of  the  articles  you 
are  having  made  for  our  soldiers,  but  a 
sam  very  considerably  in  advance  of  the 
current  wages.  On  the  subject  of  the 
wages  in  the  dockyards,  which  was 
discussed  here  not  long  since,  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Geu- 
tleman  the  Secretary  for  War, 
speaking  for  the  Government,  to  repu- 
diate the  idea  that  the  Government  of 
the  country  ought  ever  to  take  advantage 
of  the  low  rate  to  which  competition  had 
forced  down  the  wages  of  labour  in  the 
open  market,  in  order  to  have* Govern- 
ment work  done  at  that  reduced  rate  ; 
and,  further,  that  a  fair  wage  should  in 
all  cases  be  paid  by  the  Government  for 
all  work  done  in  the  service  of  the  Go- 
vernment. If  to  that  principle  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intends  to  adhere  I  can 
assure  him  that  he  has  my  most  cordial 
support.  I  know  there  are  great  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  acting  universally  on 
this  principle  in  all  the  Government 
Departments.  It  is  not  many  years  ago 
since  it  was  thought  desirable  to  get  all  the 
articles  required  in  the  service  of  the 
Government  at  the  cheapest  rate  which 
the  competition  in  the  market  would 
allow,  and  it  is  not  possible  that  a 
system  of  that  kind  could  be  changed  in 
a  day.  But  I  hope  I  am  justified  in 
saying  that  the  principle  I  have  described 
is  the  principle  to  which  the  present 
Government  intend  to  adhere,  which  to  a 
certain  extent  was  carried  out  by  the  late 
Government,  and  which  I  hope  all  future 
Governments  will  beobliged  to  continue — 
namely,  the  principle  of  paying  those 
who  work  for  the  community  a  fair  living 
wage. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider 
the  propriety  of  paying  a  special  wage  to 
soldiers'  wives  when  employed  as  needle- 
women.   It  appeared  to  him  that  what 

VOL.  XXVL    [fourth  series.] 


they  were  now  receiving  was  a  starvation 
wage. 

•Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  said,  he  wished  to 
congratulate  his  right  hon.  Friend  on  the 
efforts  he  had  made  to  get  the  clothing 
from  home  manufacturers  instead  of 
abroad,  in  which  he  was  following  in  the 
footsteps  of  his  predecessor,  the  late 
Mr.  Eidward  Stanhope.  But  he  found 
that  up  to  the  31st  of  March,  1893-4, 
silk  braid  and  cloth  to  the  value 
of  £477  was  obtained  from  abroad. 
He  granted  that  was  not  a  very  large 
amount,  and  he  admitted  that  the  War 
Office  had  set  a  good  example  to  the 
Admiralty ;  but  in  the  current  year  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  do  a  good  deal  more  for  the 
encouragement  of  home  manufactures, 
and  that  he  would  obtain  his  silk  braid 
and  cloth  from  England  instead  of  a  foreign 
country,  and  that  this  item  of  £477 
would  not  appear  in  the  Ketnrn  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  3l8t  of  March  next. 
Another  matter  he  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  was  this — namely,  what  steps 
were  being  taken  to  see  that  the  Resolu- 
tion passed  by  the  House  of  Commons 
in  1891  was  carried  it  out  ?  The  Return 
of  contracts  with  foreigners  only  applied 
to  contracts  with  persons  outside  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  no  steps  were 
taken  by  the  War  Department  to  secure 
that  the  articles  which  the  Government 
ordered  should  be  made  at  home  and  not 
abroad.  It  was  no  use  printing  on 
specifications  the  Resolution  of  the  House 
of  Commons  of  1891 — which  was  called 
the  Fair  Contract  Resolution  and  was 
designed  more  especially  to  meet  the 
evil  of  sweating — unless  steps  were 
taken  to  ensure  that  the  articles  con- 
tracted for  should  be  made  in  the  home 
factories  and  under  the  operation  of  the 
Fa3tory  Laws  and  the  wholesome  agency 
of  the  Trades  Unions  and  not  abroad. 
Unless  steps  were  taken  to  ensure  that 
the  contracts  placed  with  home  manu- 
facturers and  home  merchants  should 
be  made  in  this  country,  he  submitted 
that  the  Resolution  of  1891  was 
practically  a  farce.  He  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  in  the  specification  for  tenders 
for  Government  work,  especially  for 
clothing,  the  manufacturers  were  required 
to  set  up  the  rates  of  wages  which  they 
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pay  and  the  hours  of  labour  ?  There 
was  DO  difficulty  m  that,  as  it  was  done 
in  the  County  Uouncil  contracts,  and  he 
held  such  a  specification  in  his  hand, 
which  he  would  be  glad  to  place  in 
the  hands  of  his  hon.  Friend.  On 
this  each  contractor  was  required  to  set 
out  in  alphabetical  or  other  order  the 
names  of  the  several  trades  he  would 
employ  in  or  abont  the  execution  of  the 
contract,  the  rates  of  wages  paid,  and 
the  hours  of  labour  for  all  work  done 
within  a  radius  of  20  miles  of  Charing 
Cross.  In  two  other  columns  the  con- 
tractor had  to  set  out  the  work  done  else- 
where, and  this  enabled  the  Committee 
before  whom  the  tenders  came  to  judge 
whether  the  price  paid  for  wages  was 
such  as  was  in  the  spirit  of  the  House 
of  Commons  Resolution,  which  had 
been  practically  adopted  by  the  London 
County  Council,  and  what  difference 
there  was  if  the  work  was  done  outside 
a  radius  of  20  miles  of  Charing  Cross. 
He  did  not  mean  to  suggest  that  the 
War  Office  should  adopt  the  radius  of  20 
miles  from  Charing  Cross,  but  he  would 
suggest  the  extieme  desirability  of  re- 
quiring this  information  to  be  furnished 
upon  the  tenders  to  enable  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  officials  working 
under  his  Department  to  judge  whether 
the  articles  would  be  made  at  home  at 
fair  rates  or  made  abroad.  If  that  in- 
formation was  in  the  possession  of  his 
hon.  Friend  such  evils  as  had  been  re- 
ferred to  in  the  case  of  shirt-making  could 
not  possibly  occur.  He  only  raised  these 
points  for  the  consideration  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  who  he  was  sure  would  give 
them  his  best  attention,  but  he  would  again 
direct  his  notice  more  particularly  to  the 
fact  that  nearly  £500  worth  of  foreign 
silk  braid  and  cloth  was  obtained  last  year 
from  contractors  outside  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  express  an  earnest  hope 
that  no  such  item  might  appear  in  the 
Return  ending  the  dlst  March,  1894-95. 
Colonel  GUNTER  (York,  W.R., 
Barkstone  Ash)  aske^  for  some  infor- 
mation regarding  the  clothing  of  cavalry 
regiments.  Within  a  very  short  period — 
within  a  year  or  so— the  clothing  of  the 
Hussars  bad  been  taken  away  from  the 
regimental  clothing  shops,  and  he  wished 
to  know  the  reason  for  that.  He  knew 
what  ought  to  be  the  reason,  and  probably 
he  should  be  told  that  it  was  so— namely. 

Colonel  Howard  Vincent 


because  tbe  work  could  not  be  done  when 
the  regiment  was  out  on  service.  The 
question  he  really  wished  to  ask  was 
this,  did  the  officers  commanding  Che 
regiment  approve  of  the  change  ?  The 
great  complaint  in  cavalry  regiments 
was  the  want  of  employment,  and  em- 
ployment in  the  tailors*  shop  was  very 
considerable.  If  the  men  who  were 
tailors  could  obtain  employment  in  these 
shops  it  kept  them  steadily  at  work. 
Again,  when  the  regiment  was  on  service 
the  tailors  were  of  immense  value  to 
make  up  things  and  in  the  repairing  of 
various  articles,  and  his  object  in  rising 
was  to  know  whether  the  commanding 
officers  approved  of  the  change  ? 

Sib  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  Item  H  in  this  Vote  represented 
a  large  sum  of  money,  nearly  x500,000, 
as  the  value  of  certain  clothing  in  stock, 
and  he  wished  to  ask,  in  regard  to  thi^ 
very  large  quantity  of  stock  in  haod. 
whether  there  were  now  any  satis- 
factory arrangements  made  for  periodical 
stock-taking  ?  He  presumed  that  tfae«c 
stores  were  drawn  upon  for  various  pur- 
poses, and  consequently  there  would  be 
a  large  remainder  of  which  account 
should  periodically  be  taken.  His  ex- 
periences in  the  Committee  upstairs  led 
him  to  suppose  that  not  long  ago  the 
arrangements  for  stock-taking  in  the 
Army  Clothing  Department  were  very 
defective,  and  one  remarkable  in- 
stance came  to  their  notice  of  losses 
of  stores  ;  not  very  large,  but  still  losses 
owing  to  the  defective  stock-taking.  Not 
long  ago  he  understood  that  the  stock- 
taking was  every  three  years,  but  be  was 
under  the  impression  that  now,  by  a  new 
arrangement,  it  was  annually.  When  be 
mentioned  that  to  some  of  his  colleagues 
upstairs  they  threw  doubt  upon  it,  and 
seemed  to  consider  there  had  been  no  im- 
provement made.  He  was  not  sure  be 
ought  to  ask  this  question  without  notioe, 
but  possibly  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, or 
his  deputy  beside  him,  might  have  the 
ready  information  on  the  tips  of  their 
well-informed  tongues,  and  might  ac- 
quaint the  Committee  how  the  matter 
stood 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  a  few  remarks  on  the  subject  of 
sweating.  Within  his  own  knowtedge^ 
four  or  five  years  ago  a  good  deal  of  the 
work  was  actuallv  done  in  the   Freooh 
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military  prisons.  There  was  no  doubt 
about  it,  because  it  was  brought  before 
him,  aud    he    brought    it    before     the 


to  bd  inserted  in  all  contracts  was 
properly  carried  out.  Another  point  he 
wished  to  raise  was  that  of  inspection  by 


aathorities.  That  was  about  five  years  i  the  ordinary  Home  OfRce  Inspectors, 
ago,  and  Mr.  Stanhope  was  perfectly  '  He  did  not  say  that  the  explosion  at 
unaware  of  what  was  going  on,  and  the  I  Waltham  Abbey  would  have  been  pre- 
hon.  Member  for  Gruildford  (Mr.  Brod-  j  vented  if  there  had  been  such  an  in- 
rjck)  was  unaware  of  it,  and  it  was  just  |  spection,  but  at  all  events  they  would 
possible  that  it  was  even  going  on  now.  i  do    their  best  to   have    these   factories 


There  were  two  military  prisons  on  the 
north  coast  of  France,  and  the  con- 
victs there  executed  the  order  that  had 
been  given  on  contract  by  the  English 
Government  for  helmets.  He  found 
this  out  by  accident,  and  got  it  stopped  ; 


inspected  and  perhaps  prevent  these 
accidents  from  occurring.  He  could 
not  see  why  Government  factories 
should  not  be  placed  under  pre- 
cisely similar  inspection  to  private 
factories.     He  believed  that  no  Govern- 


but  when  they  were  found  out  and  brought  men  t  Inspector  visited  the  Pimlico 
forward,  it  was  no  use  to  treat  the  matter  factory  or  any  Government  factory, 
with  a  waive  of  the  hand,  as  though  it  No  doubt  the  War  Office  had  its  own 
was  impossible  for  it  to  happen  under  any  Inspector  to  look  after  these  matters, 
Government.  He  did  not  say  these  i  but  that  did  not  meet  the  case  ;  what 
things  were  being  done  now,  as  he  had  !  they  wanted  was  someone  to  see  that  the 
Qo  evidence  on  the  question  brought  Government  factories  were  carried  on 
before  him  since,  but  he  called  attention  with  the  same  regard  for  the  health, 
to  this  subject,  because  unless  it  safety,  aud  protection  of  the  workmen  as 
was  put  in  the  contract  where  the  '  was  enforced  in  all  private  factories, 
goods  were  to  be  manufactured  there  Then,  with  regard  to  Pimlico,  it  was  not 
was  no  doubt  that  the  contractors  would    sufficient  to  say  the   wages  were  about 


get  the  work  done  in  places  where  it  was 
never  intended  it  should  be  done  when 
the  contract  was  given  out.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Brod- 
rick)  talked  about   the   current  rate  of 


the  same  as  those  paid  by  private  firms, 
because  the  question  with  regard  to 
Pimlico  was  a  peculiar  one.  He  would 
not  go  into  the  question  as  to  the  desir- 
ability of  keeping  the  factory  at  Pimlico 


wages  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentle-  at  all.  The  factory  itself  was  built  upon 
man  was  correct,  because  the  history  of  i  land  that  was  extremely  valuable,  and 
a  good  deal  of  the  Army  clothing  had  (  was  about  the  very  worst  site  that  could 
been  that  it  had  been  given  out  to  the  be  chosen  for  it.  He  ventured  to  say 
cheapest  market.  A  good  deal  of  it  was  that,  standing  where  it  did,  the  site 
given  to  Limerick,  because  that  was  a  i  would  run  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
cheap  market,  and  then  it  was  withdrawn    pounds,  and,  as  far  as  the  War  Depart" 


and  given  to  the  East  End  of  London, 
because  that  wa?  a  still  cheaper  market. 
He  hoped  that  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cambridge  Uni- 
versity (Sir  J.  Gorst)  would  be  carried 
out.  He  said  that  the  Government  ought 
to  set  a  good  example  as  a  model  em- 
ployer of  labour,  and  should  not  be 
satisfied  with  work  done  at  sweating 
prices.  They  had  not  yet  had  an  answer 
to  the  question  put  by  his  hon.  Friend 
behind  him  as  to  who  was  responsible  for 
seeing  that  the  Resolution  was  carried 
out  with  respect  to  these  contracts.  At 
the  time  of  the  Lords'  Committee,  Mr. 
^epean  admitted  there  was  no  one  re- 
sponsible, that  there  was  no  one  under 
him  tc^  see  that  the  clause  which  the 
House  of  Commons  Resolution  required 


ment  was  concerned,  it  was  about  the 
worst  place  in  which  a  factory  could  be 
erected.  The  result  was  that  the  work- 
people had  to  live  away  from  their  work  ; 
they  had  either  to  pay  excessively  high 
rents  in  consequence  of  living  in  the 
neighbourhood,  or  else  they  had  to  live  at 
a  great  distance  from  their  work.  There- 
fore, though  the  wages  might  be  reason- 
able, considerable  deductions  had  to  be 
made  on  account  of  the  excessive  rents 
that  had  to  be  paid  for  house  accommo- 
dation. 

•Mr.  WOODALL  said  that,  with  re- 
gard  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  inspection  of  Govern- 
ment factories,  he  could  assure  him  that 
the  Government  factories  were  subject 
to  the  Factory  Acts  just  as  private  un- 
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dertakings  were  ;  and  though  it  might  be 
that  the  Home  Office  did  not  recognise 
the  obligation  to  make  the  inspection  as 
rigid  and  as  constant  as  in  the  case  of 
private  factories,  the  responsibility  rested 
with  that  Department.  The  War  Office 
interposed  no  difficulty,  and  every  sug- 
gestion made  by  those  charged  with  the 
administration  of  the  Factory  Acts  re- 
ceived the  most  respectful  and  deferential 
attention.  He  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
(Sir  J.  Gorst)  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons* Resolution  dealt  not  merely  with 
the  current  rate  of  wages,  but  with  the 
question  of  sweating,  with  the  practice  of 
sub-letting  work  contracted  for,  and  in 
placing  contracts  the  Government  must 
have  regard  to  all  these  points.  The 
Director  of  Contracts  was  responsible 
for  seeing  that  the  Resolution  was 
carried  out,  and  he  had  a  staff  who  in- 
vestigated the  subject  of  every  com- 
plaint and  saw  that  justice  was  done. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  shirt- 
making,  they  knew  that  people  em- 
ployed under  proper  conditions  in  the 
factory  could  make  a  shirt  at  a  given 
price  and  earn  good  wages.  An  appeal 
had  been  made  to  them  to  distribute  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  the  work  among  people 
who  execute  it  in  their  own  homes.  They 
paid  a  higher  price  for  this  being  done  by 
way  of  a  meritorious  charity,  and  therefore 
it  was  very  hard  to  have  it  thrown  in 
their  teeth  that  their  work  was  done 
under  conditions  that  enabled  people  to 
earn  only  the  small  wages  that  had  been 
quoted.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
women  who  did  this  work  did  not  devote 
their  whole  time  to  it.  They  did  it  at 
their  convenience  and  in  the  intervals  be- 
tween their  ordinary  domestic  duties. 
But  he  would  go  very  carefully  into  the 
matter  and  would  consider  everything 
that  had  been  said  with  regard  to  the  re- 
-proach  of  having  the  work  done  under 
conditions  that  did  not  yield  fair  wages 
to  the  workers.  At  the  same  time,  he 
believed  they  were  paying  prices  which 
under  the  ordinary  commercial  conditions 
of  doing  this  kind  of  work  were  proved 
•to  be  adequate  for  the  service  done.  With 
regard  to  the  cost  of  uniforms,  of  course 
it  varied,  but  if  they  took  the  average 
and  compared  it  with  the  cost  to  their 
continental  competitors  it  could  not  be 
«aid  that  they  were  extravagant. 

Mr.  Woodall 


Colonel  GUNTER  said,  that  was 
not  the  question  he  asked;  his  question 
was  whether  the  officers  commanding 
approved  of  the  removal  of  the  military 
tailoring  shops  from  the  regiments,  where 
they  formed  an  excellent  employment  for 
many  soldiers  in  the  regiment. 

•Mb.  WOODALL  said,  he  was  not 
quite  sure ;  all  they  knew  was  that  the 
responsible  Minister  took  the  view  that 
the  change  was  an  improvement.  They 
were  satisfied  that  under  the  old  system 
it  had  been  shown  conclusively  there 
were  opportunities  for  fraud  for  which 
the  soldier  very  often  suffered,  and  that 
it  was  very  difficult  of  identification  and 
control.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man knew  that  although  the  clothes  were 
made  up 'in  certain  sizes,  every  regiment 
had  its  tailor,  so  that  any  suit  that  re- 
quired it  could  be  adjusted.  The  hoo. 
Baronet  asked  him  some  questions  as  to 
the  stock-taking,  and  he  would  tell  him 
that  it  had  been  found  that  the  stock- 
keeping  at  provincial  dep6ts  had  been 
done  under  circumstanceb  that  had  not 
been  satisfactory,  and  under  it  there 
had  been  losses.  But  a  system  had  been 
devised  and  approved  of,  and  was  now 
being  brought  into  operation,  by  which  a 
certain  number  of  officers,  specially 
selected  for  their  fitness,  were  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  visiting  the  depdts  from 
time  to  time  and  testing  the  stocks,  so 
that  they  were  not  dependent  now 
upon  mere  stock-taking  and  examination. 
It  had  been  found  that  the  stock-taking 
at  provincial  dep6ts  had  been  done  under 
circumstances  which  were  not  satisfac- 
tory ;  but  a  system  had  been  devised 
and  approved  of,  and  was  now  being 
brought  into  operation,  by  which  a  cer- 
tain number  of  specially  selected  officers 
would  be  employed  for  the  purpose  of 
visiting  the  depots  from  time  to  time. 
He  had  heard  the  old  story  which  bis 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  had 
revived  with  regard  to  contracts  and 
prison-made  goods  a  good  many  times> 
and  he  could  only  assure  his  hon.  Frieod 
that  he  had  very  carefully  inquired  into 
the  matter  and  had  ascertained  that,  what- 
ever might  have  occurred  in  bygone  days 
nothing  of  the  kind  was  possible  under 
the  present  system. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  But  I  stated  the 
whole  of  the  facts  op  to  only  fiTe  jmn 
ago. 
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Mr.  WOODALL  :  As  I  have  said,  I  |  wa«  a  fair  rate  of  wage  to  be  paid  for 
have  made  everj  possible  ioquirjr,  and  I  <  work  done  for  them.  If  thej  would  be 
repeat  that  the  non.  Member  may,  at  bold  enough  to  take  up  the  same  attitude 
may  rate,  be  perfectly  sure  that  whatever  Id  regard  to  women^s  wage^  in  the  fac- 
done  under  the  old    system  of  in-    tories  as  they  had  taken  in  regard  to  the 


vpeotion,  nothing  of  the  kind  is  possible  meu*8  hours,  they  would  receive  and 
mider  the  present  system.  I  ^ink  I  '  deserve  their  thanks  and  congratulations. 
have  now  answered  all  questions,  and  '  The  House  of  Commons  did  not  wish 
chat  we  ought  now  to  be  alloived  to  take  .  that  the  work  doled  out  from  Goveru- 
the  Vote.  meut  factories  should  be  regulated  by  the 

•CoLoxKL  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I  prices  in  the  district  round  about.  He 
•boald  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  hoped  that  one  issue  of  the  Debate  would 
man  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  colours  be  to  obtain  some  advance  in  the  direc- 
of  the  British  regiments  are  obtained  in  tiou  of  a  fair  wage.  If  so,  some  good 
loreigu  countries  ?  ,  work  would  have  been  done. 

•Mb,  WOODALL  :  I  should  like  to  '  Mr.  BROMLEY  -  DAVENPORT 
answer  this  question  upon  the  Vote  for  said,  he  understood  from  the  Financial 
Warlike  Stores.  I  may  say,  however,  Secretary  that  he  would  see  that  adver- 
thml  it  is  perfectly  true  that  the  silk  tisements  were  given  to  those  newspapers 
eoiployed  in  making  the  colours  is  some-  '  which  had  the  largest  circulation  and 
txmea  of  foreign  manufacture,  but  the  *  that  there  would  be  some  understanding 
coat  of  the  material  is  insignificant  when  to  that  effect,  so  that  whichever  Party 
compared  with  the  embroidery  and  other  was  in  power  a  distribution  of  advertise- 
work  expended  on  it.  With  regard  to  ments  would  be  made  u[)on  the  ))asis  of 
che  braid  and  silk  dressing,  I  think  I  circulation  only,  and  without  regard  to 
nay  say  that  the  arrangements  now  made  the  faet  as  to  whether  the  papers  selocteil 
have  rendered  the  system  of  purchase  did  or  did  not  support  the  Government 
more  satisfactory  than  hitherto.  of  the  day.    He  hoped  that  this  arrange- 

CoLONEL  KENYON-SLANEY  meut  would  be  carried  out  in  the  Pro- 
(Shropahire,  Newport)  said,  he  noticed  vinces  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
that  there  was  a  certain  measure  of  con-  Provincial  Press  was  largely  Liberal  and 
^tatalation  going  on  between  the  two  would  in  any  circumstances  prolmbly 
Front  Benches.  They  had  heard  a  good  obtain  the  benefit  of  the  giving  of 
deal  about  the  excellence  of  the  materials  advertisements  on  non-politiml  lines. 
served  out  to  the  soldiers.  He  must  say  On  the  other  hand,  he  could  give  instances 
be  thought  little  of  the  suits  served  out  in  which  certain  uowspajiers  of  small 
to  the  soldiers  on  leaving  barracks,  and  circulation  were  preferred  to  Couhcrva- 
anlesa  there  had  been  some  marvellous  tive  papers,  and  he  was  desirous  that  the 
ehange  in  the  material  and  manufacture  War  Office  should  see  that  this  injustice 
he  did  not  think  that  any  self-respecting    was  remedied. 

soldier  would  ever  accept  one  of  thcni  Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERM AN 
aoleas,  upon  going  out  of  barracks  for  said,  the  principle  which  the  War  Office 
ihe  last  time,  he  wanted  to  look  like  a  had  triod  to  follow  was  to  pstabli-^h  a 
convict.  He  very  much  doubtetl  whe<  list  of  uewspa]>ers  depending  not  u|)on 
ther  the  soldiers  ought  to  be  aske<l  to  {lolitics,  but  upon  circulation.  That 
wear  these  suits.  The  soldier  who  put  principle  was  acted  upon  by  the  last 
a  great -ooat  over  one  of  the  suits  would.  Liberal  Government;  but  when  the 
at  all  events,  exhibit  a  considerable  change  of  Government  took  place,  it  was 
amount  of  discretion.  The  right  hon.  discovered  that  by  some  extraordl- 
Gentleman  opposite  had  received  and  ,  nary  means  a  larger  selection  of 
deserved  a  oertain  amount  of  cre<lit  for  papers  had  t)een  made  in  the  cou- 
tho  experiments  which,  under  his  pro-  stitneucies  which  supported  the  (^overu- 
sideocy,  bad  been  adopted  at  the  larger  '  ment  which  had  been  hist  in  power. 
factories  and  workshops  oonnected  with  '  That  fact  rendered  him  very  doubtful 
tho  Army.  If  the  Government  had  had  .  whether  under  any  Government  thov 
the  eoorage  to  initiate  shorter  hours,  '  would  find  that  rigid  impartiality  which 
snrelj  they  might  have  the  courage  to  ,  they  all  of  them  desiretl  to  see.  He 
makean  experiment  in  laying  down  what  '  could  assure  the  hon.   Member  that  he 
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would,  at  all  events,  see  that  no  news- 
paper was  in  the  future  added  to  the  list 
without  sufficient  justification. 

Mr.  BROMLEY  -  DAVENPORT 
said,  he  was  afraid  he  must  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  him  some  more 
satisfactory  assurance  than  that  which 
he  had  just  made.  Nothing  would  be 
satisfactory  short  of  an  actual  arrange- 
ment that  should  be  arrived  at  with  re- 
gard to  the  placing  of  papers  on  the 
advertising  list.  The  present  system 
under  which  advertisements  were  given 
out  amounted  to  a  public  scandal. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
was  understood  to  say  that  in  view  of 
the  applications  made  by  the  Conserva- 
tive papers  hon.  Members  should  be 
modest  in  their  demands. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  for  seven 
years — from  1880  to  1887 — the  Party  to 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong  had 
had  no  chance  of  revising  the  list  of 
newspapers  to  which  advertisements 
were  given,  i»s  the  arrangements  were 
made  early  in  the  year.  They  had 
always  gone  upon  the  principle  of  giving 
advertisements  co  the  newspapers  with 
the  largest  circulations.  There  was  a 
consensus  of  opinion  that  the  papers 
selected  were  the  best,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
the  Secretary  for  War  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  make  any  change.  He 
hoped  that  whatever  was  done  the 
system  would  not  be  adopted  of  spread- 
ing the  advertisements  over  two  papers 
in  the  same  district,  because  that  was  a 
wasteful  plan,  inasmuch  as  in  any  given 
district  one  paper  was  usually  much 
superior  to  the  other. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hanley  had  told  them  that  the  matter 
would  be  put  right,  but  neither  he  nor  the 
Secretary  for  War  had  any  power  over  it. 
The  distribution  of  advertisements  rested 
entirely  with  the  Patronage  Secretary,  and 
was  managed  solely  as  a  Party  matter.  The 
House  must  have  been  under  a  complete 
delusion  on  this  point  up  to  the  present 
time,  and  he  thought  all  would  agree  that 
this  system  of  dealing  with  advertise- 
ment sought  at  once  to  be  put  an  end  to. 

The  chairman  :  That  does  not 
ari^e  on  this  Vote. 

Mr.  HANBURY  admitted  that  it  only 
arose  indirectly,  but  the  fact  remained 
that  a  large  number  of   advertisements 

Mr.  Campbell' Bannerman 


were    issued    in     connection    with    the 
Clothing  Vote. 

The  chairman  :    That   may   be» 
but  the  cost  does  not  fall  on  this  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £1,807,000,     Warlike    and     other 
Stores  :  Supply  and  Repair. 

Captain  BOWLES  (Middlesex,  En- 
field) said,  he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  a  matter  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Ordnance  Factory  at  En- 
field, which  had  created  a  great  deal  of 
interest  among  his  constituents.  The 
men  at  the  factory  had  for  a  long  time 
been  working  short  time,  and  they 
were  put  on  short  hours  on  the 
understanding  that  certain  of  their 
fellow-workmen  should  not  be  dismissed. 
Of  course,  that  was  only  intended  to  be 
a  temporary  arrangement.  The  men 
had  willingly  worked  shorter  hours  in 
order  that  others  might  not  lo0e  their 
employment ;  but  18  months  had  elapsed 
since  the  arrangement  was  made,  and  be 
thought  the  time  had  arrived  when  some 
announcement  of  increased  work  for  the 
factory  should  be  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Surelv  the  men  would  not  bare 
been  put  on  short  time  unless  there  wma 
a  likelihood  of  an  increase  of  work  for 
the  factory.  Another  question  he  bad 
to  allude  to  was  the  recent  issue  of  an 
order  which  prevented  the  employes 
making  known  their  grievances  otherwise 
than  through  their  superior  officers. 
The  men  felt  this  restriction  to  be  uo- 
necessarily  severe,  as  it  prevented  them 
communicating  with  either  their  superior 
ofiicers  or  others  who  interested  them- 
selves in  iheir  welfare.  Personally,  ho 
felt  certain  that  the  recent  order  had  beeo 
misrepresented.  However  that  might 
be,  men  in  private  employ  had  a  perfeei 
right  to  meet  aud  discuss  their  grievancesv 
and  he  thought  the  Government  did  not 
desire  to  place  itrelf  in  a  higher  or  better 
position  than  such  employers.  He 
wished  also  to  touch  upon  a  matter  oon- 
necteil  with  the  neighbouring  factory  of 
Walt  ham.  He  had  received  an  immense 
number  of  letters  as  to  the  inadequacy  of 
the  payment  made  to  the  widows  and 
other  relatives  of  the  men  killed  io  tho 
explosions  which  had  unfortoiiatelj 
occurred  there,  and  he  hoped  that  sotne- 
thing  would  be  done  by  the  War  Ofileo 
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to  help  these  poor  people.  There  was 
a  Treasury  Warrant  laying  down  the 
exact  terms  upon  which  payments  were 
to  be  made  to  these  people,  but  it  was 
within  the  power  of  the  War  Office  itself 
to  recommend  the  Treasury  to  increase 
the  allowances.  He  was  aware  that  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  Treasury  for 
money  was  like  attempting  to  draw 
blood  from  a  stone,  but  he  did  hope  that 
the  War  Office  would  act  as  he  had  sug- 
gested in  view  of  the  unfairness  which 
these  sufferers  had  had  dealt  out  to 
them. 


'mingham  as  to  the  price  at  which  rifles 
could  be  manufactured,  and  it  had  beeu. 
asserted  that  rifles  returned  as  mai^u* 
factured  at  Birmingham  were  not  made 
there,  and  this  led  to  inquiry.  The 
Report  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  pointed  out  that  the  year's  pro- 
duction voucher  under  the  head  of  ^'Iron 
Projectiles^'  gave  a  value  of  £56,198 
odd,  and  under  the  head  ^'  Steel  Projec-. 
tiles"  £99,705,  or  a  total  of  £155,903. 
But  if  £14,851  were  transferred  from  the 
sum  for  iron  projectiles  to  that  for  steel 
it  was  obvious   that  the  transfer  would 


The    chairman  :    This    question    tend   to  cheapen  the  cost  of   the  steel 
should  be  discussed  on  Vote  16.  j  articles  at  the  expense  of  those  made  of 

Captain     BOWLES    said,     he,     of  ;  iron.    Some  buch  transaction,  he  believed, 


course,  bowed  to  the  Chairman's  ruling. 
He  had  mentioned  the  matter  under  the 
impression  that,  as  the  Vote  for  the 
Small  Arms  Factories  was  taken  with- 
out any  discussion,  the  subject  could  be 
dealt  with  on  the  present  Vote.  One 
other  point  on  which  he  had  to  ask  for 
information  was  as  to  why  Colonel 
M^Clintock,  the  superintendent  of  the 
factory,  had  retired  from  his  post.  It 
might  be  said  that  it  was  a  voluntary 
act  on  his  part,  but  the  feeling  in  the 
locality  was  that  the  resignation  had  been 
sent  in  under  the  pressure  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  next  came  to  the  Report  of 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General, 
several  items  in  which  had  proved  very 
puzzling  to   the  public.     It  set  forth  it 


had  taken  place,  and  he  hoped  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
would  be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory  ex- 
planation. Was  it  the  fact  that  the 
articles  made  at  Woolwich  cost  more 
than  they  ought  to,  and  that  the  trans- 
ference was  arranged  in  order  to  make  it 
appear  to  the  general  public  that  they 
were  produced  at  the  same  or  lower 
rates  than  they  would  be  by  private 
manufacturers  ?  These  were  questions 
of  vital  interest  to  the  Ordnance  Fac- 
tories, and  on  all  the  points  he  had 
raised  he  hoped  he  would  get  satisfactory 
explanations.  At  the  present  time  there 
was  an  immense  amount  of  machinery 
lying  idle  at  Enfield,  and  that  being  so 
he  did  not  think  the  work  turned  out 


was    anticipated    that   the   stock-taking    at   the   factory  ought  to  be  surcharged 
made  on  the  31st  March,  1892,  would    with  a  capital  sum  in  respect  of  the  idle 


have    produced    a   satisfactory   starting 
point  for  future  transactions  at  the  Royal 


machinery,  as    such   a    process    unduly 
swelled  the  price  of  the  rifles  manufactured. 


Gun   Factory  at  Woolwich,  but  it  had    It  was  only  natural  he  should  wish  to 


since  been  found  that  in  the  ease  of  the 
finished  articles  issued  during  1892-93 
numerous  discrepancies  had  been  dis> 
covered,  and  investigation  had  failed  to 
show  how  the  discrepancies  in  stock  had 
arisen.  In  order  to  balance  the  account 
an  addition  had  been  made  to  the  number 


see  the  rifles  made  by  his  constitueotA 
proved  to  be  the  cheapest  possible  in 
point  of  cost  of  manufacture  as  compared 
with  the  produce  of  other  factories,  and 
though  he  did  not  wish  to  unduly  press 
the  matter  of  the  divergence  of  price,  he 
did   think    that   if   comparisons  of  costs. 


of  articles,  while  the  total  cost  of  pro-    were  to  continue  to  be  made  public,  Eu-< 
duction   remained   unchanged,  and    thus    field  should  have  every  advantage  allow- 
the   average   price    had    l>een    reduced.  I  able  with  fairness  and  justice. 
Further  than  that,  the  effect  had  been  \    *Mr.  WOODALL  said,  he  thought  that 


that  while  for  articles  supplied  in  one 
year  to  one  portion  of  the  Service  a 
certain  price  was  paid,  a  higher  price 
hail  to  be  paid  for  similar  articles  sup- 
plied in  another  year  to  another  portion  of 
the  Service.  There  had  l)een  a  keen 
controversy   between    Enfield    and   Bir- 


the  hou .  and  gallant  Member  would  admit 
that  the  men  employed  at  Enfield  had 
been  treated  with  a  very  large  amount  of 
consideration  during  the  past  year  or  so* 
The  Government  had  been  compelled  to . 
choose  between  diminishing  the  number . 
of  meu   employed  there  or  reducing  the 
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hoars  all  round,  and,  in  adopting  the 
latter  course,  the  GovernmeDt  were  fol- 
lowing a  strongly  expressed  desire  by  the 
workpeople  themselves.  Lately,  when 
confronted  with  a  similar  question,  the 
Goyernment  had  thought  it  desirable  to 
avoid  taking  on  a  larger  number  of  men, 
desiring  to  avoid  discharges  hereafter. 
There  had  been  some  most  exaggerated 
statements  current,  as  to  the  diminution 
of  work,  arising  no  doubt  from  the  fact 
that  the  Grovemment  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion not  to  go  on  manufacturing  a  weapon 
in  excess  of  their  requirements.  When 
the  time  came  for  the  distribution  of  work 
to  the  different  factories,  a  difficulty  arose 
with  regard  to  a  particular  pattern,  and 
that  led  to  some  diminution  of  the  work, 
but  the  men  had  nevertheless  been  kept 
on.  They  had,  however,  now  turned  the 
corner.  The  new  patterns  had  been 
approved,  and  the  new  carbine  was  in 
course  of  manufacture.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  in  the  course  of  a  week  or  a 
fortnight  they  would  l>e  able  to  put  on 
full  time  all  the  men  at  present  employed 
at  Enfield.  As  to  another  point  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  there  was  not 
the  smallest  desire  on  the  part  of  those 
charged  with  the  administration  to  inter- 
fere with  the  fullest  opportunities  the 
men  might  choose  to  exercise  in  discuss- 
ing their  personal  grievances.  The 
authorities  did,  however,  object  to  the 
men  taking  part  in  public  meetings  called 
to  discuss  the  policy  of  the  War  Office  or 
the  distribution  of  work  in  the  different 
factories.  The  Committee  would,  he 
thought,  recognise  the  difference  between 
the  two.  The  War  Office  were  charged 
with  the  expenditure  of  money  voted  by 
Parliament,  and  it  was  their  duty  to  see 
that  it  was  distributed  as  fairly  as  pos- 
sible. They  had,  he  maintained,  been 
actuated,  in  dealing  with  all  the  matters 
which  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  by  regard  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  Service  of  the  State. 
He  must  sympathise  with  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  in  the  excursion  he  had 
made  into  the  Report  of  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General.  But  he  might 
point  out  that  whenever  any  point  was 
raised  either  by  a  Member  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  or  by  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  the  individual 
officer  charged  with  the  responsibility 
for  the  particular  factory  involved  was 

Mr.  Woodall 


subjected  to  a  searching  examination, 
and  he  thought  these  matters  might 
safely  be  left  to  the  Committee.  Rut  he 
did  wish  to  protest  against  the  assump- 
tion which  seemed  to  underlie  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
figures  of  cost  had  not  been  fairly  stated. 
This  was  a  very  old  controversy  between 
Sparkbrook  and  Enfield,  but  he  would 
point  out  that  the  difference  between  the 
two  was  comparatively  small,  and  wait 
dependent  upon  the  proportion  which  the 
output  bore  to  the  full  capacity  of  the 
factories  respectively. 

•Mr.  barrow  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey)  said,  he  had  to  call  atteutiou 
to  a  matter  which  seriously  affected  hij« 
constituency.  About  seven  years  ago  an 
Army  contracting  firm  carrying  on  busi- 
ness at  Bermoudsey  wan,  in  consequence 
of  the  action  of  the  House,  struck  off*  the 
list  of  contractors.  He  was  not  going  to 
speak  lightly  of  the  offence  with  which 
they  were  charged,  but  he  did  think  it 
was  made  to  appear  a  great  deal  worse 
than  the  merits  really  demanded,  and  he 
was  sorry  there  were  no  experts  in  the 
House  at  the  time,  so  that  the  question 
might  have  been  properly  dealt  with. 
Concerned  as  he  was  in  a  kindred  trade 
to  that  carried  on  by  the  firm  in  question 
he  was  bound  to  say  he  had  no  doubt 
that  Messrs.  Ross  and  Company  had  been 
very  hardly  dealt  with.  For  every  crime 
there  should  be  a  punishment  ;  but 
surely  there  ought  to  be  some  limit  to 
the  punishment,  even  for  the  offence  of 
submitting  to  the  Grovernment  goodf 
which  were  inferior  to  sample.  The 
samples  on  which  the  firm  tendered  were 
in  themselves  extremely  faulty.  In 
further  excuse  for  the  firm  he  would  liko 
to  say  that  at  the  time  this  trouble  arose 
the  head  of  the  firm  was  a  young  man 
recently  home  from  College  and  with- 
out any  practical  experience  in  the 
trade.  One  of  the  principal  partners  took 
the  matter  so  much  to  heart — for  the  firm 
had  always  borne  a  very  high  repntatioo 
in  the  trade — ^that  he  died  soon  after, 
and  another  partner  retired  from  the 
firm.  The  complaint  made  was  that  the 
hides  supplied  by  Messrs.  Ross  and 
Company  contained  an  undue  proportion 
of  glucose.  But  he  did  not  think  the 
firm  were  alone  in  the  use  of  glacose  for 
leather-dressing  at  that  time,  although 
its  use  had  since  been  discarded.     But 
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all  this  happened  seven  years  ago  ;  the 
firm  had  ever  since  been  kept  off  the 
contractors*  list,  and  the  punishment  had, 
of  course,  been  extended  to  a  great  many 
innocent  families  in  Bermondsej.  Cer- 
tainly the  firm  had  not  lost  all  its 
trade,  because  it  supplied  a  specialty 
which  the  Government  could  not  do 
without,  but  the  authorities  declined  to 
recognise  Messrs.  Ross  and  Company, 
who  consequently  lost  part  of  their 
fairly  earned  profits,  and  were  at  the 
same  time  deprived  of  all  credit  for  the 
goods  which  they  did  supply.  Did  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  the 
firm  had,  under  the  circumstances,  been 
sufficiently  punished  ?  The  trade  of 
Bermondsey  had  long  been  languishing. 
Could  not  the  work  now  again  be 
given  to  Messrs.  Ross  and  Company  ? 
The  decision  of  the  authorities  in  1888 
was  that  they  should  not  be  invited  to 
tender  "  until  further  notice."  He  sub- 
mitted that  justice  had  now  been  satisfied, 
and  that  the  period  *^  until  further  notice" 
had  fully  matured.  The  firm  had 
suffered  a  sufficient  penalty,  and  he 
made  a  personal  appeal  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  to  reinstate  them  in  the 
list  of  contractors,  and  thus  confer  a 
benefit  on  numbers  of  poor  workpeople 
in  Bermondsey  who  had  been  innocent 
sufferers. 

Sir  PHILIP  MANFIELD  (North- 
ampton) said,  he  should  like  to  support  the 
appeal  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  had,  he  said, 
dealt  with  the  firm  in  question  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  and  knew  them  to  be  an 
honourable  firm,  saving  only  the  instance 
for  which  they  should  now  be  taken  to 
have  purged  their  offence.  He  could 
never  understand  how  a  firm  so  straight- 
forward in  its  dealings  could  have  been 
led  into  such  an  offence  as  it  evidently  was 
led  into.  It  had  suffered  very  severely  in 
its  reputation  in  consequence,  and  many 
of  their  workpeople  had  been  thrown  out 
of  employment.  He  hoped  the  Committee 
and  the  Government  would  consider  that 
the  time  had  now  arrived  when  the  firm 
should  be  restored  to  the  list. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
that  as  he  was  one  of  the  Members  who 
drew  attention  to  the  quality  of  the  leather 
supplied  for  cavalry  saddles,  and  as  he 
went  down  and  saw  the  manner  in  which 
the  article  was  produced,  he  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  ac- 


cede to  the  appeal  of  the  two  hon. 
Members  who  had  last  spoken.  A  repeti- 
tion of  the  perished  leather,  which  was 
doctored  with  glucose,  was  not  wanted. 
As  to  the  appeal  made  on  behalf  of  the 
workpeople  of  Bermondsey,  he  might 
point  out  that  when  work  was  displaced 
it  went  elsewhere.  In  this  instance  it 
went  from  Bermondsey  to  Walsall,  where 
it  was  satisfactorily  turned  out.  Neither 
the  Governmeat  nor  the  late  Mr.  Stan* 
hope  were  to  blame  for  the  loss  inflicted 
on  the  workpeople  ;  the  fault  was  that 
of  the  firm,  which  sought  to  palm  off  on 
the  authorities  indifferent  goods. 

Mr.  HAN  bury  said,  he  also  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
yield  to  the  appeal.  The  firm  lost  its 
position  not  for  a  single,  but  for  a  long 
series  of  offences — of  the  very  worst 
character  that  could  have  been  committed 
by  a  contractor.  He  was  sorry  for  the 
workpeople  of  Bermondsey,  but  there 
was  no  justification  for  depriving  the 
people  of  Walsall  of  the  work 
which  had  been  transferred  to  them. 
If  the  work  was  being  well  done  at 
Walsall  it  was  monstrous  that  it  should 
be  tAken  away  from  them  mtrely  because 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  who  had  a 
political  connection  with  the  locality, 
chose  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  their  favour  from 
political  motives. 

•Mr.  barrow  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey) said,  he  thought  that  very  un- 
fair, and  he  was  sure  it  arose  from  ignor- 
ance. He  was  sure  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  did  not  wish  to  administer  a 
personal  affront,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  only  Member  of  this  firm,  Mr.  Tom- 
lin,  was  the  Chairman  of  the  Tory 
Association  of  Bermondsey,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  be  charged  with  having 
been  influenced  by  political  motives  in 
bringing  forward  this  matter.  Mr.  Tom- 
lin  was  a  man  who  stood  extremely  high 
in  Bermondsey,  both  socially  and  com- 
mercially, notwithstanding  the  judgment 
passed  on  him  by  a  Committee  some 
seven  years  ago.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  withdraw  his  accusation, 
seeing  that  Mr.  Tomlin  was  his  (Mr. 
Barrow's)  most  powerful  antagonist. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  that  he  had 
not  meant  his  words  to  be  taken  in  the 
sense  in  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
taken  them.  He  was  protesting  against  a 
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Member  ueiag  his  political  influence  as  a  ,  Authorities — by  two  faithful  workmen 
Member  of  the  House.  who  had  disoliarged  their  duty  loyally  in 

Mr.  barrow  :  Do  uot  you  ?  opposition  to  their  superiors.     The  firm 

Mr.  HANBURY  thought  his  com-  had  been  detected  in  supplying  goods 
pluiut  was  a  perfectly  fair  one.  He  did  '  made  of  bad  leather  to  the  War  Office, 
uot  think  supporters  of  the  Government  i  and  it  should  be  remembered  that  the  life 
should  urge  forward  the  interests  of  their  of  a  soldier  might  depend  upon  the 
own  constituents  in  this  way.  soundness   of   the   articles    which    were 

Mr.  barrow  :  Who  else  is  to  re-  served  out  to  him.  The  life  of  the 
present  them  ?  Who  represents  Pres-  \  Prince  Imperial  was  lost  owing  to  the 
t«u  ?  giving  way  of  a  bad  stirrup.     There  had 

Mr.  HA.NBURY  said,  it  was  all  very  been  men  from  Messrs.  Rosses  factory 
well  for  the  hou.  Member  to  say  that  acting  as  Army  Inspectors  and  passiuit  the 
Mr.  Tomlin  was  Chairman  of  the  Con-  bad  leather  into  the  Service,  and  the  fact 
tfervative  Association  in  Bermondsey.  |  was  detected  by  faithful  and  patriotic 
He  (Mr.  Han  bury)  also  had  been  fortu-  workmen  who  had  to  fight  their  battle, 
u  ite  enough  to  get  the  support  of  the  not  only  against  the  War  Office,  but 
Chairman  of  the  Radical  Party  in  ,  against  the  heads  of  Departments 
Preston,  and  no  doubt  gentlemen  who  tried  to  stifle  their  complaints, 
were  often  appreciated  by  their  When  it  had  been  found  possible  forooce 
opponents,  and  sometimes  got  their  in  a  way  to  detect  a  fraudulent  contractor 
votes.  He  objected  to  any  hon.  Member  whose  bad  work  might  have  led  to  the 
using  his  political  influence  in  that  House  loss  of  hundreds  or  thousands  of  lives, 
to  bring  pressure  upon  a  particular  De-  were,  they,  forsooth,  to  throw  away  the 
partmeut.  The  hon.  Member  had  pleaded  advantage  of  being  able  to  hold  up  this 
that  Mr.  Tomlin  was  a  young  man  firm  before  the  country,  and  indirectly 
when  the  difficulty  occurred.  That  might  |  to  say  to  any  contractor  who  liked  to 
be  a  good  argument,  but  the  hon.  Mem-  i  repeat  such  conduct : — **  You  have  only 
ber  had  gone  on  to  say  that  the  firm  had  I  got  to  be  struck  ofl*  the  list  for  five  or  six 
for  many  years  been  deliberately  evading  i  years,  and  then  a  grateful  country  will 
the  de.*i2»ion  of  the  War  Office  by  sup-  •  condone  the  ofience  because  that  offence 
plying  goods  to  the  Department  through    was  detected   before   any   damage   was 


another  firm. 


done**  ?     He  was  sure  that  the  right  boo. 


Mr.  barrow  :  No,  no.  Grentleman  had  too  great  a  regard  for 

Mr.  HAN  bury  :  Yes.  The  hon.  the  safety  of  the  men  and  too  much  re- 
Member  said  they  had  deprived  Messrs.  spect  for  the  honour  of  the  Public  Ser- 
Ross — as  he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  used  to  call  i  vice  to  accede  to  such  a  proposal, 
them — of  half  their  profits,  because  they  Mr.  CLOUGH  (Portsmouth)  said,  fbe 
now  had  to  send  in  their  goods  through  hon.  Member  for  Preston  had  raised  a 
another  firm.  very  serious  question — namely,  that  there 

Mr.  BARROW  :  Not  surreptitiously,  were  in  the  employ  of  the  War  Office 
Mr.  hanbury  :  Then  the  hon.  men  who  passed  nuiiterial  which  was 
Member  meant  to  say  that  the  War  unfit  for  the  Public  Service.  As  a  prao- 
Office  knew  that  they  were  receiving  tioal  man  of  business  he  (Mr.  Clough) 
goods  from  Messrs.  Ross  through  another  put  it  to  the  Secretary  for  War  that  if 
firm.  It  came  to  this  :  that  in  spite  this  were  so  the  fault  was  the  fault  ai 
of  the  ban  put  upon  their  goods  the  i  the  War  Office,  inasmuch  as  the  meo 
W^ar  Office,  with  their  eyes  open,  allowed  employed  in  the  War  Office  ought  to 
Messrs.  Ross  to  supply  articles  through  !  have  rejected  the  material  which  was  not 
another  firm.  He  could  not  believe  it.  •  of  proper  qtiality.  If  the  Goverumeot 
It  should  be  remembered  that  this  firm  !  had  not  men  in  their  service  who  could 
had  been  punished  deliberately,  after  say  whether  the  goods  supplied  were  not 
careful  inquiry  in  the  House,  and  after  ,  of  pro  per  quality  he  did  not  see  why  the  con- 
an  investigation  had  been  made  at  Wool-  '  tractors  should  be  particularly  punished, 
wich  by  the  Judge  Advocate  General.  The  firm  referred  to  sent  home  goods 
The  case  against  the  fir.n  was  proved  by  i  that  were  not  suitable,  but  the  gooda 
men  whom  he  had  reason  to  believe  had  were  not  refused.  He  wished  to  kuow 
been  very  badly  treated  by  the  Military  <  was  there  to  be  no  forgiveness  for  a  firm 

Mr.  Hanhvry 
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who  had  supplied  goods  that  had  not 
been  rejected  by  the  War  Office  officials  ? 
If  so,  and  such  a  system  were  to  be  car- 
ried  out  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
business  world,  h'fe  would  become  im- 
possible. Under  these  circumstances,  he 
joined  iu  the  appeal  made  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bermondsey  (Mr. 
Barrow) — namely,  that  this  firm  might 
be  restored  to  tiie  list.  It  was  the  fault 
of  the  War  Office  if  goods  which  were 
not  suitable  were  passed,  and  this  firm 
ought  to  have  the  opportunity  of  being 
again  put  ou  the  list  of  tendering 
firms. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  speech  which  bad  just  been 
made  to  pass  without  protest.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  could  not  be 
himself  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  argu- 
ment he  had  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee, which  was  really  that  a  con- 
tractor was  justified  in  sending  in  any' 
quantity  of  goods  of  bad  quality. 

Mr.  CLOUGH:  I  never  said  so.  I 
said  if  a  contractor  does  send  in  unsuit- 
able goods  it  is  the  business  of  the  De- 
partment to  reject  them. 

""Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  meant 
that  the  contractor  was  justified  in  send- 
ing in  unsuitable  goods,  and  that  the  onus 
\d^  on  the  Department  of  discovering 
those  of  bad  quality.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's suggestion  was  that  the  War  De- 
partment was  bound  to  keep  so  complete 
a  check  upou  the  goods  supplied  that  if 
inferior  goods  were  passed  the  War 
Office,  and  not  the  contractor,  was  to  be 
regarded  as  primarily  in  fault.  He  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  at  the  time  when  this 
firm  was  struck  off  the  list,  or  that  he  had 
read  the  observations  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  on  the  case.  Messrs. 
Ross  were  by  far  the  largest  contractors 
to  the  Army,  and  sent  in  more  goods 
than  all  the  other  contractors  put  to- 
gether. During  the  ^ve  years  preceding 
the  Judge  Advocate  General's  statement 
they  sent  in  1,687,000  diffisrent  articles, 
and  the  rejections  amounted  to  nearly 
9  per  cent,  of  the  whole  of  these  articles. 
Yet  after  those  rejections  had  taken 
place  the  gravest  scandals  had  occurred 
with  reference  to  some  of  the  articles  that 
had  not  been  injected. 

Mr.  barrow,  interrupting,  pointed 
out  that  at  the  present  time  there  was  a 


larger  percentage  of  rejections  on  boots 
than  the  9  per  cent,  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  hie  point  was 
that  while  the  primary  rejections 
amounted  to  9  per  cent.,  grave  scandals 
occurred  with  reference  to  the  articles 
that  had  been  accepted.  If  business 
were  to  be  carried  on  in  the  way  advo- 
cated by  the  hon.  Member  it  would  be  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  pursue  the  system 
of  contracting  without  enormously  increas- 
ing the  cost  for  inspection.  The  Judge 
Advocate  General  made  an  impartial 
Report  on  this  case.  The  late  Govern- 
ment who  dealt  with  the  question  was  not 
the  Government,  as  it  happened,  under 
whom  the  articles  had  been  supplied^ 
and,  therefore,  they  came  to  the  question 
with  their  minds  absolutely  free  and 
unprejudiced.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bermondsey  did  not  put  the  question  on 
a  fair  basis.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  Mr.  Tomlin  did  not  know  the 
amount  of  glucose  that  had  been  used. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  only  ques- 
tion. The  Judge  Advocate  General 
reported  with  regard  to  pack-saddles 
that  the  complaint  that  their  hardness 
had  caused  sore  backs  to  the  horses  was 
made  out,  and  he  also  reported  that  the 
saddles  were  filled  with  defective  hair^ 
which  had  been  put  in  by  Messrs.  Ross's 
workmen.  On  the  question  of  harness, 
the  evidence  of  experts  was  that  the 
goods  supplied  by  Messrs.  Ross  and  Co. 
were  inferior  both  with  regard  to  the 
leather  outside  and  to  the  lining  inside. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  stated  that 
he  had  several  of  the  articles  cut  open 
for  his  personal  inspection,  and  he  saw 
in  every  case  that  the  lining  of  those 
articles  was  inferior  to  that  of  the  sealed 
sample.  According  to  the  hon.  Member's 
contention,  every  article  ought  to  have 
been  cut  open  before  it  was  passed  by  the 
War  Office. 

Mr.  CLOUGH  said,  his  contention 
was  that  if  the  War  Office  were  manned 
by  proper  and  competent  persons  the 
goods  referred  to  would  never  have 
entered  the  Department  at  all.  At 
Plmlico  a  length  of  cloth  was  submittc<l 
to  a  specific  test  as  to  length,  and  to  a 
chemical  test  as  to  colour,  and  if  it  did 
not  stand  the  tests  it  was  rejected. 

*Mr.    BRODRICK    said,   he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  had  improved  his 
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case,  or  that  he  bail  acquainted  himself 
with  the  history  of  Messrs.  Ross's  proceed- 
ings. He  (Mr.  Brodrick)  had  no  animus 
against  Messrs.  Boss.  His  only  desire 
was  that  justice  should  be  done.  Messrs. 
Ross  were  struck  off  the  list  not  on  the 
initiative  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government, 
but  because  there  was  a  feeling  in  the 
Honse  of  Commons  that  there  had  been  a 
general  demoralisation  of  the  trade,  and 
that  in  that  demoralisation  Messrs.  Ross, 
who  supplied  more  articles  than  all  the 
other  firms  put  together,  and  whose 
supplies  had  been  over  and  over 
again  found  wanting,  must  be  held  to 
have  taken  a  leading  part.  It  was  among 
their  articles  that  there  had  been  the 
largest  number  of  rejections,  and  yet  it 
was  among  their  articles  after  they  were 
passed  that  the  largest  number  were 
found  to  be  defective.  The  late  Govern- 
ment could  never  by  any  possibility  have 
obtained  a  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons  upon  this  question  if  they 
had  not  struck  Messrs.  Ross  off  the 
list.  That  step  was  thus  forced  upon 
them  by  the  House  of  Commons  and  by 
public  opinion,  and  it  was  entirely  in 
accordance  with  their  own  views.  The 
evils  of  the  contract  system  were  at  times 
extremely  great,  and  the  provision  of 
some  better  system  exercised  the  minds 
of  the  War  Office  for  several  years.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  Messrs.  Ross  had 
received  a  certain  amouut  of  employ- 
ment by  a  back  door.  He  believed  that 
Messrs.  Ross  had  supplied  a  certain 
amount  of  buff  leather,  which  could  be 
obtained  from  very  few  firms,  to  those  who 
had  contracts  with  the  War  Office.  But 
as  far  as  he  knew,  however,  from  the  time 
the  firm  was  struck  off  up  to  1892  no 
single  article  of  Messrs.  Rosses  manu- 
facture was  brought  into  the  War  Office. 
Of  course, -the  Government  were  not 
responsible  for  where  the  Volunteers  ob- 
tained their  supplies.  For  all  he  knew, 
Messrs.  Ross  might  have  received  em- 
ployment from  them  ;  and  it  was  possible 
that  the  cessation  of  the  Volunteer  orders, 
now  that  the  fund  voted  by  the  House 
for  the  equipment  of  the  Volunteers  was 
exhausted,  might  be  the  reason  of  the 
distress  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bermondsey.  It  was, 
of  course,  for  the  present  Secretary 
of  State  to  decide  whether  the  punish- 
ment   Messrs.    Ross   had   received   was 

Mr,  Brodrick 


or  was  not  sufficient.  The  late  Go- 
vernment had  felt  that  they  would  not  be 
justified  in  putting  them  on  the  list 
again,  but  that  it  was  better  to  build  up  a 
fresh  system  of  conti-aoting,  so  that  there 
would  be  plenty  of  firms  to  fall  back 
upon  if  an  emergency  occurred,  and  if 
the  Secretary  of  State  went  back  upon 
that  decision  he  must  necessarily  accept 
the  responsibility. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  regret  that,  with  the  responsibility  I 
have  in  this  matter,  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  adopt  the  view  of  my  hon. 
Friends  behind  me.  I  cannot  rise  to  the 
heroic  height  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston,  who  rebuked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bermondsey  for  bringing  the  matter 
forward  because  he  was  Member  for 
Bermondsey ;  and  yet,  in  a  sentence  im- 
mediately before,  he  had  appealed  to 
the  Members  for  Walsall  and  Lichfield, 
asking  whether  they  would  not  have 
something  to  say  ;  and  I  am  very  much 
mistaken  «if  the  hon.  Member  himself, 
although  he  is  Member  for  Preston,  has 
not  a  close  connection  with  the  Countj 
of  Stafford.  Everyone  of  us  may  have 
little  local  sympathies  or  prepossessions 
and  predilections,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bermondsey  and  othere 
are  not  more  open  to  rebuke  on  thi^t 
ground  that  anyone  else.  Who  was  the 
last  speaker  before  the  subject  was 
entered  upon  ?  It  was  the  Member  for 
Enfield,  who  discoursed  on  the  various 
grievances  of  his  constituents  in  the 
Enfield  factory.  That,  of  course,  is 
a  small  matter,  and  I  am  not  going 
to  enter  in  any  degree  into  the 
late  quarrel  between  the  War  Office  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  Messrs.  Ross  and 
Co.  on  the  other.  I  think  it  is  quite 
possible  that  an  ordinary  contractor  deal- 
ing with  a  commercial  firm  might  con- 
sider that  they  had  purged  their  offence 
by  being  kept  off  the  list  for  seven  years. 
Many  excuses  might  be  made  for  Messrs. 
Ross,  and,  if  the  matter  were  to  be  dealt 
with  on  ordinary  commercial  principlej*, 
it  is  quite  natural  for  my  hon.  Friend  to 
urge  that  the  time  has  come  when 
Messrs.  Ross  could  be  reinstated.  But 
those  who  have  to  find  supplies  for  the 
Government  cannot  deal  with  contrac- 
tors on  ordinary  commerefal  principles  ; 
we  have  something  more  to  consider. 
We  have,  in  the  first  place,  to  consider 
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the  vital  importance  of  obtaining  sound 
articles  of  equipment,  on  which  there 
might  depend  the  success  of  military 
operations  and  the  lives  of  our  soldiers. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  receiving  goods  by 
contract  for  the  purpose  of  resale  and  the 
making  of  profit ;  but  it  is  a  question  in 
which  the  lives  of  men  are  concerned. 
When  we  find  before  us  a  flagrant  case 
of  the  supply  of  inferior  articles,  however 
hard  it  may  be  upon  the  contractors — 
and,  I  believe  it  was  done  at  a  time  when 
there  was  no  very  efficient  control  on  the 
part  of  the  Department — still  we  cannot 
regard  that,  but  must  act  with  a  sense  of 
the  responsibility  resting  upon  ns.  We 
have  to  remember  that  our  responsibility 
is  the  greater  because  in  a  Government 
Department  there  is  not  the  same  con- 
stant personal  stimulus  and  inducement 
to  careful  administration  that  there  is 
where  a  man's  own  pocket  is  concerned. 
Therefore,  in  any  Department,  when  we 
find  a  case  like  this  occurring,  we  cannot 
afford  to  be  so  merciful  as  a  person  in 
private  trade  might  be.  We  have  also 
other  contractors  to  consider,  and  we 
must  not  take  any  step  which  would  tend 
to  encourage  laxity,  either  on  their  part 
or  on  that  of  our  own  officials.  On  these 
grounds,  after  giving  the  matter  the 
fullest  consideration,  I  cannot  see  my 
way  to  reinstate  Messrs.  Ross  and  Co. 
I  am  sorry  for  them,  because  I  think 
there  is  much  to  be  said  in  extenuation  of 
their  offence.  I  am  very  sorry  for  the 
people  of  Bermondsey,  who  may  lose  the 
labour  that  kept  them  in  comfort  owing 
to  this  action,  not  of  ourselves  but  of 
Messrs.  Ross  and  Company,  but  I  can- 
not see  my  way  to  relieve  them,  much  as 
I  should  wish  to  do  so,  at  the  cost  of 
what  I  believe  to  be  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  security  and  the  efficiency  of  the 
Public  Service. 

Majok  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  said,  that  as  his  name  had  been 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  in  connection  with  the  subject 
of  the  local  placing  of  contracts,  he  would 
say  one  or  two  words  with  regard  to  it. 
It  seemed  to  him  perfectly  legitimate  and 
right  that  every  Member  should  be 
allowed  to  see  that  his  constituency  got 
fair  play  in  the  distribution  of  the  orders 
of  the  War  Office,  or  any  other  Depart- 
ment. It  was  probably  from  that  point 
of  view  that  the   Member  for  Preston 


mentioned  his  name  in  connection  with 
this  subject,  but  nobody,  he  was  sure^ 
desired  to  push  anything  of  this  sort 
further  than  was  necessary  to  get  fair 
play.  With  regard  to  the  manner  in 
which  contracts  were  carried  out,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  War  Secretary 
that  this  was  a  question  on  which  the 
lives  of  soldiers  might  depend.  If  con- 
tractors supplied  bad  material,  it  was 
hard  to  follow  up  all  the  disasters  which 
might  result  from  such  a  course.  He 
must,  whilst  on  this  point,  repudiate  the 
doctrine  that  any  laxity  on  the  part  of 
the  War  Office  in  regard  to  inspection 
could  in  any  way  palliate  the  breaches 
of  a  contractor.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
if  they  once  admitted  that  idea  the  con- 
sequences would  be  disastrous.  The 
inspection  of  warlike  stores  was  always 
extremely  difficult.  They  must  always 
trust  to  the  hou'^ur  of  contractors  to  a 
considerable  extent  in  respect  to  medical 
stores.  For  example,  it  was  impossible 
to  get  proper  inspection.  He  submitted, 
that  when  once  they  found  that  a  con- 
tractor had  supplied  bad  material  they 
should  strike  his  name  off  the  list  and 
keep  it  off 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Major  DARWIN  (resuming)  said, 
there  was  in  connection  with  this  Vote  a 
matter  to  which  be  wished  specially  to 
draw  attention.  He  alluded  to  the  sup- 
plying of  boxes  for  the  use  of  the  soldiers 
to  keep  their  little  valuables  and  private 
property  in.  The  soldiers  in  India,  who 
had  had  their  boxes  supplied  to  them, 
found  that  they  were  extremely  useful^ 
and  they  missed  them  very  much  when 
they  came  back  to  England.  He  was 
sure  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
who  was  always  anxious  to  look  after  the 
personal  comfort  of  the  soldier,  would 
keep  this  subject  before  him.  It  was 
extremely  important  that  they  should 
look  after  these  matters  especially  in  the 
interests  of  recruiting.  Regard  for  the 
comfort  of  the  soldier  in  the  barrack 
room  was  a  point  which  affected  recruit- 
ing more  that  any  other.  Only  by 
attending  to  these  details  could  they  en- 
sure that  men  would  be  attracted  to  the 
ranks  of  the  Army.  Boxes  had  been 
partially  issued  in  the  country,   but  he 
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was  informed  that  none  whatever  had 
been  issue^l  in  tbe  Western,  the  North- 
Western,  and  the  Tliames  districts.  He 
pressed  this  matter  on  the  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  provision  was  made  this  year 
for  a  further  supply  of  soldiers^  boxes. 
The  total  number  required  would  l>e 
145,000,  and  up  to  the  year  1893-94, 
about  40,000  had  been  supplied,  and  in 
1894-95  20,000  more  would  be  issued, 
and  they  hoped  to  complete  the  issue  at 
an  early  date. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  how  many  rifles  and  carbines  were 
being  manufactured  this  year  ?  The 
Secretary  for  War  had  objected  to  state 
how  many  rifles  were  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  But  surely  that  could  not  be 
information  of  a  verv  valuable  or  of  a 
confidential  chHracter.  He  was  not 
much  enamoured  of  carbines,  seeing  that 
the  new  rifle  was  very  short,  but  he 
should  like  to  know  if  the  carbines  were 
going  to  be  constructed  in  such  a  way 
that  they  would  carry  exactly  the  same 
ammunition  as  the  Infantry  rifle  ?  This 
was  an  important  matter.  The  other 
day  it  was  stated  that  there  was  an 
abundance  of  small  arms  ammunition. 
It  would  be  interesting  to  know  what 
was  the  amount  at  present  in  store, 
what  was  the  manufacturing  capacity  of 
the  country  to  make  that  ammunition, 
and  how  much  was  to  bo  made  in  the 
next  year.  He  should  also  like  to  know 
how  many  Martini-Henry  rifles  they 
possessed  capable  of  being  changed  into 
the  Lee-Metford  rifle  ?  for  they  were  told 
this  was  to  be  done.  He  would  like  to 
have  an  estimate  as  to  how  many 
hundred  thousands  it  was  thought  would 
he  changed  in  the  next  12  months.  He 
inquired  whether  the  Government  were 
still  manufacturing  black  powder  car- 
tridges or  were  entirely  manufacturing 
cordite  ?  At  what  rate,  he  asked,  did 
the  present  smokeless  powder  wear  out 
the  barrels  of  the  rifles  ?  He  did  not 
think  much  of  a  weapon  the  barrel  of 
which  was  worn  out  after  2,000  rounds. 
That  was  a  very  short  life  for  a  rifle. 
Another  point  he  should  like  to 
have  information  npon  was  as  to 
iiow  many  breechloading  fleld  guns 
of    the    DOW    pattern    they     had    now. 

Major  Darwin 


But  the  present  pattern  of  field  gun 
seemed  to  be  a  very  good  pattern,  and  he 
would  like  to  know  exactly  how  many 
of  the  guns  there  were  in  the  hands  of 
the  Royal  Artillery.  Two  years  ago  he 
was  tbe  only  Member  who  stood  up  iu 
tbe  House  against  tbe  proposed  abolition 
of  the  Volunteer  Field  Artillery,  becaaae, 
it  was  said,  the  Volunteers  could  not 
work  fleld  artillery ;  but  he  was  glad 
that  the  Volunteer  batteries  had  since 
been  re-established,  and  he  would  like  to 
know  how  many  guns  the  Volunteer 
Artillery  had  got  ? 

Sir  R.  temple  said  that,  like  his 
hon.  aud  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Lichfield,  he  would  not  refer  particularly 
to  the  very  painful  case,  which  the 
Committee  had  just  under  consideration, 
except  to  congratulate,  if  be  might  do  sO 
with  all  respect,  the  Minister  for  War 
upon  the  firm  and  unassailable  attitude 
he  had  taken  up  iu  the  matter.  But  be 
desired  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to  a 
note  in  the  Estimates  relating  to  tbe 
Vote  before  the  Committee.  The  note 
set  forth  the  value  of  tbe  stores  for 
which  they  were  voting  the  money  as 
£4,500,000,  and  the  Vote  showed  an 
expense  of  £200,000  for  testing  and 
inspecting  the  stores.  Of  that  sum 
£145,000  were  for  the  cost  of  tbe 
establishment,  and  £60,000  for  the  cost 
of  stores  which  had  been  used  in  experi- 
ments. It  would  appear,  therefore,  that 
the  country  was  paying  a  very  consider- 
able sum — fully  5  per  cent,  of  tbe  total 
value  of  the  stores — for  providing  a  really 
trustworthy  inspection  of  the  stores  ;  but 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  not  grudge 
even  a  charge  of  something  like  £250,000 
sterling  per  annum  for  the  assurance  that 
the  Army  did  get  really  good  stores 
of  every  kind,  for  upon  the  strength  and 
serviceabilitv  of  such  stores  the  safetv  of 
our  soldiers  in  war  might  depend.  He 
would  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  out  of 
the  £140,000  paid  for  testing  the  stores, 
not  less  than  £110,000  went  in  wagee. 
One  would  have  thought  that  the  in- 
speotion  and  testing  would  be  carried  on 
by  officials  who  were  comparatively  wall 
paid,  and  one,  therefore,  did  not  under- 
stand why  such  a  large  proportion  of  the 
sum  was  required  for  wages.  There 
was  no  doubt  of  the  extreme  importance 
of  this  eetablishment  being  in  every  way 
efficient.     They  hod  had  that  evening  a 
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melancholy  iustance  of  the  cost  to  the 
country  that  would  result  from  this  es- 
tablishment failing  in  any  way  in  effi- 
ciency. But  on  that  point  he  was  anxious 
to  confirm  what  had  been  said  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Guildford, 
that  however  efficient  this  establishment 
might  be,  it  was  impossible — even  though 
the  cost  might  be  four  times  greater  than 
it  was — to  provide  that  the  stores  were 
really  good  if  contractors  wore  ever  to 
be  allowed  to  offend  with  impunity.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  if  malpractices 
had  been  proved  against  a  particular 
contractor,  he  might  be  absolved  from 
the  consequences  of  his  malfeasance  if 
only  negligence  against  the  War  Office 
could  be  proved.  Surely,  no  fault  on  the 
part  of  the  War  Office  could  excuse  a 
breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  a  con- 
tractor. The  War  Office  might  be  to 
blame  to  any  extent  conceivable,  but  that 
could  in  no  way  justify  immoral  offence  of 
the  contractor  in  furnishing  goods  below 
specification.  There  was  one  plea  he 
desired  to  submit  to  the  Minister  for  War. 
The  valuation  of  stores,  as  doubtless  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew,  had  been 
very  defective  in  past  years,  as  had  been 
proved  to  a  Committee  upstairs  of  which 
he  was  a  Member.  A  Departmental 
Committee  had  been  sitting  on  this  sub- 
ject for  some  time,  under  the  very  able 
presidency  of  Dr.  Anderson,  than  whom 
a  more  accomplished  officer  was  not  to 
be  found  in  our  scientific  service.  But 
there  had  been  great  delay  in  the 
operations  of  that  Departmental  Com^ 
mittee  ;  and  that  delay  had  furnished 
some  cause  of  complaint  to  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  No  doubt  there  were 
many  reasons  why  there  should  be  some 
delay  ;  but  the  delay  was  excessive,  and 
was  the  cause  of  embarrassment  to  the 
accounts  of  this  Department ;  and  the 
request  of  the  Committee  upstairs  was 
that  the  Minister  for  War  should  assist 
them  in  securing  efficiency  in  the  valua- 
tion of  stores,  economy  in  the  prices  and 
accuracy  in  the  accounts,  by  expediting 
the  work  of  the  Departmental  Committee 
under  Dr.  Anderson. 

Mk.  W.  SIDEBOTTOM  commended 
the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Minister  for  War  with  reference  to 
contractors  found  guilty  of  improper 
conduct  in  deciding  that  those  contractors 
should  not  be  employed    by   the   War 


Office  for  some  time  to  come.  A  grave 
offence  having  been  committed,  it  was 
only  proper  that  grave  censure  and 
punishment  should  be  inflicted.  A 
system  of  bribery  appeared  to  have  been 
inaugurated  in  the  Government  Depart- 
ments which  had  led  to  the  scandalous 
affairs  to  which  attention  had  been  called 
that  evening.  If  any  business  firm  tried 
to  cheat  any  Member  of  the  House  in  his 
private  affairs,  and  bribed  his  servants  to 
cheat  him,  surely  he  would  never  employ 
that  firm  again ;  and  he  thought  they 
should  apply  in  public  life  also  the 
maxims  which  guided  them  in  private  life. 
•Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  called 
attention  to  the  condition  of  Government 
labour  in  the  Woolwich  factory,  in  which 
the  experiment  of  an  eight  hours  day  had 
been  introduced  in  the  past  year.  HiB 
wished  to  know  whether  all  branches  of 
the  factory  were  now  working  on  the 
eight  hours  system ;  whether,  in  the 
matter  of  wages  and  other  respects,  the 
men  had  been  placed  at  any  disadvantage 
by  the  change,  and  he  was  sure  that,  if 
the  Minister  for  War  had  any  information 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  change  on  the 
healthy  condition  of  the  men  and  their 
home  comforts,  tbe  Committee  would  be 
glad  to  hear  it.  With  regard  to  the 
manufacture  of  cordite,  he  had  asked  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  two  months  ago 
whether  he  could  give  the  House  an 
undertaking  that  the  manufacture  of 
cordite  would  be  carried  out  by  the  Go- 
vernment themselves  in  proper  factories, 
instead  of  by  private  contractors.  He 
was  sorry  to  say  he  got  a  very  unsatis- 
factory answer  on  that  occasion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  said  he  could 
not  undertake  to  keep  the  manufacture  of 
cordite  in  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
that,  on  the  contrary,  the  Go vernmen  t  were 
determined  to  place  all  they  knew  about 
the  manufacture  of  cordite  at  the  disposal 
of  private  firms,  and  to  invite  con- 
tracts for  its  supply.  The  reason 
given  for  this  decision,  which  was 
really  contrary  to  all  modern  notions,  was 
that  nearly  40  years  ago,  or  about  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War,  an  under- 
standing was  come  to  that  not  more  than 
half  of  any  particular  warlike  stores 
should  be  manufactured  in  the  Govern- 
ment workshops,  and  that  the  other  half 
should  go  to  private  firms.  He  would 
ask  the  Minister  for   War   to   consider 
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whether  the  time  had  not  come  for  doing 
something  towards  modifying  the  action 
of  his  Department  in  this  matter.  The 
main  reason  which  induced  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  contracts  into  private  hands 
was  that,  previous  to  the  time  he  had 
mentioned,  private  contractors  used  to 
supply  almo^t  everything  to  the  nation, 
and  that  those  firms  had  engaged  large 
staffs  and  laid  down  machinery  which 
would  be  perfectly  useless  to  them  if  the 
Government  undertook  the  entire  manu- 
facture of  the  articles  themselves.  But 
that  reason  did  not  apply  in  the  present 
instance  at  all.  No  machinery  had  been 
put  down  by  any  private  firm  for  the 
manufacture  of  cordite,  and  a  perfectly 
free  hand  was  left  to  the  Government  to 
take  the  action  which  he  suggested. 
Great  changes  had  taken  place 
during  the  last  40  years.  One  was 
that  the  Government  factories  had 
been  changed  from  the  unbusinesslike 
institutions  which  they  were  then  into 
real  business  establishments  capable  of 
competing  with  any  private  firm  ;  and 
he  heartily  joined  in  the  commendations 
of  the  excellent  improvements  which  had 
been  effected  in  the  Woolwich  factory 
under  Dr.  Anderson.  This  change  had 
been  brought  about  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, so  that  it  was  not  a  Party  matter 
at  all.  Every  section  of  the  country 
rejoiceil  that  they  had  got  such  an  ex- 
cellent factory  and  one  under  such  good 
management.  The  Government  had  got 
a  factory  at  which  the  work  could,  per- 
haps, be  done  better  than  it  could  by  any 
private  firm.  He  should  like  to  know 
what  the  Government  proposed  to  give 
for  cordite.  There  was  a  general  belief 
that  they  proposed  to  pay  nearly  twice 
as  much  as  they  could  manufacture  tit 
for  themselves,  and  if  that  were  the 
case  it  would  be  a  waste  of  money. 
Some  information  should  be  afforded 
the  Committee  as  to  the  relative 
cost  of  manufacture  in  private 
hands  and  in  Government  factories. 
If  the  Government  undertook  this  on 
their  own  account  it  would  promote  the 
good  work  to  which  they  were  already 
committed  of  trying  to  improve  the 
conditions  of  labour  in  Government  work- 
shops. Whenever  contracts  for  Govern- 
ment work  were  given  out  to  private 
firms,  it  was  difficult  to  prevent  sweating, 
whereas  the   treatment  of   the   men  in 

Mr,  Lough 


Government  factories  came  under  the 
cognizance  of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
wished  they  had  more  complete  details  as 
to  the  wages  paid  than  were  obtainable 
under  the  present  system  ;  but,  at  any 
rate.  Members  could  see  that  men  were 
treated  properly  in  Government  fac- 
tories, and  that  sweating  was  repressed. 
When  contracts  were  placed  in  private 
hands  it  led  to  great  fluctuations  of 
labour,  and  nothing  caused  more  dis- 
tress than  fluctuations  of  work  from 
one  part  of  the  country  to  another  on 
short  notice.  If  work  went  to  a  private 
firm  for  the  manufacture  of  cordite, 
say  in  Leeds,  or  Birmingham,  or 
Newcastle,  500  or  600  hands  might  be 
put  on.  Many  of  these  people  would 
come  from  a  distance ;  they  would  all 
require  houses,  which  would  have  to 
be  rented,  and  some  newly-LuiJt.  In 
a  year  or  two  the  Government  would 
apply  for  new  contracts,  the  orders  would 
fall  into  different  hands,  and  desolation 
would  come  upon  the  little  village  that 
had  been  formed,  and  500  or  600  people 
would  have  to  travel  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other.  He  would 
suggest  that  these  fluctuations  would  be 
best  avoided  by  manufacturing  all  the 
cordite  required  at  Government  factories. 
Besides  the  manufactory  at  Waltham 
Abbey,  another  at  Pitsea,  which  had 
water  communication  with  Waltham 
Abbey — might  be  established.  Two  or 
three  factories  might  be  set  going,  so  as 
to  be  prepared  for  accidents  such 
as  those  which  had  occurred  at  Waltham 
Abbey  recently.  Was  it  too  late  to  pre- 
vent the  issue  of  these  contracts  for  the 
manufacture  of  cordite  ?  If  so,  would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  them  in- 
formation of  the  price  he  was  going  to 
pay,  and  inform  them  from  time  to  time 
of  what  was  being  done  ? 

*Mr.  WOODALL  said,  he  was  glad  ti> 
avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  of  saying 
a  few  words,  though  he  was  not  able  as  yet 
to  speak  with  confidence  as  to  the  result  of 
the  experiments  made  in  regard  to  the 
hours  of  labour  for  workmen*  The 
country  had  been  assured  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  that  the  decision  to  adopt 
an  eight  hours  working  day  had  onlr 
been  arrived  at  after  very  careful  investi- 
gation, not  merely  at  Government  fac- 
tories, but  also  at  those  private  works 
throughout  the  country  at  which  the  ex- 
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perimeot  had  beeu  tried.  They  had  not 
entered  on  this  very  important  change 
without  eoDsiderable  anxiety  and  a  full 
sense  of  responsibility,  and  he  was  happy 
to  inform  the  House  that  as  far  as  they 
had  gone  the  experiment  had  more  tlian 
justided  expectations.  The  breakfast 
hour  had  been  abolished,  which  necessi- 
tated the  taking  of  the  early  meal  before 
starting  for  work.  They  had  had  from 
time  to  time  to  make  certain  re-adjust- 
ments of  piecework  rates,  but  these  had 
been  rather  in  the  direction  of  a  reduc- 
tion and  never  once  in  the  direction  of  an 
increase.  He  found  that  the  average 
wages  worked  out  for  a  period  before 
change  at  an  average  of  Sis.  5*dd.,  and 
after  the  change  at  Sis.  8d.,  showing  that 
in  the  shorter  time  and  under  the  new 
Regulations  the  men  had  been  able  to 
earn  a  larger  wage  than  in  the  longer 
time  and  under  the  old  conditions. 
Returns  showed  that,  by  working  under 
more  favourable  conditions,  workmen 
were  able  to  do  more  than  recoup  any 
loss  to  which  they  might  have  been  ex- 
posed by  the  shortening  of  the  hours. 
It  was  found  that  the  piecework  men  set 
the  pace  of  the  work,  and  this  pace  had 
been  fully  maintained  by  the  day-wage 
men ;  and  the  consequence  was  a  satis- 
factory result  all  round.  Although  the 
experiment  had  been  made  chiefly  in  the 
summer  naonths,  there  was  every  reason 
for  believing  that  certain  economies  that 
had  been  realised  would  be  more  than 
maintained  in  the  winter  months.  In 
some  departments  there  had  been  diffi- 
culty in  accommodating  the  occupation 
of  men  to  a  statutory  eight  hours  ;  in 
such  cases  as  attending  to  the  railway 
accommodation  and  waiting  for  the  cast- 
ing furnaces  the  service  was  not  con- 
tinuous work  ;  but,  with  these  excep- 
tions, the  Director  General,  was  en- 
couraged by  the  experience  they  had  had 
to  make  a  regular  48  hour  week  either 
by  shortening  the  hours  on  six  days  a 
week  or  by  suspending  work  on  Satur- 
days and  devoting  the  time  saved 
to  the  necessary  repairs,  which  could  be 
done  only  when  work  was  suspended,  and 
which  heretofore  had  required  that  the 
men  should  be  employed  in  overtime. 
The  variety  of  work  in  all  the  various 
diversities  of  our  great  factory  system 
required  that  there  should  be  a  certain 
elaistioity  in  the  adoption  of  a  principle. 

VOL.   XXVI.    [fOURTP    SEEIES.] 


In  the  bniiding  department,  for  instance, 
the  men  worked  different  hours  in  summer 
to  those  they  worked  in  winter.  He 
was  bound  to  express  his  satisfaction 
with  the  cordial  and  hearty  manner  in 
which  those  charged  with  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  experiment  had  co-operated 
in  carrying  it  out  ;  and  they  frankly 
stated  their  satisfaction  with  the  results. 
The  Director  General,  who  gave  his 
consent  after  careful  consideration,  had 
been  cordially  supported  by  the  managers 
and  the  foremen  of  works  ;  and  all  con- 
curred in  stating  that  the  success  of  the 
experiment  had  been  complete.  There 
had  been  ground  for  hesitancy,  and  there 
were  some  men  who  were  a  little  timid 
at  accepting  a  change  that  would  dis- 
turb the  habits  of  a  lifetime — who  were 
doubtful  of  the  means  of  conveyance  to 
the  factory,  the  hours  of  the  train  ser- 
vice, and  so  on.  There  was  a  little  fric- 
tion to  be  expected  at  first,  but  after  that 
had  worn  off  it  might  be  taken  for 
granted  that  the  system  would  be  recog- 
nised by  all  those  brought  under  it  as 
giving  fairer  conditions  under  which  work 
could  be  done.  A  larger  amount  of  lei- 
sure had  been  obtained  without  anvsacri- 
fice  of  wages  or  any  loss  of  service  to  the 
State.  Incidentally  the  women  appreciated 
the  fact  that  their  husbands  could  now 
take  breakfast  with  them  and  with  the 
children  before  going  to  school.  The 
outcome  was  one  of  undoubted  advantage 
to  all  concerned  without  any  additional 
expenditure.  With  reference  to  cordite, 
it  was  recognised,  and  bad  always  been 
recognised  by  successive  Governments, 
as  important  that  there  should  be  sources 
of  supply  and  means  of  manufacture  out- 
side those  under  the  control  of  the 
Government,  so  as  to  enable  them 
to  go  through  any  possible  ordeal. 
The  difficulties  which  had  presented 
themselves  in  past  times  had  always 
shown  how  extremely  important  it  was 
that  they  should  have  in  different  parts 
of  the  country  sources  of  supply  ready 
for  emergencies.  Therefore,  private 
manufacturers  had  been  encouraged  to 
invest  capital ;  and  in  certain  cases  plant 
had  been  put  down  and  the  machinery 
provided  for  large  production.  The 
Government  had  done  their  best  to  stimu- 
late them  in  these  enterprises.  Capital 
had  been  invested  and  plant  had  been 
provided,  and  facilities  for  production  had 
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been  secured  which,  in  dull  times  like  these^ 
must  have  put  the  manufacturers  in  serious 
difficulty.  But  his  hon.  Friend  had 
pointed  out  that  that  which  might  have 
been  true  of  weapons  and  powder  did 
not  apply  to  the  new  cordite  ammu- 
nition. It  was  quite  true  that  up 
to  the  present  the  Government  bad 
depended  upon  its  own  factories,  but  that 
was  because  the  use  of  cordite  was  experi- 
mental. They  had  been  going  through  the 
initiative  stage  when  it  was  impossible  for 
anyone  to  speak  with  anything  like  con- 
fidence. Tbey  had  gone  on  from  one 
invention  to  another,  and  he  would  be  a 
rash  man  who  would  say  that  cordite  would 
not  at  some  time  be  superseded.  But 
at  present,  at  all  events,  it  was  increasing 
in  favour  for  both  small  arms  and  quick- 
firing  guns,  and  the  demand  was  grow- 
ing rapidly.  The  power  of  production 
had  been  paralyzed  for  some  time  by  the 
explosion  at  Waltham  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  considered  their  responsibility 
for  meeting  future  demands,  and  had 
determined  to  throw  themselves  to  some 
extent  upon  private  enterprise.  The 
demand  for  this  material  would  become 
enormous,  and  he  could  not  imagine  any 
responsible  Ministry  accepting  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  production  of  the  whole 
supply  in  Government  factories.  They 
were  glad  to  think  they  were  able  to 
induce  private  firms  to  come  to  their  aid 
and  make  a  sufficient  quantity  of  cordite 
to  satisfy  the  Government  demand.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  say — and  he  was 
sure  he  was  speaking  in  the  name  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend — what  rules  would  be 
laid  down  as  to  the  proportions  of  the 
explosive  to  be  made  in  the  Government 
and  the  private  factories.  They,  at  any 
rate,  felt  that  it  would  be  neither 
expedient  nor  just  to  limit  the  power  of 
production  to  a  Government  factory.  It 
was  a  curious  fact  which  would  be 
realised  by  Members  of  the  Committee 
that,  whereas  a  few  years  ago  Grovern- 
ment  had  to  satisfy  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  they  were  doing  justice  to  the 
private  trade,  a  change  had  now  come 
over  public  sentiment,  and  a  tide  had  now 
set  in  favour  of  the  Government  estab- 
lishments. He  recognised  in  this  a 
tribute  to  the  fairness  and  wisdom  wHh 
which  Government  factories  were  being 
administered.  The  Ordnance  factories 
were      now     managed     as     nearly    as 

Mr.  Woodall 


possible  as  uidependeot  factories,  and 
no  longer  exclusively  a  brauch  of  the  War 
Office.  This  arrangement  had  been 
made  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  appointed 
by  his  right  bon.  Friend,  over  which 
Lord  Morley  presided  and  on  which  he 
(Mr.  Woodall)  had  himself  had  the 
honour  of  serving.  Under  that  system 
the  Ordnance  factories  were  practically 
managed  as  a  commercial  undertaking, 
producing  in  competition  with  the 
ordinary  trade,  the  results  of  their  work 
being  submitted  to  an  independent  in- 
spection precisely  as  the  products  of  an 
ordinary  manu^cturer.  Tbey  felt  it 
would  not  do  to  carry  the  principle  of 
Grovernment  factories  too  far,  and  that 
it  was  of  the  extremest  importance,  and 
must,  in  the  event  of  any  kind  of  emer- 
gency be  even  of  vital  importance,  that 
they  should  keep  alive  sources  of  private 
supply.  The  hon.  Member  said  that  if 
contracts  were  given  out  they  caused 
fluctuations  in  work.  But  that  was  true 
equally  of  Government  factories.  There 
was  no  more  painful  duty  than  that  of 
having  to  eifect  a  necessary  diminntioo 
in  the  number  of  men  called  in  upon  an 
emergency  and  for  whom  work  could  no 
longer  be  provided.  Men  dismissed 
under  these  circumstances  had  to  find 
employment  in  places  already  over- 
crowded. He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Government  looked  on 
this  matter  sympathetically  and  were  not 
blind  to  the  circumstances  mentioned. 
He  hoped  he  had  succeeded  in  satisfying 
his  hon.  Friend. 

*Mr.  LOUGH  asked  what  was  the 
difference  in  the  cost  of  cordite  made  by 
private  firms  and  that  made  in  the  Go- 
vernment factory  ? 

Mr.  woodall  said,  he  could  not 
give  that.  He  was  willing  to  admits 
however,  that  the  Government  would 
have  to  pay  for  the  first  contracts  a 
higher  price  than  the  cost  of  their  own 
production  at  the  present  time.  A 
remarkable  circumstance  was  that  the 
cost  of  their  production  had  now  fallen 
to  about  one-half  of  what  it  was  in  the 
earlier  years,  and  the  prices  of  priTsle 
firms  might  also  be  expected  to  fail  afler 
a  few  years*  experience. 

Mr.  HANBUBY  said,  that  one  nenli 
of  the  Debate  had  been  to  draw  forth 
two  valuable  speeches  to  which  tlie  d 
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mittee  had  listened — from  the  Secretary 
for  War  and  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down.     With  regard  to  the  first 
subject,  the  Government  ought  to  have 
looked  after  their  Inspectors  better  than 
they  seemed  to  have  done,  and  it  was  to 
be  hoped  they  were  now  making  certain 
that  nothing  of  the  kind  of  which  com- 
plaint had  originally  been  made  would 
occur  again,     ft  should  be  remembered 
that    the   viewers   and   Inspectors   who 
had     to     pass      goods     received      from 
contractors      into      the     Service      were 
men  in  receipt  of  small  wages.     A  great 
deal    of  responsibility  attached  to  their 
position,  and    perhaps    the   Government 
did  not  pay   them  in  proportion  to   the 
responsibility     they     placed     on     their 
shoulders.     It  was  a  point  well    worth 
considering  whether   it   would  not  pay 
this  country  to  have,  not  a  higher  class 
of  men,  but  men  who  would  be  placed  by 
the   remuneration    given    to   them   even 
more    than    above    suspicion,    and    the 
chance   of  being   "  got   at "    by  a  con- 
tractor.     Then  he  heartily  congratulated 
the  Government  on  the  introduction  of 
the  eight  hours  working  day.     The  Go- 
vernment  factories   were   factories    into 
which   no   foreign   competition   entered, 
therefore   the   system   could   be   tried  a 
great  deal  more  easily  there   than  any- 
where else.     The  Government  ought  to 
set  an  example  to   other   employers  of 
labour.     He  had  often  said  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to   be  model   employers   of 
labour  ;  and  certainly  it  would  be  easier 
for  a  Government  to  retrace  its  steps  if 
the  experiment  proved  a  failure  than  it 
would   be   for  a  private  firm   to  do  so. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  chance 
of  their  having   to   retrace  their  steps, 
although,  no  doubt,  the  men  during  the 
first  year  or  two  of   the  change  would 
make  a  spurt  to  get  through  their  work 
with  expedition.    He  was  glad,  however, 
to   find    that  the  experiment  with   the 
Government  factories  bore  out  the  ex- 
periment made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford.     As  he  was  talking  about  the 
Government   being  model  employers  of 
labour,  he  should  like  to  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  if  it  was  pro- 
posed that  War  Office  factories  should  be 
submitted  to  Home  Office  or  independent 
inspection  ?    As  he  understood  the  hon. 
Member  with  regard  to  Pimlico,  he  was 
willing  that  it  ehoald  be  subjected  to  out^ 


side  inspection  ;  but  did  that   apply  to 
Woolwich  and  Waltham  Abbey  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  :  Woolwich  is  under 
such  inspection  and  so  is  Pimlico.  I  have 
said  nothing  about  Waltham  Abbey'; 
as  we  are  not  on  that  Vote. 

Mil.  HANBURY  :  Everything  manu- 
factured at  Waltham  Abbey  is  paid  for 
under  this  Vote.  If  there  was  ever  an 
opportunity  for  giving  an  opinion  on  the 
matter  now  is  the  time. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  will  be  other  things  to  say  about 
Waltham  Abbev,  and  it  will  be  con- 
venient  to  deal  with  all  the  cases  together* 

Mr.    HANBURY    said,    he     hoped 
Waltham   Abbey   would    be   put    under 
inspection,  as  they  had  had  one  or  two 
lessons  there  which  they  would  not  like 
to  have  repeated.     He  wished  to  ask  for 
information  with  regard  to  the  dismissal 
of  Colonel  M*Clintock  from  the  Waltham 
factory — a  matter   about  which  he  had 
put  a  question  to  the  Secretary  for  War 
a  few  days  ago.      Colonel   M'Clintock 
was  in  a  different  position  to  most  artillery 
officers  who  were  sent  to   Government 
factories.     As  a  rule,  they  went  back  to 
their  regiments  in  five  years'  time  just 
when  they  had  learnt  their  work  at  the 
factory.     It  was  20  years  since  Colonel 
M'Clintock      left     his     regiment,     and' 
so    he    was    well    versed    in    manufac- 
turing   questions.     He    (Mr.    Hanbury) 
had     asked     whether      the      dismissal 
of  Colonel  M'Clintock  from  the  Waltham 
factory   was   on  account  of  the  remon-' 
s trances  of  that  officer  to  the  re-erection 
of  the  houses  on  the  same  sites  as  those- 
which  were  destroyed  by  the  explosion... 
The  information  which  had  reached  him, 
and  which  was  a  matter  of  common  rumour^ 
was  that  Colonel  M'Clintock  was  dis-^ 
missed  for  that    reason.     The    answer 
which   the   right   hon.    Gentleman    had 
given    was     that    Colonel    M^CIintock 
had      acquiesced      in      the      buildinga 
being    re-erected     on   the    same     sites « 
It  was  a  very  serious  question  as  to  whe- 
ther these  buildings  ought  to  be  rebuilt^ 
He   had   no   hesitation   in    saying    that 
Colonel  M'Clintock  never  acquiesced  in 
the  buildings  being  placed  on  these  sites. 
However,  the  buildings  were  being  re- 
placed   in     a     great     hurry.      Colonel 
M^Ciintock  was    the    one   person  who 
could   speak   with   authority   as   to   the 
advisability   of   that  step,   but  without 
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eonsultiDg  him  the  GovernnieDt  decided 
upon  the  re-cons truqtion  of  the  buildlDgs. 
Colonel  M'Clintock  refused  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  lives  of  the  workmen, 
and  made  a  communication  to  that  eflTect, 
the  result  of  which  was  that  he  was 
notified  that  the  work  must  be  gone  on 
with,  and  that  if  he  did  not  approve  of 
it  he  must  resign.  The  effect  of  the 
Government  decision  was  that  because 
the  greatest  expert  who  could  be  con- 
sulted would  not  acquiesce  in  the  re- 
construction of  these  buildings  he  was 
called  upon  to  resign  his  post.  He 
altogether  objected  to  the  proposal  that 
a  larger  amount  of  work  should  be  given 
to  the  various  Government  factories  on 
the  ground  that  if  that  course  were 
adopted  a  very  large  amount  of  work 
would  have  to  be  done  in  those  factories 
at  one  time,  while  a  very  small  amount 
would  have  to  be  done  in  them  at 
another,  and,  consequently,  large  numbers 
of  men  who  were  taken  on  when  there  was 
a  press  of  work  would  be  dismissed  and 
thrown  out  of  employment  when  the 
amount  of  work  to  be  done  was  reduced. 
In  his  opinion,  only  such  an  amount  of 
work  should  be  given  to  the  Government 
factories  as  would  enable  a  certain  num- 
ber of  men  to  be  continuously  employed. 
The  rest  of  the  work  should  be  given 
to  private  factories.  He  should  like  to 
obtain  an  assurance  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
the  fact  that  the  machinery  for  the 
manufacture  of  cordite  had  been 
patentcl  by  Dr.  Anderson  would  not 
prevent  orders  for  that  article  t>eing 
.given  to  private  firms.  Of  course,  he 
supposed  that  royalties  would  have  to 
be  paid  to  Dr.  Anderson 

Mk.  WOODALL:  No;  Dr.  Ander- 
son has  no  personal  interest  in  cordite 
machinery. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  No ;  but  he  is 
associated  with  those  who  have  a  per- 
sonal interest  in  it. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  the  War  Office 
found  it  essential  that  some  quantity  of 
cordite  should  be  manufactured  by  private 
firms,  and  every  facility  was  given  to 
those  private  firms  who  tendered. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  definitely  whether  he  was  to 
understand  that  tenders  had  been  sent 
9ut  to  and  accepted  by  private  firms  ? 


•Mr.  WOODALL  replied,  that  invita- 
tions to  tender  had  been  sent  out,  and 
had  been  responded  to  by  several  private 
firms. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  feared  that 
the  litigation  which  had  occurred  had 
involved  the  country  in  considerable  risk, 
because  while,  on  the  one  hand,  private 
firms  would  not  tender,  the  Government 
factories  were,  on  the  other,  closed. 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  We  have  got  some 
tenders  before  us  now,  and  we  are  going 
to  deal  with  them. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  was  afraid 
that,  because  of  the  pending  lawsuit,  the 
tenders  needed  would  not  be  forthcoming. 
The  manufacturers  did  not  know  but 
what  they  might  be  subjecting  themselveji 
to  all  sorts  of  pains  and  penalties.  This 
litigation,  in  fact,  ran  the  country  into 
all  manner  of  risk,  and  he  did  not  know 
what  we  should  do  in  case  of  war.  This 
experience  ought  to  be  a  warning  that 
the  manufacture  of  an  explosive  should 
not  be  given  to  one  place  alone,  but  ought 
to  be  shared  by  manufactories  in  Scot* 
land  and  the  Midlands.  It  was  a  very 
dangerous  thing  to  have  all  your  eggs  in 
one  basket. 

[Mr.  M'Arthuk  at  this  point  im- 
parted some  information  to  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman,  amid  loud  Minis- 
terial cheers.] 

Mr.  HANBURY,  continuing,  said, 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
indulged  his  jubilation  with  reference  to 
the  election  intelligence  which  seemed  to 
have  been  handed  to  him  he  would  ven- 
ture to  ask  him  what  guns  had  been  tried 
with  cordite  powder.  He  believed  it  had 
been  tested  with  satisfactory  results  in 
the  case  of  small  guns,  but  he  understood 
that  Colonel  Nobel  had  said  he  had  some 
doubt  as  to  the  use  of  cordite  in  the 
larger  guns.  He  would  also  like  to 
know  whether  any  experiments  had  been 
made  to  ascertain  the  highest  tempera- 
ture to  which  cordite  might  be  exposed. 
He  knew  that  it  had  been  sent  out  to 
India  in  troopships,  but  it  would  have 
been  more  satisfactory  as  a  test  had  it 
been  sent  in  the  magazines  of  warshipf^ 
because  Dr.  Anderson  had  suggested  that 
the  explosive  would  not  stand  the  beat 
of  the  magazines,  and  that  the  magazine* 
woidd  have  to  be  removed  to  cooler  pans 
of  the  vessels.  Then  he  was  told,  again* 
that  cordite    had  been  exposed  to    oo 
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higher  a  temperature  than  80' degrees,  so 
that  perhaps  the  Secretary  for  War 
would  let  him  know  exactly  what  ex- 
periments had  been  made.  Next,  he 
should  like  to  know  what  order  had 
been  given  to  Enfield  as  to  the  supply  of 
magazine  rifles  to  the  Navy  during  the 
present  year  ?  Again,  there  was  the  ques- 
tion of  the  cost  of  the  patent  for  Mr. 
Bren  nan's  torpedo.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  they  had  spent  a  very 
large  sum  of  money  upon  Mr. 
Brennan  and  his  colleagues — about 
£7,000  a  year.  Surely  it  was  better  to 
put  down  a  sum  once  for  all  and  to  have 
done  with  it.  He  should  much  like  to 
know  whether  this  payment  was  to  go  on 
for  an  indefinite  period,  and  whether  it 
was  not  a  part  of  the  contract  that  there 
should  be  a  competent  person  to  impart 
the  method  of  making  the  torpedo  to  the 
workmen  in  our  factories  ?  Yet  another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion was  the  class  of  material  issued  to 
our  soldiers.  He  had  specimens  which 
he  should  like  to  show  to  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman interested.  The  sheeting  served 
out  to  paupers  in  the  workhouse  was 
three  tinaes  as  good  as  that  which  the 
British  soldier  had.  He  thought  that  a 
soldier  ought  to  be  put  upon  a  footing  at 
least  as  good  as  that  of  the  pauper. 
His  sheeting  was  nothing  more  or  less 
than  common  sacking. 
•Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  been 
good  enough  to  say  that  he  would  discuss 
the  question  of  ammunition  upon  this 
Vote,  he  should  like  to  ask  for  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  present  reserve  of 
ammunition  in  store,  although  he  did 
not  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  them  any  particulars  which,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Public  Service,  he  did  not 
think  ought  to  be  divulged.  He  would  also 
like  to  hear  something  about  the  further 
issue  of  the  magazine  rifle.  With  reference 
to  the  ammunition,  it  had  been  stated  on 
several  occasions  that  the  proper  equip- 
ment of  ammunition  was  500  rounds  for 
each  rifle,  in  which  case  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  ought 
to  have  in  store  80,0()0,000  rounds  of 
*dOd  bore  ammunition  for  the  rifles 
already  issued  to  the  Army  and  Army 
Reserve.  If  that  reserve  •  was  not  on 
hand,  it  was  obviously  necessary  that 
some  steps  should  be  immediately  taken 


hi  order  to  increase  it.  He  did  not  think, 
from  his  own  eipeWence  at  the  War 
Office,  that  a  less  reserve  than  one  of 
80,000,000  rounds  could  be  considered 
sufficient  for  the  full  equipment  of  the 
Army,  and  a  further  provision  was  neces- 
sary for  the  Militia  and  Volunteers. 
From  1890  to  1892  the  Government 
factories  had  produced  as  much  cordite 
as  they  could,  out  it  was  anticipated  that 
the  trade  would  be  largely  employed  in 
building  up  a  reserve.  With  regard  to 
the  equipment  of  the  Volunteers  with  the 
magazine  rifle,  the  Committee  knew  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  promised 
them  yesterday  that  he  would  make  a 
statement  upon  this  Vote.  He  desired 
to  get  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  all 
the  information  which  could  be  given 
consistently  with  the  public  interest  as  to 
the  amount  of  ammunition  in  store. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  wanted  to  leave  over  some  of  the 
questions  raised,  because  he  wished,  first, 
to  make  some  observations  to  the  Com- 
mittee with  reference  to  the  manufacture 
of  cordite.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site had  asked  them  whether  they  were- 
willing  that  the  Government  factory 
at  Waltham  should  be  placed  under 
separate  inspection.  Well,  they  had  no 
objection  whatever  to  that.  The  Com- 
mittee which  inquired  into  the  explosions 
which  took  place  at  Waltham  recom- 
mended that  the  factory  should  be  placed 
under  some  system  of  skilled  inspection, 
and  he  had  a  strong  predisposition  in 
favour  of  independent  skilled  inspection 
of  these  factories  by  Home  Office  In- 
spectors. He  now  came  to  the  personal 
question  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
raised — the  case  of  Colonel  M*Clintock, 
with  which  he  desired  to  deal  with  everjr 
frankness.  He  had  every  sympathy  with 
Colonel  M*Clintock,  whom  he  had  not 
had  the  pleasure  of  meeting,  but  who 
was  spoken  of  affectionately  and  apprecia- 
tively by  many  of  those  who  knew  him. 
But  it  was  the  fact  that  Colonel  M'Clin- 
took  was  in  no  sense  an  expert  in  the 
business  which  was  conducted  at  Wal- 
tham Abbey.  He  had  had  a  long  ex- 
perience of  the  conduct  of  a  factory, 
but  it  was  of  a  powder  factory.  Al- 
though he  would  not  say  that  Colonel 
M*Clintock  had  caused  any  laxity  of 
discipline  at  Waltham,  he  certainly  had 
not  raised   the  standard    of    discipline. 
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Hon.  Members  would  understaod  that  he 
was   casting  no  blame  apon    him,  aod 
wished  to  cast  no  blame  upon  him.     He 
had  resignedy  and  he  retired  with  respect 
and   gratitude  for    his  past  services — 
with,  as  be  believed,  the  respect  ot  all 
connected  with  the  Department.    At  the 
same  time,  to  put  it  quite  plainly  and 
frankly,  it  was  shown  on  every  page  of 
the  Report  that  Colonel  M^Clintock  was 
not  precisely  the  man  to  be  at  the  head 
of  the  factory.     The  particular  circum- 
stances  that  led  to   his   services   being 
dispensed  with  arose  out  of  the  unfortun- 
ate explosion  iu   the  nitro-glycerine  de- 
partment.    It   was    necessary    to    take 
immediate  steps  to  set  the  factory  going 
again.     The  Committee  sitting  under  the 
presidency  of   Lord  Sandhurst  had  the 
advice    of    the    two    experts,    Colonel 
Majendie  and  Sir  F.  Abel,  and  no  more 
able     experts     could     be     found,      he 
4Supposed,    if   they   searched    the  conn- 
try  over.     Not  only  that,  but  they  had 
also   the   assistance    of    Dr.   Anderson. 
He  was  informed,  it  was  true,  that  Colonel 
M*Clintock  did  acquiesce  in  what  was 
proposed  at  a  meeting  which  took  place 
between  Dr.  Anderson  and  Colonel  Soye. 
The  proceedings  were  reduced  to  writing, 
and  a  precis  of  what  was  agreed  upon 
was  drawn  up.     It  was  sent  to  Colonel 
M'Clintock,  who  made  no  objection  for 
10  days,  and  then  wrote  that  he  could  be 
no  party  to  the  reconstruction  proposed. 
But  the  case  was  urgent.     They  could 
not  wait  until  Colonel  M'Clintock  was 
convinced.      They   had   the  opinion  of 
experts,  and   they  could   not   take   the 
opinion   of    Colonel   M'Clintock   before 
theirs.     It  would  have  been  impossible 
to  have  left  him  to  superintend  the  re- 
construction of  the  works  on  principles 
he   dissented   from.      In   these   circum- 
stances,  he    took   the  responsibility   of 
dispensing    with    Colonel    M*Clintock's 
services ;  and  that  was  the  whole  story. 

Mr.  HANBUBY  said,  the  site  had 
never  been  mentioned  before  this  tune. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNERMAN 

said,  ho  quite  agreed  with  that. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  understood 
that  what  Colonel  M'Clintock  objected 
to  was  the  site  and  the  placing  of  the 
buildings  so  close  together. 

.  Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNEBMAN 
Mud|  whether  it  was  a  question  of  the 


site  or  one  of  the  proposed  reeonstmotaoo 
they   had  the  approval  of  the  highest 
authorities  who  could  be  consulted,  aod 
he  could  not  go  in  opposition  to  them. 
Lord    Sandhurst's    Committee  reported 
that  the  accumulation  of  explosives  in  a 
dangerous  form  should  be  avoided  as  far 
as  possible  ;  and  that  was  the  principle 
on  which  they  were  going.     It  was  pro- 
posed to  send  all  the  cordite  to  the  iaiaod 
and  to  restrict  within  moderate  limits  the 
quantity  of  nitro-glycerine  in  any  of  the 
houses  at  one  time  ;  and  with  these  pre- 
cautions   they   were  assured   that  they 
might  count  upon  a  reasonable  degree  of 
safety.     That  was  the  advice  of  the  ex- 
perts,  and   the  course    intended   to    be 
taken   was   founded   upon  their  advice. 
But   the  urgency  at  the   moment    was 
great,  and  it  was  necessary  to  act  without 
any  delay.     The  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ferred to  litigation  which  had  been  going 
on.     It  was  not  long  since  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman   was   pointing   at   him    (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)    and     asking     if 
there   was    to   be  a   compromise.     The 
appeal   was   now  in  the  Lords,  but  the 
litigation  had  gone  in  favour  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  should  like  to  know  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  again  suggest 
compromise.     Now  that  the  restrictions 
had  been  removed,  they  were  proceeding 
with  every  possible  urgency  and  speed  to 
restore  the  works  at  Waltham  so  as  to 
manufacture     the    material    themselves. 
Not  content  with  that,  they  had  called 
for  tenders  from  more  than  one  source,  so 
that  in  case  of  emergency  they  would  be 
able    to  fall   back   on   those   additional 
sources.      He  did  not  think  he  need  saj 
more  with  regard  to  Colonel  MK^lintock. 
With  regard  to  cordite,  the  experiments 
with  guns,  both  large  and  small,  had  been 
entirely  satbfactory.     As  to  the  Brennan 
torpedo,   no    doubt    a    large    sum    bad 
been   paid,   but   Mr.   Brennan   and    his 
assistants  had   been   most   usefully   and 
strenuously     employed     at      Chatham. 
He    thought    that    what    Mr.  Brennan 
received  was  £3,000  and  not  £7,000,  bat, 
of  course,  there  would  be  a  reduction  in 
the  future.     But  whatever  arrangements 
were  arrived  at  he  eould  testify  to  the 
success  of  the  torpedo  and  to  the  inge- 
nuity of   Mr.  Brennan*s   inventions  in 
regard  to  it,  having  himself  witnessed 
last  autumn  a  most  interesting  series  of 
experiments. 
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Mr.  BRODRICK:    Has    the  secret 
been  kept  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Yes,  the  secret  is  to  be  kept.  He  would 
come  now  to  some  questions  asked  of  him 
bj  the  hou.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal- 
way.  The  number  of  Lee-Metford  rifles 
which  was  to  be  supplied  this  year  was 
56,000.  The  ammunition  would  be  the 
same  for  carbines  and  rifles.  As  to  the 
supply  in  store  of  ammunition,  he  thought 
he  could  not,  in  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service,  state  that.  He  did  not  pro- 
fess to  regard  it  as  satisfactory.  There 
had  been  exceptional  delay,  and  they 
were  behind  what  he  should  like  to  see 
in  this  matter.  As  to  converting  the 
Martini-Henry  rifle  into  the  Lee-Metfoid, 
they  proposed  to  turn  out  27,000  this 
year.  He  had  also  been  asked  how  long 
the  new  rifle  would  last  with  the  smoke- 
less powder,  and  he  thought  he  might 
say  aboat  15  years.  It  was  to  be  remem- 
bered, when  considering  the  question  of 
substituting  cordite  far  black  powder, 
that  the  change  required  that  many  ex- 
perimental improvements  should  be  tried. 
Besides  taking  time,  these  all  cost  money, 
and  it  was  particularly  unfortunate  that 
the  change  should  have  occurred  in  a 
year  like  the  present,  when  so  much  was 
being  spent  on  another  branch  of  our 
national  armament. 

CoLoi^EL  LOCKWOOD  said,  he  had 
listened  with  interest  to  what  had  been 
said  with  regard  to  Colonel  M'Clintock, 
but  he  could  not  help  saying  that  there  was 
a  very  unpleasant  feeling  abroad  that  that 
officer  had  been  sacrificed  in  the  supposed 
interests  of  economy.  He  gathered  from 
what  had  been  said  that  the  Government 
intended  to  carry  on  their  works  at  Wal- 
tham  Abbey  much  in  the  same  way  as 
they  did  before  the  explosions  occurred, 
and  he  thought  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Waltham  were  fully  justified  in  the 
representations  that  they  had  made  re- 
garding the  accidents,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  consider  what  were 
the  proper  stepd  to  take  at  once  without 
waiting  to  make  any  farther  inquiries 
into  the  matter.  The  question  of  the 
manufactory  remaining  there  interested 
his  constituents  in  two  ways.  It  gave 
work  to  a  great  many,  and  for  that  reason 
they  did  not  desire  that  it  should  be 
moved  elsewhere ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
.they  considered  that  not  sufficient  pre- 


cautions were  taken  in  the  manufacture 
of  the  powder.  He  also  wished  to  know 
when  the  Report  of  Colonel  Majendie 
would  be  received  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said  that,  cousideriug  the  extreme 
delicacy  of  the  inquiry,  he  thought  they 
could  not  say  that  there  had  been  any 
undue  delay  in  presenting  the  Report. 
Whatever  delay  had  occurred  was  due  to 
the  great  pressure  of  work  that  prevented 
Colonel  Majendie  devoting  the  whole  of 
his  time  to  the  inquiry.  He  believed, 
however,  that  the  Report  would  be  re- 
ceived within  a  few  days. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  said,  that 
without  having  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee before  them  he  did  not  feel 
justified  in  discussing  the  decision  at 
which  the  War  Office  had  arrived.  He 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  was  the 
determination  of  the  War  Office  to  erect 
the  new  buildings  after  the  style  of  those 
that  were  blown  down,  and  within  the 
same  distance  from  the  town.  He  also 
inquired  whether  the  men  that  would  be 
employed  in  their  erection  would  be 
under  the  control  of  the  contractor,  or 
whether  they  would  be  under  the  guid- 
ance of  the  War  Office  direct. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
replied  that  the  War  Office  would  employ 
their  own  workmen. 

Colonel    LOCKWOOD     said,    he 
wished  to  say  a  word  about  the  resigna- 
tion   of    Colonel   M'Clintock.     He  had 
had    always    understood    that    Colonel 
M'Clinlock  was  a  verv  able  man.     He 
understood  that  Colonel  M^Clintock  was 
getting  about  £900  a  year.     His  general 
impression  of  the  case  was  that  there 
was   a  difference  of  opinion  upon  this 
question    of    reconstruction,    and     that 
Colonel     M'Clintock*s     views    did    not 
happen  to  be  on  the  side  of  economy. 
There   was    no    question    that   Colonel 
M^Clintock  interfered  in  the  interests  of 
safety,  as  was  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  represented  the  district  in  which 
Waltham  Abbey  was  situated.      Anyone 
acquainted    with    factories    knew    that 
military  discipline  did  not  apply  to  those 
cases,  and  it  would  not  do  to  apply  mili- 
tary discipline    to    factories   that   were 
supposed  to  be  on  a  civil  footing.      Two 
of  the  three  persons  were  the  inventor  of 
the  explosive  and  the  inventor  of  the 
machines  for  producing  it,  Dr.  Anderson 
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and  Sir  Frederick  Abel,  so  that  two  out 
of  the  three  were  closely  coDiiected  witU 
the  iuvention.  Anjooe  could  make  au 
explosive  that  would  not  give  auy  smoke 
and  that  coujd  be  fired  out  of  a  gun,  but 
the  great  difficulty  was  to  get  an  explo- 
sive that  was  safe.  Cordite  was  a  toler- 
ably safe  article  to  use,  but  Colonel 
M^Clintock  was  thinking  of  the  safety 
of  Waltham  Abbey  and  of  the  workmen, 
and  he  interfered  on  their  behalf. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAN^^ERMAN  : 
There  has  been  no  explosion  of  cordite  at 
aU. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  all  these 
explosives  that  were  used  for  four  or  five 
years  went  on  safely,  and  then  developed 
faults  arising  from  impurities,  because 
when  perfectly  pure  they  were  harmless, 
but  after  a  time  there  was  a  certain 
amount  of  danger ;  still,  as  they  must  have 
the  explosive,  they  incurred  the  danger. 
There  was  nothing  more  natural  than 
that  the  two  inventors  should  consider, 
on  the  whole,  that  uitro-glyceriue  was 
tolerably  safe,  and  should  be  rather  per- 
sistent in  following  their  own  opinions 
for  its  manufacture.  He  (Colonel  Nolan) 
was  on  Lord  Morley^s  Committee,  and  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
recollect  that  the  Committee  drew  a  con- 
siderable distinction  between  Waltham 
Abbey  and  other  factories,  and  thought 
that  it  should  be  placed  under  the  con- 
trol of  an  artillery  officer.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  pointed  to 
a  difference  in  the  position  of  Waltham 
Abbey,  and  all  other  Government  estab- 
lishments. It  was  the  profession  of  an 
artillery  officer  to  understand  explosives, 
whereas  it  was  not  the  profession  of  a 
practical  engineer.  No  doubt  an  engineer 
when  placed  in  contact  with  explosives 
would  come  to  understand  their  nature,  i 
but  he  could  not  be  such  an  authority  as 
an  artillery  officer  whose  profession  it 
was  to  understand  them.  Colonel 
M^Clintock  wrote  a  letter  in  which  hf 
insisted  upon  certain  precautions  being 
taken  for  the  sake  of  safety.  Perhaps 
he  was  wrong,  but  it  was  not  a  very 
great  fault,  and  to  be  ordered  to  resign 
or  be  dismissed  was  a  very  heavy  punish- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
might  consider  Colonel  M'Clintock  was 
not  particularly  suited  for  the  post  and 
might  be  better  fitted  for  some  other 
poat,    but  to  drive  him  away  without 
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compensating  him  in  aome  wnj  for  the 
loss  of  his  office  would  not  only  be  to  do 
a  pretty  hard  thing,  biU  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  people  in  future 
from  interfering  on  the  side  of  safety. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  said^ 
he  had  been  very  disappoiuted  that  neither 
the  Financial  Secretary  nor  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  went  more  fully  into 
the  question  of  the  division  of  work  be- 
tween   the    Government    factories    and 
private  firms.      It  was  a  matter  that 
received    great  attention   at   the   handa 
of  the  late  Mr.  Stanhope  and  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Brodrick).     Thia 
Vote  involved  an  expenditure  of  some 
two  millions  of  money,  and  it  was  neces- 
sary they  should  do  what  they  could  to 
spend  as  much  of  that  in  the  country  aa 
they   could.      The    Financial  Secretary 
told  them  that  encouragement  had  been 
offered    to    private   firms   to   Uy   down 
plant  to  meet  the  Government  require- 
ments, and  ?iVB  large  firms  in  Sheffield 
had  laid  out  a  sum  of  upwards  of  half  a 
million  sterling  in  direct  response  to  the 
Government  invitation,  therefore  it  had 
been    very    disappointing    to    them   on 
many  occasions  at  finding  the  work  la 
the      arsenals     was    rather     increasing 
than     diminishing.         He     could     not 
help    thinking    that    the    policy    which 
had     been      pursued      by      the      War 
Office  in  developing  and  extending  the 
work  in  the  Government  establishmenta 
was  rather  detrimental  than  otherwise  to 
the  Public    Service;     for  it    prevented 
manufacturers  and  capitalists  from  put- 
ting their  money  into  industrial   enter- 
prises  which   would    be  useful   in  pro- 
ducing warlike  stores   for  the  country^ 
It  should  be  clearly  laid  down  by  the 
War    Department  what-  propoition    of 
work  should  be  done  in  each  year  by  pri- 
vate   firms     and   in      the    Government 
factories.     In  another  matter,  that  of  tbe 
quick-firing  machine  gun,  the  results  of  . 
recent  operations  in   South  Africa  bad 
shown  these  guns  would  be  of  enonnoua 
use  in    future    warfare.      The    Maxim 
Company  had  laid  out  a  very  large  sum 
of  money,  he  believed  £1,500,000,    in 
plant,   and  were  making  every  prepara* 
tion   to  turn  out  quiek-firiog  guns,  be* 
lieving  they    would  be  sure  of  a  large  - 
number    of    ordeni    at    the  hands    of 
the  Government;    but,  instead  of  that^ 
they     found     that     the      Govertuneat 
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were  tunuog  out  quick-^ing  gans  on 
their  own  account  in  the  arsenals.  He 
was  disappointed  also  that  the  Financial 
Secretary  did  not  take  advantage  ol  the 
opportunitj  this  Vote  gave  him  to  tell 
the  Committee  the  steps  which  the  War 
OfSce  had  taken  to  ensure  that  all  con* 
tracts  that  were  placed  with  private 
firms  should  secure  that  the  articles 
made  should  he  produced  in  this  country. 
In  the  Return  he  referred  to  earlier  in 
the  evening  of  contracts  with  foreigners, 
it  was  true  thev  did  not  see  any  item  for 
shell  placed  with  France,  and  he  thought 
it  would  he  well  if  the  Financial 
Secretary  could  take  this  opportunity  to 
tell  them  that  the  expenditure  of 
£19,520  up  to  the  28  th  of  Fehruary  of 
last  year  for  shell,  placed  with  a  French 
firm  instead  of.  an  English  firm,  was  a 
mistake,  and  that  so  far  as  the  War  De- 
partment ivas  concerned  it  should  never 
occur  again.  He  would  not  further  tres- 
pass on  the  attention  of  the  Committee, 
but  he  did  earnestly  hope  that  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  would  bear  in  mind  the  enor- 
mous sums  which  private  firms  expended 
in  plant,  and  how  very  discouraging  it 
was  when  the  orders  that  came  in 
were  so  few  and  far  between.  If  it 
was  considered  necessary  for  the 
safety  of  the  country  to  have, 
so  to  speak,  auxiliary,  arsenals  for  the 
supply  of  warlike  materials,  then  every- 
thing should  not  be  turned  out  from 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  a  place  which  might 
be  seized  by  an  invader,  in  which  case 
the  Government  of  the  country  would 
be  Lu  a  serious  position.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  get  a  fair  and  clear 
statement  upon  this  question ;  that  the 
Financial  Secretary  would  tell  them 
what  portion  of  the  orders  for  warlike 
stores  required  by  the  Government  would 
be  given  to  private  firms,  and  that  he 
would  take  the  greatest  care  that  no  zeal 
— laudable  zeal  on  the  part  of  the  Arsenal 
officials — should  allow  that  raargife^uid 
proportion  on  any  ground  to  be  exoeeoSi^ 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  he  had  paid  great  atten- 
tion to  the  Debate,  so  far  as  listening  to 

it  was  ooncemed,  and,  so  far  as  he  could 
understand,  Colonel  M^Clintock  was  dis- 
missed because  he.  oonsidered  the  pro- 
posal ^to  rebuild  Waltham  Abbey  upon 
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the  same  sito  would  probably  give  rise  to- 
some  serioua  accidents. 

Mb.  C AMPBELL  -  B ANNERM an 
said,  h^  wished  to  state  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly that  Colonel  M^Clintock  was  dis* 
missed  because  he  dissented  from  the 
manner  in  which  the  buildings  were  to 
be  constructed,  having  assented  to  it  & 
short  time  before ;  and  the  matter  being 
urgent  it  was  obviously  undesirable  the 
reconstruction  should  be  placed  under  the 
control  of  one  who  had,  since  he  assented 
to  it,  disapproved  of  it. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  said, 
that  what  Colonel  M^Clintock  objected 
to  also  was  the  site,  and  it  was  only 
right  that  an  officer  in  his  position  should 
represent  his  views  to  a  Department  like 
the  War  Office.  He  knew  that  the 
War  Office  did  not  like  that;  that 
when  an  order  was  given  it  should 
be  carried  out,  but  he  thought  that 
an  officer  was  justified  in  representing 
his  views  where  the  lives  of  others  were 
dependent  upon  him ;  whether  he  ori* 
ginally  agreed  with  the  others  or  not,  if 
upon  further  reflection  he  thought  the 
lives  of  the  men  would  be  jeopardised 
then  it  was  his  duty  to  report.  As  to 
Colonel  M^Clintock's  employment  there, 
that  was  another  matl;er.  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  confidence  in  him  he  could 
not  blame  them  for  not  retaining  him,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  ought  to  be  properly 
provided  for  in  a  suitable  position.  He 
knew  it  was  easy  to  get  along  whilst 
they  sailed  with  the  stream,  and  that 
they  must  not  make  any  representations 
to  their  superior  officers  that  did  not  fall 
in  with  their  views.  He  hoped  that  the 
fears  formed  by  Colonel  M'Clintock 
would  not  be  justified  ;  but  if  they  were 
justified  a  very  great  responsibility  would 
rest  upon  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
and  those  who  were  his  advisers. 

Mr.     CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  thought  he  ought  to  add  to  what 
he  had   already   said,   that  whilst   this 
action,   this    expression    of    opinion    of 
Colonel  M^Clintock  was  the  in^mediate 
cause  of  his  being  dismissed,  they  had' 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  was  not  ar 
fit  officer  for  the  post,  not  from  anything: 
that  in  the  least  degree  detracted  from 
his  merits,  but  that  he  was  not  the  right- 
man  in  the  right  place; 

«Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  continue  the  discussion,  as  he  thought* 
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it  wag  evident  that  a  full  disoassioii 
before  the  Report  of  the  inquiry  was 
before  them  was'  hardly  possible ;  but  he 
would  like  to  say  that  before  going  to 
Waltham  Abbey  the  name  of  Colonel 
M^Clintock  was  most  favourably  known  in 
connection  with  the  manufacture  of  rifles 
and  his  administration  of  the  Sparkbrook 
Factory,  and  he  should  be  very  sorry  if  the 
services  of  Colonel  M*Cliutock  were  lost 
to  the  Public  Service.  He  would  urge, 
therefore,  that  under  the  circumstances  it 
would  only  be  reasonable  to  allow  the 
Vote  to  be  taken  so  that  they  might 
proceed  to  the  next  Vote,  which  was  the 
Working  Vote,  and  which  raised  some 
important  questions. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £832,600,  be 
ffranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Royal  Engineer  Saperiatcnding  StaflE, 
and  Expenditure  for  Royal  Engineer  Works, 
Buildings,  and  Repaira,  at  Home  and  Abroad 
(including  Purchases),  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March,  1895;' 

Mr.  CLANCY  (DubHn  Co.,  N.) 
said,  he  wished,  in  connection  with  this 

Vote,  to  draw  attention  to  a  matter  of 

considerable  importance  to  the  City  of 
Dublin.  He  referred  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  acting 
on  the  advice  of  the  staff  of  the  Sanitary 
Committee  in  the  matter  of  the  main 
drainage  of  the  City  of  Dublin.  He  (Mr. 
Clancy)  thought  that  a  very  brief  retro- 
spect would  make  the  matter  clear  to  the 
Committee.  A  Bill  was  passed  after 
much  effort  and  expense  on  the  part  of 
the  Corporation  of  Dnblin  for  the  execu- 
tion of  a  much  needed  main  drainage 
scheme.  Part  of  that  scheme  involved 
carryiug  part  of  the  main  drainage  right 
under  the  Pigeon  House  Fort,  which  was 
a  building  used  as  a  military  stores,  in 
the  occupation  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  In  the  Act  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  was  empowered  to  put  a 
▼eio  upon  the  project  in  case  he  and  his 
advisers  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
oarrying  the  drainage  under  the  Fort 
would  be  dangerous  to  the  health  of  the 
troops,  and  he  understood  that  a  state- 
ment to  that  effect  was  made  by  the  mili- 
tary sanitary  staff,  in  consequence  of  which 

Mr.  Bfodrick 


the  right  hon.  Oeotleman  rat  bis  veto 
upon  the  oonstmotion.  He  (M^  Clancry) 
did  not  intend  to-night  to  ditenss  the 
question  as  to  whether  the  right  faoo* 
Gentleman^s  advisefs  were  correct  is  this 
matter,  or  whether  the  advisers  of  tbe 
Corporation  were  in  the  right,  bnt  he  had 
to  point  out  that  at  all  events  this  Inight 
be  said,  that  though  the  advisers  of  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  were  competent 
gentlemen  in  their  way,  the  adviser?  Of 
the  Corporation  were  equally  conlpetent 
and  justified  the  Corporation  in  pressing 
this  matter  on  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment at  every  available  opportunity. 
It  seemed  to  him  the  Government  had 
acted  in  this  matter  with  very  unreason- 
able delay.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  need  to  be 
told  that  the  urgency  of  this  scheme 
of  main  drainage  had  lon^  since 
been  admitted,  and  that  the  condition  of 
the  River  Liffey,  as  nearly  everyone  said, 
was  disgraceful,  and  it  was  certainly  a 
very  cnrions  thing  that  the  moment  an 
Act  of  Parliament  was  passed  for  carrying 
out  a  scheme  of  main  drainage 

The  CHAIRMAN :  This  matter  is 
one  that  should  come  up  upon  Vote  12, 
and  not  upon  this  Vote. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  he  understood 
the  Vote  had  reference  to  the  engineering 
department,  and  with  great  respect  to 
the  Chauman  he  thought  it  would  be  as 
well  •  to  have  the  discussion  upon  this 
Vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  There  is  no 
money  taken  for  it  under  this  Vote. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.),  upon 
a  point  of  Order,  said  Item  A  referred  to 
the  Royal  Engineering  staff,  and  this 
Vote  was  what  that  staff  was  paid  oat 
of,  and  surely  they  might  move  to  reduce 
their  salaries  for  giving  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  bad  advice  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  matter  was 
referred  to  the  Sanitary  Committee,  and 
on  that  account  it  should  come  on 
Vote  12. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  The  Militaiy 
Sanitory  Committee  are  paid  out  of  this 
money. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  hon.  Member  can  bring  !t  on  upon 
the  War  Office  Vote,  in  which  the  In- 
spector Generars  salary  comes,  or  upon 
my  salary,  or  on  Vote  12,  which  in- 
cludes the  payments  for  the  Annj  Sani« 


1037  Supply^ Army  {&  Jew  1B94}  Estimates^  1894^5.        IW9 


tary  Committee,  for  whose  advioe  thie 
matter  was  referred. 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  there  were  so 
many  courses  opeo  to  him  that  he  thought 
it  might  be  just  as  coayenietit  if  he  took 
the  discussion  upon  this  Vote,  which  was 
the  Vote  for  pajiog  the  meb  who  actually 
gave  the  advice. 

The  chairman  :  I  am  afraid  that 
would  be  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  I  understand  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  will  afford  me  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  this  matter  for- 
ward  upon  tbe  Vote  for  his  own  salary  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
On  Vote  12  or  Vote  13. 

Sir  a.  ACLAND-HOOD  (Somerset, 
Wellington)  said,  he  wished  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote,  his  object  being  to 
draw  attention  to  the  question  of  the 
drainage  of  the  new  barracks 

Sir  a.  HAYTER  (Walsall),  on  a 
point  of  Order,  said,  he  wished  to  ask  a 
question  on  Sub-head  D,  and  if  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote  was  moved  he  should  be 
shut  out  ? 

The  chairman  ;  That  would  be  so. 
•Sir  a.  HAYTER  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  for  an  explanation  of  the  increase  of 
£2,000  for  the  fencing  and  repairs  of 
Government  grounds  which  were  let. 
The  cost  of  fencing  and  repairs  had 
stood  at  £3,000  for  many  years.  He  had 
supposed  the  increase  was  owing  to  the 
large  increase  in  the  lands  let  by  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  found  that^  on  the  contrary, 
the  income  had  decreased  from  £31,500  a 
year  to  £26,000  ;  therefore,  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
explain  why  the  expense  for  fencing  and 
repairs  had  increased  this  year  from 
£3,000  to  £5,000  ? 

Sir  a.  ACLAND-HOOD  said,  his 
object  in  moving  a  reduction  of  the  Vote 
was  to  draw  attention  to  the  question  of 
the  drainage  of  the  barracks  at  the 
Wellington  Lines,  Aldershot.  These 
lines  had  not  been  repaired  since  he  was 
at  Aldershot,  and  if  a  private  person 
built  a  house,  and  soon  afterwards  found 
that  it  required  to  be  remodelled  in  con- 
sequence of  the  defective  drainage,  he 
would  either  have  a  legal  remedy  against 
the  builder  or  he  would  take  care  that 
neither  he  nor  his  friends  employed  the 
builder  again.  And  this  was  not  a 
solitary  instance  of  want  of  intelligence 
and  want  of  knowledge  of  ordinary 
drainage  procedure  on  the  part  of  the 


Royal  Engineers,  for  it  frequently  hap^ 
pened  that  when  the  Royal  Engineers 
took  to  bnilding  barracks  the  whole  thing 
had  to  be  re-done.  Of  course,  it  was  an 
economy  to  tbe  Public  Service  to  employ 
military  labour  as  far  as  they  could,  but 
when  it  resulted  in  an  expenditure  of 
£3,000  to  re-model  the  drainage,  instead 
of  being  an  economy  it  became  ex- 
pensive. Another  question  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  was  in  regard  to  the 
barracks  in  London.  Only  so  far  back 
as  last  September  a  serious  outbreak  of 
diphtheria  at  Wellington  Barracks,  Lon- 
don, resulted  in  tbe  loss  of  many  lives. 
The  medical  officers  in  charge  of  those 
barracks  reported  upon  the  out- 
break, and  the  commanding  officer 
reported  upon  it  again  and  again* 
The  correspondence  went  on  for  three  or 
four  months,  the  medical  officers  reporting 
over  and  over  again  that  the  nuisance 
made  the  barracks  unfit  for  occupation 
and  the  commanding  officer  also  sending 
in  complaints.  The  medical  officers  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  the  drainage 
in  this  part  of  the  barracks  required  entire 
reconstruction.  During  the  correspond- 
ence a  distinct  undertaking  was  given 
that  the  matter  should  be  temporarily 
attended  to,  and  that  the  reconstruction 
of  this  part  of  the  drainage  should  be 
put  upon  the  Army  Estimates  of  1894-5. 
He  could  not  see  anywhere  in  the  Esti- 
mates that  provision  was  made  for 
remedying  the  defects.  As  an  owner  of 
a  certain  amount  of  cottage  and  house 
property,  he  knew  that  if  he  allowed 
a  nuisance  of  the  sort  to  exist  he  would 
be  compelled  by  the  Rural  Sanitary 
Authority  to  put  the  drains  in  proper 
order.  He  thought  the  War  Office 
should  be  under  a  similar  obligation. 
Nothing  was  more  important  than  the 
health  of  our  soldiers,  and  in  London, 
where  the  men  had  fewer  opportunities  of 
getting  fresh  air  than  they  had  else- 
where, it  was  essential  that  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  barracks  should  be  made 
as  good  as  possible.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  into  consideration, 
as  he  would  have  to  do  if  he  remained  in 
Ofii^e  long,  the  general  condition  of  the 
Wellington  Barracks  he  would  find  that 
he  had  a  very  expensive  business  to  deal 
with.  Only  a  few  years  ago  a  serious 
fire  was  caused  by  the  way  in  which  the 
barracks  were  built.  There  was  a  good 
deal  of  oatcry  in  the  Press  at  the  time, 
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bnt  nothing  had  been  done  to  remedy  the 
struetaral  defects.  As  he  thought  it  was 
reallj  time  that  some  alteration  was 
made,  he  moved  the  reduction  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Item  N  (Barrackfi  and  Bifle  Bangea^ 
be  reduced  by  £500."— (i^ir  A.  Acland-Hood,) 

Mb.  CAIN£  (Bradford,  £.)  said,  he 
had  a  similar  complaint  to  that  just  put 
forward  to  make  with  regard  to  the  Brad- 
ford  Barracka4      The  Government  ap- 
peared to  be  spending  vast  sums  of  money 
on  new  barracks,  whilst  the  old  barracks 
that   were  still  in  use  were  allowed  to 
fall    into    a  very    insanitary    condition. 
Some  time  ago  he  went  round  the  Brad- 
ford Barracks  with  the  authorities  there, 
and  he  therefore  knew  what  their  con- 
dition   was.     They     were    intended    to 
accommodate  240   men,   but  they    were 
always  in  a  completely  congested  condi- 
tion when  they  were  used  for  depot  work. 
At  the  time  of  the  coal  strike  upwards  of 
400   men   were  crowded  into  them,  and 
even  the  recreation  rooms  were  used  as 
sleeping  quarters.     The  worst  thing   at 
the  barracks  was  the  hospital,  which  was 
antiquated  and  practically  useless,  as  it 
could   not   be  warmed  in  winter.     Cer- 
tainly if  a  soldier  got  bronchitis,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  put  him  into  the  hospital.     The  old 
workshops  were  used  as  dormitories,  and 
there  were  practically  no  workshops  or 
quartermaster's  store-rooms.     The  guard- 
room was  very  unhealthy,  could  not  be 
ventilated,  and  was    never    used.     The 
offices  were  crowded  and  congested  and 
w^^  altogether  unfit  for  the  use  of  the 
staff.     The  plumbing  also  was  all  out  of 
order,  and  during  the  hard  frosts  of  last 
winter  there  was  no  supply  of  water  for 
five  weeks  except  from  a  stand-pipe  out- 
side.    There   were   no  stables    for   the 
officers*  chargers,  which  had  consequently 
to    be    stabled  at    a  liveryman's  in  the 
neighbourhood.  One  man,  who  said  he  bad 
had  20  years'  experience  of  barraek  life, 
had  told  him  that  he  had  never  been  in 
such  bad  barracks  as  those  at  Bradford. 
He    (Mr,   Caine)  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  would  put  these  barracks  into 
decent    order,  and    so    get    rid    of  the 
scandal  which  now  existed. 

Sir  F.  FITZWYGBAM  (South 
Hants,  Fareham)  said,  he  wanted  to  make 
^  inquiry    respecting  the  proposal  to 

Sir  A.  Aciand'HtHxi 
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re-model  the  drainage  of  the  Wellington 
Lines  at  Aldershot.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  engineer  had  forgotten  to 
drain  the  lines  or  whether  the  work  waa 
badly  done  ?  Some  years  ago,  when  he 
was  Inspector  of  Cavalry,  the  whole  of  the 
barracks  at  Windsor  were  pulled  to  pieces, 
and  yet  he  saw  that  a  large  sum  was  now 
needed  for  reconstructing  the  drainage. 
He  wanted  to  know  what  possible 
ingenuity  on  the  part  of  the  engineers, 
who  had  never  been  very  cheap  in  the 
execution  of  their  work,  could  render  it 
necessary  to  re-model  the  drainage  of 
perfectly  new  barracks  ?  There  was  the 
case  of  the  Government  House  at  Ports- 
month,  which  was  built  about  12  years 
ago  and  occupied  for  a  year  or  two  by 
IVince  Edward  of  Saxe- Weimar.  When 
Sir  George  Willis  went  there  with  a 
young  family  they  all  got  ill,  and  all  the 
drainage  had  to  be  taken  up.  When  the 
Duke  of  Connaught  went  there  a  few 
years  afterwards  Her  Majesty  sent 
down  a  special  expert  to  report  on  the 
drainage.  The  expert  condemned  the 
whole  system,  and  every  single  item  was 
taken  to  pieces  again.  He  wanted  to 
know  what  the  system  of  the  Royal 
Engineers  could  be  when  it  should  be 
necessary  to  have  three  different  drainage 
systems  adopted  in  a  single  house  in  a 
period  of  12  years  ?  If  he  got  a  sensible 
answer  to  that  question  he  should  be  very 
much  surprised. 

Sir  H.  FLETCHER  (Sussex,  Lewes) 
said,  he  wished  to  join  in  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Somerset  (Sir  A. 
Aoland-Hood)with  regard  to  the  Welling- 
ton Barracks.  As  an  old  Guardsman,  he 
knew  that  for  some  time  these  barracks 
had  been  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  state. 
The  health  of  the  Guardsmen  ought  to 
be  one  of  the  first  things  to  be  considered 
by  the  War  Office  authorities.  Their 
duties  confined  them  to  London  during 
the  greater  part  of  the  year,  and  it  was 
well  known  that,  owing  to  the  night- 
work  they  had  to  do  in  the  immediate 
neighbonrhood  of  St.  James's  Park,  tbey 
suffered  more  from  pulmonary  complaints 
than  men  in  any  other  portion  of  the 
Army.  He  trusted  that  the  Secretary 
for  War  should  take  immediate  steps  to 
put  the  Wellington  Barracks  into  a  proper 
sanitary  condition^ 

Mr.  HA^BURY  said,  the  qnesCioo 
of  the  drainage  of  public  buildings 
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one  that  did  not  affect  the  War  Office 
onlj,  but  it  affected  the  War  Office  jiar- 
ticularly,  inasmuch  as  the  House  had 
recently  voted  very  large  sums  of  monej 
to  the  War  Office  to  enable  them  to  put 
the  barracks  into  proper  order.  He 
thought  the  time  had  come  when  the 
House  should  be  informed  what  use  had 
been  made  of  that  money.  Lord  Wolseley 
the  other  day  said  that  the  £4,000,000 
that  had  been  spent  would  be  a  mere 
drop  in  the  bucket  compared  with  the 
expenditure  that  would  be  necessary  if 
the  barracks  generally  were  to  be  put 
into  anything  like  a  sanitary  condition. 
The  question  was  one  of  the  greatest 
importance,  inasmuch  as  the  lives  of  our 
soldiers  depended  upon  the  sanitary  state 
of  the  buildings  in  which  they  lived. 
Up  to  a  few  years  ago  the  state  of  the 
barracks  at  Malta  and  Cape  Towu  was 
worse  than  anything  in  this  country. 
He  knew  that  small  sums  had  been  spent 
upon  those  barracks  year  after  year,  but 
he  thought  that  there  ought  to  be  some 
distinct  assurance  from  the  Secretary  for 
War  that  they  were  at  last  in  a  sanitary 
condition.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (Sir  F,  FitzWygram)  had  rather 
blamed  the  engineers.  He  (Mr.  Han-. 
bury)  believed  the  engineers  were  to 
blame,  but  there  were  others  who  were 
also  to  blame.  He  had  never  yet  been 
able  to  ascertain  who  was  the  particular 
officer  who  was  responsible  for  the 
drainage  of  the  barracks.  There  appeared 
to  be  three  sets  of  officers  who  were  re- 
sponsible. Under  one  paragraph  of  the 
Regulations  the  principal  medical  officer 
in  a  district  was  responsible  for  the  whole 
of  the  arrangements  in  his  district,  but 
every  medical  officer  who  had  to  deal 
with  any  barracks  had  to  report  as  to 
their  sanitary  condition.  There  was  also 
a  special  sanitary  officer  whose  precise 
title  he  did  not  remember,  so  that  there 
were  three  sets  of  men  who  were  respon- 
sible. But  on  whose  shoulders  could 
the  blame  be  laid  for  the  insanitary 
condition  of  any  barracks  ?  He  was  not 
sure  that  the  blame  could  be  laid  on  the 
medical  officers.  He  was  told  that 
when  new  barracks  had  to  be  taken 
over  by  a  Board  of  Officers,  the  engineer 
officer,  who  had  possibly  designed  the 
building,  sat  on  the  board,  but  the 
medical  officer  was  not  allowed  to  have  a 
seat  upon  it,  although  he  would  have  to 
be  responsible  for  the  sanitation  of  the 
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barracks.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there 
waiS  a  strange  shirking  of  responsibility 
in  the  matter.  He  was  certain  that, 
unless  some  definite  principle  was  arrived 
at  of  making  the  right  person  responsible 
in  these  matters,  barracks  would  remain 
in  an  unsanitary  condition.  He  hoped 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  be  able  to 
assure  the  Committee  that  that  would  be 
done. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  drainage  works  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Wellington  Lines  would  be 
undertaken  at  once.  With  regard  to  the 
married  quarters,  the  recommendations  of 
the  commanding  officer  in  respect  to  them 
had  all  been  carried  out.  As  to  the  Go- 
vernment House  at  Portsmouth,  no  doubt 
that  was  a  somewhat  remarkable  building 
in  many  respects  ;  but  he  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  there  were  experi- 
ences everyone  underwent  in  their  own 
houses.  No  sooner  did  they  get  the 
drainage  re-modelled  and  arranged  by  one 
high  authority  than  another  declared  it 
must  be  radically  altered.  They  were 
working  on  in  these  sanitary  improve- 
ments as  well  as  they  could,  and  this 
year  the  works  at  several  barracks,  in- 
cluding Belfast,  Canterbury,  and  Windsor, 
would  be  taken  in  hand. 

•SirF.S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said  that, 
as  one  who  had  been  actively  engaged 
on  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Committee, 
he  desired  to  impress  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  necessity  for  attending  in 
the  most  careful  manner  to  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  barracks.  It  was  not  long 
since  they  had  grave  complaints  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  barracks  in  Dublin, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  discredit  had 
been  removed  as  it  ought  to  have  been 
removed.  He  had  the  honour  of  the 
acquaintance  of  some  of  the  military 
officers  at  Shoeburyness,  and  complaints 
had  been  made  to  him  that  the  condition 
of  the  barracks  owing  to  certain  works 
in  the  neighbourhood  was  not  favour  ible 
to  the  distinguished  corps  stationed  there. 
He  was  also  aware  that  the  barracks 
at  Bradford,  where  he  spent  part  of  the 
autumn^  was  not  what  it  ought  to  be. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  the  matter  his 
most  earnest  attention. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
appealed  to  the  Committee  to  agree  to  the 
Vote  now,  and  he  would  answer  anything 
(eft  unattended  to  on  the  Report  st^ge. 
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General  GOLD8WOBTHY  (Ham- 
mersinith)  said,  there  were  several 
Members  still  who  wished  to  speak  on 
vorions  matters  connected  with  the  Vote. 
•Mr.  WOODALL  said,  that  it  was  of 
the  extreraest  importance  that  the  Vote 
should  be  obtained  that  night.  There 
would  be  ample  opportnnitj  for  dis- 
cussion on  Report. 

Captain  NAYLOR-LEYLAND 
(Colchester)  rose  to  call  attention  to  the 
condition  of  the  barracks  at  Colchester, 
about  which,  as  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man would  recollect,  he  had  asked  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  questions. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Committee  also  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL  [Lordi/]. 
(No.  284.') 
Reported,  without  Amendment   [Pro- 
1^        visional  Orders  confirmed]  ;    to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL  [Lords]. 

(No.  285.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional    Orders     confirmed]  ;     to     be 
^     read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL  [Lords]. 
(No.  289.) 
Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  mird  time  To-morrow. 

GAB  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (No.  1) 

BILL  [i<^rf#].-(No.  288.) 
Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional  Orders  confirmed];  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

GAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (No.  2) 

BILL  [X<>rrf#].— (No.  286.) 
Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed] ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

WATER   ORDERS  CONFIRMATION   BILL 
[Xiwilt].— (Na  288.) 
Reported,  with  an  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to- 
Local     Government     (Ireland)    Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  13)  Bill, 

Injured  Animals  Bill,  changed  from 
Police  (Slaughter  of  Injured  Animals) 
Bill, 

That  they  liave  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
^'  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  Tramways  Act,  1870,  relating 
to  Barrow-in-Furness  Corporation  Tram- 
ways, Liverpool  and  Walton-on-t he-Hill 
Tramways,  and  Liverpool  Corporation 
Tramways  (Extensions).  [Tramways 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill 
[^Lords'].'] 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICERS. 
That  they  communicate  a  Copy  of  the 
First  Report,  &c.  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  their  Lordships  in 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament  on  the 
House  of  Lords  Offices,  as  desired  by  this 
House. 

TRAMWAYS    ORDERS      CONFIRMATION 
(No.    1)  BILL  [Lords]. 
Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  306.] 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 
Ordered,  That  the  Reportof  the  House 
of  Lords  Offices,  communicated  from  the 
Lords    [this    day],    be   printed.      [No, 
201.] 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolutions  [4th  July]  reported. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894*5. 

1.  <*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £74,400,  be 
eranted  to  Her  Majestv,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Pay  and  Biiscelianeoas  Clmrges  of  the 
Yeomanry  Cavalry,  which  will  come  in  coune 
of  payment  daring  the  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1896." 

2.  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £804,000,  be 
granted  to  Ber  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Capitation  G  rants  and  MisoeUaneocit  Charges 
of  Volunteer  Corps,  indading  Pay,  kc  of  the 
Permanent  Staf!^  which  will  come  in  coarse  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Sltt 
day  of  March  1895.'* 

8b  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £681,100,  be 
mnted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  delny  the  Chaige 
for  Transport  and  Remounts,  which  will  coflM 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1895.** 

Besolotions  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Atc  minutes 
after  Twelre  o^clock. 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILL.— (No.  12i.) 

COMMITTEE. 


Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

The  chairman  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morley) 
said,  before  the  Bill  went  into  Committee 
it  would  be  convenient  if  the  noble  Lord 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  give  some 
explanation  with  regard  to  it.  He  had 
no  desire  to  oppose  the  Order  ;  but  as  it 
was  of  a  more  than  usually  important 
cbaraOtor,  the  attention  of  the  House 
should  be  called  to  it.  The  Order  trans* 
f erred  to  the  London  County  Council 
certain  powers  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Act,  1888,  now  vested  in  the 
Commissioners  of  Police,  in  reference 
to  common  lodging-houses  in  the 
Metropolis. 

•Lord  HAWKESBURY  said,  the 
Order  was  made  under  Section  10  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  1888,  at  the  re- 
quest of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
and  it  transferred  to  the  London  County 
Council  the  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Police  of  the 
Metropolis,  as  the  Local  Authority  for 
executing  within  the  administrative 
County  of  London  the  provisions  of  the 
Common  Lodging  Houses  Acts,  1851  and 
1853.  The  Draft  Order  had,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Act,  received  the  approval 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Police,  The 
Commissioner  of  Police  for  the  Metro- 
polis was  originally  the  local  authority 
for  the  execution  of  the  Common  Lodging- 
Houses  Acts  within  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District,  which  in- 
cluded many  Urban  and  Rural  Districts 
outside  the  Metropolis.  The  Public 
Health  Act,  1875,  constituted  all  Urban 
and  Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  through- 
out the  country  the  Local  Authorities 
for  executing  its  provisions  relating  to 
common  lodging-houses.  In  order  to 
ensure   uniformity   of   administration  it 


Chief  Local  Authority  in  London — i^e, 
the  London  County  Counqil— theauthority 
as  regarded  the  common  lodging-house^, 
instead  of  giving  those  powers  to  the 
Sanitary  Authorities — i.e.,  the  Vestries 
and  District  Boards.  The  right  of  free 
access  by  the  police  to  common  lodgiqg- 
houses  was  preserved  by  the  proviso  to 
Article  3  of  the  Order. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
The     only     point     which     it     occurs 
to    me    to    notice    about    this   remark- 
able Provisional   Order  is   that  among 
the  unrepealed  provisions  of  the  Com- 
mon Lodging  Houses  Act,  1851,  there 
are   some    that  .  are  very   important  in 
reference  to    the   compulsory  taking  of 
land  and  the  building  of  lodging-houses 
by  the  Local  Authorities.     I  do  not  say 
that  those  powers  ought  not  to  be  lodged 
in  the  London  County  Council ;  but  I 
think    it    would    have    been    better    if 
the     matter     could     have     been     dealt 
with     in     some     other    form,    so    that 
it    might    have    been     brought     before' 
Parliament.     It   is   a  very  considerable 
step.     I  do  not  know  whether  there  is 
any  mode  of  sending  it  tq  a  Committee 
I  of  this  Hous^f     I  certainly  should  have 
thought  it   would   have    been   more   in 
accordance  with  our  duty  to  scrutinise 
such  a  transfer  of  powers  very  carefully, 
even  if  in  the  end  we  saw  no  objection 
to  its  being  made.     I  nee  that  my  ob- 
servations  have  created   an   amount  of 
disturbance  among   noble  Lords   repre- 
senting    Her    Majesty's     Government, 
which  would  signify  that  they  are  not 
aware  of  what  a  large  piece  of  legisla- 
tion is  before  the  House  at  this  moment. 
The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD    PRESIDENT  of 
THE   COUNCIL    (The   Earl  of  Rose- 
bert)  :  My  Lords,  I  confess  I  have  not 
mastered  the  contonts  of  all  the  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  on  your 
Lordships'  Table  at  this  moment,  and  I 
was  not  aware  that  this  poison  lurked 
within  the  Bill  which  the   noble   Mar- 
quess has  indicated.     For  my  own  part, 
though    I    may   be    prejudiced    in    the 
matter,   it    seems    a   perfectly    rational 
provision  ;  but,  of  course,  if   the  noble 
Marquess  wishes  with  regard  to  future 
possibilities  to  refer  it  to  a  Committee,  it 
is  not  possible  for  the  Government  to 
refuse  it. 

The  Marquess  of    SALISBURY: 
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had  beeu  thought  advisable  to  make  the    I  think,  on  the  whole,  as  our  attention 
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has  onlj  just  been  drawn  to  it  bj  the' 
noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Comniittees, 
it  would  be  better  for  the  matter  to  be 
put  off  for  a  day  or  two.  That  would 
seem  to  be  reasonable. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Loni 
Hxrschkll)  :  It  will  be  pofttponed  tO; 
Thursday. 

Committee  put  off  to  Thursday  next. 
ALIENS  BILL. 

bill  prksentrd. 

The  Marquess  op   SAXISBURY, 

in  drawing  the  attention  of  the  House  to. 
the  exising  law  with  respect  to  aliens, 
and  presenting  a  Bill,  said :  My  Lords, 
I  rise,  not  as  an  opponent  of  Her 
Majesty*8  Government,  but  in  the  capa« 
city  of  a  private  Member  of  this  House, 
to  propose  a  Bill  which  is  to  vest  more 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Grovernment. 
The  powers  I  propose  in  this  Bill  to  vest 
in  the  Government  are  not  new  or  un« 
known.  They  are  powers  that  are 
possessed  by  other  countries,  and  which 
it  appears  to  me,  as  time  goes  on,  the 
exigencies  of  the  present  circumstances 
almost  force  the  Government  of  England 
to  assume.  Of  course,  I  do  not  imagine 
that  if  the  Government  do  not  approve 
-of  this  proposal,  that  without  their  ap- 
proval, especially  at  this  time  of  the  year, 
such  a  measure  as  this  can  pass.  Still, 
I  thought  it  better  that  a  proposal  of  this 
kind  should  be  made  by  an  independent 
Member,  because  there  is  always  a  cer^ 
tain  invidiousness  attaching  to  a  proposal 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  take 
more  powers  themselves.  My  Lords,  the 
Bill  that  I  have  to  lay  before  the  House 
is,  then,  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  existing 
legislation  as  to  aliens,  and  its  purpose  is 
to  place  more  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  with  respect  to  aliens.  It 
consists  of  two  parts.  The  first  part 
deals  with  a  question  which  has  been  fi 
great  deal  discussed  of  recent  years-^ 
namely,  the  dealing  with  destitute  aliens 
who  are  proposing  to  land  upon  oqr 
shores.  Very  much  attention  was 
drawn  to  this  subject  some  years  ago, 
and  there  was  some  Parliamentaiy  dis- 
cussion and  a  Committee  of  the  Hotu^ 
of  Commons  considered  the  question. 
That  Committee  fully  recognised  the  in- 
jury which  a  large  number  of  destitute 
aliens  would  inflict  upon  society,  espe- 
cially upon  working  class  society,  in  this  I 
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country.  They  spoke  in  somewhat  strong 
terms- otf  tihe  effect  o{  the  immigration  of 
such  aliens,  the  fact  being  that  the  aliens 
who  stay  here  are  necessarily  the  least 
independent,  and  therefore,  in  some  points 
of  view,  the  least  desirable  of  the  immi- 
grants, the  better  class  of  them  having 
hitherto  passed  over  to  the  United  States. 
The  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  1889  told  us  that  the  state  of  the 
parishes  in  the  East  End  indicated  that 
there  was  an  increase  of  pauperism,  due 
to  the  crowding  out  of  English  labour  by 
foreign  immign^its ;  that  they  believed 
that  this  foreign, immigration  had  a. de- 
teriorating effect  upon  the  moral,  finan- 
cial, and  social  conditions  of  the  people ; 
that  the  Whiteohapel  Guardians  de- 
plored the  aubstitutioo  of  a  foreign  for 
the  English  population,  and  said  that  the 
result  of  such  substitution  was  the 
lowering  of  the  general  condition  of  the 
people,  and  the  Committee  concluded  by 
advising  measures  pf  prohibition.  The 
Committee  considered  what  those 
measures  should  be,  and  came  to  a  rather 
remarkable  conclusion.  After  a  number 
of  recommendations  of  a  more  modified 
kind,  they  added  at  the  end — 

**  While  your  Oommittee  see  great  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  enforcing  laws  similar  to  those  in 
the  United  States  and  certain  other  countries 
against  the  importation  of  pauper  and  destitute 
alieas,  and  while  they  are  not  prepared  to  re- 
commend such  legislation  at  present,  they  con- 
template the  possibility  of  such  legislation  be- 
coming necessary  in  the  future,  in  view  of  the 
crowded  condition  of  our  great  towns,  the  ex- 
treme pressure  for  existence  among  the  poorer 
part  of  the  population,  and  the  tendency  of  des- 
titute foreigners  to  reduce  still  lower  the  social 
and  material  condition  of  our  own  poor.** 

After  that  recommendation,  perhaps  I 
shall  be  asked  why  I  have  thought  that 
it  is  now  necessary  or  desirable  to 
introduce  the  prohibition  in  which 
the  Committee  saw  great  difiiculty.  Well, 
since  that  time  five  years  have 
passed,  and  several  circumstances  have 
occurred  which  lead  me  to  think  that  .the 
time  which  the  Committee  foresaw  has 
come,  and  that  it  is  desirable  that  the 
power  which  the  United  States  has  taken 
to  itself  in  so  large  a  measure  should  be 
assumed  In  some  degree  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen.  In  the  first  place, 
the  flow  of  these  alien  immigrants  con- 
tinues unchecked,  or  is  rattier  increasing. 
I  find  that  in  the  six  months  ending 
June  30,  1891,  thp  total  number  of  alien 
immigrants  who  were  not  en  route  for 
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AmerMM-^thlit  iii:  la  <8ajr,  who  were  to 
8t»j  in  tkw  eoantrj-^was  15,900.  I 
have  not  bpdn  able  to  obtoin  the  iigBres 
for  the'  nooth  of  J>iiQe  jast  coneluded, 
bat  the  numbero  for  the  month  of  Maj 
■gbr^  16^0001  as  tb^  total  nomber,  and  if, 
ap  is  generalij  the  ease,  June  has  a  fall 
proportioD  in  oonparison  with  other 
iwMithg,  there  woald  not  be  less  than 
80,000  ia  die  last  six  months.  That 
shews 'that  the  stream  is  growing  rather 
than  diminishing  in  foroew  Your  Lord- 
fihips  will,  of  eourse,  naturally  say  that 
20,000  is  not  a  large  number  compared 
with  the  pepakuion  of  this  oonntrj,  and 
if  the  aliens  were  spread  erenly  among 
the  pogalation  of  this  country,  I  should , 
«ay  it  would  be  a  matter  hardly  worth 
eoBsiderating.  But  that  is, not  the  case. 
They  are  eoneentrated  in  a  comparatively 
few  parishes,  and  I  think  there  can  be 
little  doubt  that  they  increase  the  neces- 
sity for  poor  relief  and  lower  the  stan- 
dard of  liying  of  the  popaiation  amongst 
whom  they  settle.  We  hare  a  clear  and 
special  right  to  object  to  destitute  aliens 
being  sent  over  to  this  country,  because 
we  are  the  only  nation  who  by  law 
succour  those  who  are  in  a  state 
of  destitution,  and  we  have  a  right 
to  say  that  we  will  confine  our 
succour  to  those  of  our  own  people 
who  fall  into  destitution,  and  we  must 
decline  to  accept  the  destitution  manu- 
factured in  our  countries  and  to  pay  our 
money  in  order  to  succour  them.  But 
there  is  not  only  the  increase,  whatever 
it  nay  be— «it  is  difficult  to  find  out— in 
the  aotoal  burden  of  the  poor  rate,  pro- 
duced by  the  necessity  of  succouring 
those  destitute  aliens ;  that  may  be  small 
■or  large)  but  there  is  a  much  wider  effect. 
It  is,-  I  believe,  a  well-known  law  in 
politleal  economy  that  the  fail  of  prices 
IS  afieeted  by  the  low  price  of  even  a 
very  small  proportion  of  the  total  quan- 
tity offered  for  sale,  and  that  prices  will 
be  geserally  lowered  by  the  appearance 
in  the  market  of  even  a  very  snail 
amount. of  the  goods  which  are  under 
oonsideration.  I  believe  the  same  thing 
f^plles  to  labour,  and  the  fact  that  these 
destitote  aliens  ofibr  their  labour  fori 
•prices  which  are  wholly  inconsistent  with 
Ettglisb  habits  And  English  notions  of  a 
livelihood  does  ieadi  to  drag  down  the 
wages  ol  unakilled:  labour  in  the  denser 
parts  sf'tiiie  populatiett,  to  increase  their 
miseryy  tomaketit  more  difficult  for  them 


to  obtain  a  living,  and  in  the  long  .run-.to 
add  to. the  burdens  which. the  ratepayers 
have  to  b^ar.  So  much  unwisdom  lias 
been  talked  about  the  living  wage  that 
I  hardly  dare  to  refer  to  the  subject,  and 
I  certainly  would  be  very  far  indeed  from 
advising  any  interference  of  Farliomemt 
Hrtificially  to  raise  wages  in  osder  to 
secure  a  living'  wags.  How^ vsr .  strong 
our  views  in  that  matter  may  be,  it  does 
not  interfere  with  our  feeling  that  it  is  a 
matter  of  the  prefoundest  importance  not 
only  to  the  people  theniselves  who  suffer, 
but  to  the  whole  oommanity^  that  as  far 
as  possible  all  men  should  havo  a  wage 
sufficient  to  maintain  them  in  decency 
and  health.  It  may  not  be. possible — 
very  often  it  will  not  be  possible— *but  it 
must  always  be  a  supreme  object  of  hope 
and  desire,  and  we  may  fairly  protest 
against  any  artificial  action  which,  tends 
to  lower  wages,  and  therefore  makes  a 
living  wage  more  difficult  to  obtain. 
This  free  immigration  of  destitute  aliens 
is,  to  my  mind,  an  interference  of  that 
kind.  We  have  a  right  to  say  that  our 
system  of  poor  rate  and  our  social  system 
is  for  ourselves  and  that  we  will  not  re- 
ceive a  destitute  population  which  will 
lower  the  standard  of  our  own  population 
and  increase  the  burden  of  relief  we  havto 
to  bear.  But  this  has  become  a  much 
more  clearly  imperative  question  sinoe 
the  action  of  the  American  Government 
has  become  so  much  more  decided.  This 
policy  is  quite  new  with  the  United 
States.  It  was  only  in  1882,  that  they 
resolved  that  they  would  not  admit  into 
their  territories  persons  likely  to  become 
a  public  charge ;  but  since  that  time, 
year  after  year,  new  Acts  have  been 
passed,  each  exceeding  the  former  in 
stringency,  and  in  1893  an  Act  of  Con- 
gress was  passed  which  imposed  the 
severest  precautions  in  order  to  prevent 
breach  of  the  previous  laws  of  the  United 
States  against  the  admission  of  paupers 
and  persons  likely  to  become  a  public 
charge.  Of  course,  I  am  well  aware  that 
the  United  States  have  two  very  separate 
objects  in  view.  One  object  has  been  to 
keep  out  contract  labour,  but  that  is  •  a 
subject  which  belongs  to  Protectionist 
pQlicy  and  is  not  a  subject  we  can  deal 
with  in  this  country.  But,  besides  that, 
they  have  taken  great  pains  to  CKi^lude 
pauper  and  destitute  aUeos*  and  the  fact 
that  thsy  have  done  do  #f  course  makes 
our  liability  to  immigration  of  this  kind 
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much  more  pressing.  We  are  in  the  position 
of  being  half-waj  down  the  drain,  and  if 
the  drain  is  stopped  at  the  bottom  we 
have  an  overflow  at  onr  point.  When 
the  drain  is  open  it  does  not  matter  so 
mnoh  how  much  passes  through  ;  but 
now  I  am  afraid  that  the  United  States 
refusing  to  receive  these  people  will 
make  the  pressure  upon  our  shores  more 
heavy,  and  make  it  more  necessary  that 
we  should  have  the  requisite  power  in 
order  to  prevent  immigration  of  this 
kind.  Immigration  of  this  kind  is  to  a 
certain  extent  desultory  in  its  character. 
There  is  a  steady  flow,  which  I  have 
shown  your  Lordships  is  increasing  ;  but 
besides  that  thei-e  are,  owing  to  famines 
and  social  misfortunes  of  other  kinds, 
sometimes  sodden  rushes  of  immigration, 
which  strain  very  severely  the  machinery 
of  our  Poor  Law,  and  lessen  still  more 
the  chances  which  the  unskilled  popula- 
tion have  of  obtaining  necessary  employ- 
ment. Now,  the  advantage  of  powers 
of  the  kind  I  propose  being  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty *s  Government  is 
not  necessarily  that  they  should  often 
be  employed — 1  dare  say  that  they  will 
be  very  seldom  employed ;  but  if  it  is 
known  that  there  are  the  same  poivers 
here  as  there  are  in  the  United  States, 
there  will  not  be  the  same  tendency  to 
direct  streams  of  destitute  alien  immigra- 
tion from  various  parts  of  the  Continent 
to  the  shores  of  this  country.  J  have, 
therefore,  proposed  here  several  pro- 
visions with  regard  to  certain  ports  to  be 
specified  by  Order  in  Council  at  which 
Inspectors  of  the  Board  of  Trade  may 
inspect  immigrant  passengers  and  may 
prohibit  the  landing  of  any  allen-^these 
words  are  taken  from  the  American  Act 
— who,  in  his  opinion,  is  either  an  idiot, 
insane,  a  pauper,  a  person  likely  to  be- 
come a  public  charge,  or  a  person  suffer- 
ing from  a  dangerous  or  infectious  disease. 
That  law  is  now  in  force  in  the  United 
States,  and  if  it  is  necessary  in  the 
United  States,  where  the  outlets  are  so 
great  and  the  opportunities  of  employ- 
ment are  so  large,  where  the  effect  of  any 
particularelementofaqualifyingcharacter 
on  the  population  is  necessarily  so  com- 
paratively small,  surely  these  laws  and 
powers  onghtstill  more  to  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Representatives  of  Her  Majesty^ 
Government  in  this  country.  That  is  the 
proposal  which  I  wish  to  bring  under  your 
Loraships*  consideration  with  respect  \to 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


destitute  aliens  ;  but  recent  events  have 
brought  before  our  minds  another  elaa» 
of  aliens  of  which  this  eountry  has  for  m 
long  time  past  been  unfortunately  the 
resort.  The  world  has  been  horrified  hj 
the  tragic  events  that  have  taken  plaoe^ 
and  these  tragic  events  have  been  merely, 
as  it  were,  the  culmination  of  a  seriea  of 
attempts,  sometimes  suoceseful,  some- 
times unsuccessful,  but  which  never  oonld 
do  anything  but  draw  down  upon  tbeoi 
the  denunciation  and  horror  of  all  civilised 
men.  The  worst  part  of  it  is  that  these 
enterprises,  so  far  as  we  can  judge,  are  (e 
a  great  extent  prepared  and  organised  oe 
this  soil.  So  far  as  we  know  much  of 
the  material  products  by  which  these 
crimes  have  been  effected  are  mana- 
faotured  here.  We  have  had  indications 
of  that  again  and  again  in  the  discoveries 
which  our  police  have  made.  We  know 
there  are  large  clubs  of  persons  in  thia 
country,  or  there  have  been,  in  whicb 
thera  murderous  plots  have  been  hatched 
and  brought  to  completion  ;  so  that  now 
England  is  to  a  great  extent  the  head- 
quarters, the  base,  from  which  the 
Anarchist  operations  are  ccmducted,  the 
laboratory  in  which  all  their  contrivancea 
are  perfected.  We  alone,  I  believei^ 
among  the  nations  of  Europe  do  not  give 
to  our  Grovernment  the  power  of  removing 
aliens  from  our  shores.  Every  other  Grt>- 
vemment  possesses  it.  We  have  alwejs 
shrunk  from  it  for  a  reason  which  ia 
highly  honourable  to  our  history-^ 
namely,  that  we  have  always  lo%'ed  te 
consider  this  island  as  the  asylum  of 
those  who  are  defeated  in  political 
struggles ;  and  as  the  vicissitudes  of 
political  supremacy  followed  one  after 
another,  when  Republic  chased  out  Kio^, 
and  King  chased  out  Republic,  thSa 
island  was  always  open  to  the  defeated 
party  as  a  City  of  Refuge,  where  tbeir 
safety  could  be  assured,  and  where  they 
could  rest  from  their  danger  and  their 
fears.  But,  my  Lords,  the  coarse  of 
events  has  caused  an  entire  change  la 
that  idea  of  the  right  of  asylum.  Tboee 
who  reach  our  island  now  are  not  the 
men  to  whom  we  offered  asylam  in  old 
times.  You  may  agree  with  soch  men 
as  Garibaldi  or  Kossuth  or  any  other 
supporters  of  insurrectionary  movements 
or  not,  but  it  is  an  insult  to  them  to  men- 
tion their  names  in  the  same  breath  as 
the  men  who  raise  our  horror  to-day.  It 
is  the  mere  clinging  to  a  tradition^    of 
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which  the  bare  pret«nee  sarrives,  to  say 

Chftt  beesiiae  we  have  alwajs  granted 

(be  right  of  aajlmn  to  patriots  and  rebels, 

howerer  mlstalEen  thej  may  hare  been, 

therefore   we  should  continne  to  grant 

the  right  of  aejinm  to  those  who  lire  in 

»  perpetual  conspiraej  of  assassination. 

Mj  Lords,   I  do  not  mean  to  saj  the 

^aiiffer  we  incur  is  rerj  greatr— probablj 

it    IS     not— and    I    am    not     speaking 

•o    much   of    the   convenience    of    onr 

own   oonntrj,  though  that  has   a  right 

to    be    considered.      I     know    that    in 

foreign  countries  this  weapon,  this  power 

of  expelling  aliens,  is  one  of  the  principal 

resources  on  which  thej  depend,  because, 

oot  tnvariablj,  but  very  frequently,  it  is 

Aliens  who  are  guilty  of  these  crimes  ;  it 

is   men   who  are   separated   from   their 

oountry  and  home  ;  men  on  whom  the 

public  opinion  of  their  fellow  country- 

omu  has  ceased  to  work  ;  men  who  have 

no  longer  to  regard  the  good  esteem  of 

cheir  relations  and  friends ;  men  on  whom 

■o  check  applied  by  neighbours,  friends, 

relfttivea,  or  countrymen  remains.     I  be- 

liove,  therefore,  that  we  ought  to  possess 

this  power,  even  for  our  own  convenience, 

•ad  that  if  it  were  not  for  this  tradition 

of  the  right  of  asylum  we  should  have 

po— eased  it  lodg  ago.     But  there  is  a 

aoch  stronger  reason.    It  is  impossible, 

while  events  of  this  kind  succeed  each 

other,  that  our  allies  and  other  nations 

upon  the  Continent  should  not  look  with 

iodigoation.  If  not  with  a  stronger  feeling, 

upon  a  country  where  enterprises  of  this 

kind  can  be  and  are  safely  organised,  and 

aboold  feelf  each  Government  for  itself, 

with  its  own  danger  before  it,  that  the 

danger  of  this  most   odious   attack   on 

civilisation   that   historv  records  is  ex- 

Aggerated  to  an  enormous  extent  by  the 

sbeohite  immunity  which  we  practically 

offer   to   the  contrivers  of  these  crimes 

who  reach  this  country  and  assemble  in 

this  city.     I  feel  that  not  for  our  own 

eoovenieoee  only  or  mainly,  but  as  part 

of  our  duty  to  the  commonwealth   of 

aatioos  to  which  we  belong,  as  part  of 

oar  duty  to    that  common  civilisation 

which  is  attacked  altogether  wherever  it 

is  attaeked  at  all,  we  owe   it  to  them 

that  we  should  not  be  behind  them  in  the 

preeaoUoos  which  wo  take  against  the 

orgaoieation  of   these  atrocious  crimes, 

thiU   we  should  adopt  the  measures  oi 

safety    which   have  commended    them* 

•elrae  Co  all  other  nations,  and  should 


not  allow  the  mere  survival  of  a 
feeling,  however  estimable  and  noble  it 
was  in  the  past,  to  protect  these  enemies 
of  the  human  race,  whom  no  one  among 
us  would  wish  to  defend.  My  Lords,  I 
propose  in   this   Bill   to   revive  certain 

Ewers  which  were  conferred  on  Her 
ajesty*s  Government  in  1848'  to  a 
limited  extent — that  is  to  say,  I  propose 
that  the  SecreUry  of  State  shall  have 
the  power  of  expelling 

"  any  foreigner  whose  nrcaence  in  thi«  country 
is  cither  (iangeroos  to  tne  public  neace  here  or 
it  likely  to  promote  the  oommiMioo  of  crimes 
elsewhere.'* 

If  the  foreigner  refuses  to  go 
he  will  be  liable  to  certain  punish- 
ment —  a  month^s  imprisonment  in 
the  first  place,  and  a  yearns  imprisonment 
in  the  second.  But  the  effect  to  which 
I  should  look  forwanl  in  the  possession 
of  such  a  power  is  a  great  diminution  in 
the  audacity  of  the  criminals,  whom  I  am 
afraid  we  still  harbour  among  us — at  all 
events,  a  great  increase  in  the  care  with 
which  they  would  avoid  the  commission 
of  any  acts  or  organisation  of  any  under- 
taking  which  would  make  us  in  any  de- 
gree the  accomplices  or  privy  to  the 
crimes  they  are  levelling  against  other 
nations.  I  have,  as  I  have  said,  brought 
this  Bill  forward  because  I  think  it  is 
better  brought  forward  by  an  independent 
Member.  1  do  not  affect  to  believe  it 
conid  be  carried  iN|<^in^^  the  Government 
of  the  Crown.  We  might  carry  it  here ; 
we  certainly  should  not  carry  it  else- 
where;  and,  therefore,  if  the  Government 
of  the  Crown  decline  to  accept  these 
powers,  I  am  not  prepared  to  force  the 
powers  upon  them,  even  if  I  possessed 
the  ability  to  do  so.  But  it  seems  to  me 
that  in  the  presence  of  the  terrible  events 
of  which  this  year  and  some  years  past 
have  beeu  witness,  the  time  has  come 
when  we  must  net  allow  it  to  be  said 
that  we  offer  special  facilities  and  prac- 
tically special  assistance  to  assassins. 

Bill  to  give  certain  powers  in  respect 
to  aliens — Presented  {Th^  Marquess  of 
SaiUbur^). 

Thx  Earl  or  ROSEBERT  :  The 
noble  Marquess  has  brought  before  yoor 
Lordships  two  questions  of  singular  in- 
terest—one, periiaps,  more  ininediately 
pressiQg  in  its  character  thaa  the  other, 
iNit  both  of  them  problems  which  have, 
at  all  events,  engaged  the  attention  of 
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•11  thmlupg  politioiims  within,  tbe  iMt 
few  j^BfBt.    With  regard  tQ  whfti  be  md 
about  .tbe  extdiiaion  of  d€^titQtealieii9|«I 
amr^DC^  {NrepMed  to  oQer  mueb  objeotioa. 
t  mjseU  bave  alwajs  tbougbt  that  we 
are  bampered.  too  moch  by  traditionaJ 
wntcbwoiyk  Maboot  Great  Britain  beiog 
the  asylum  open  to  all  nations  and  l^ 
arguments  drawn  from  the  immigration 
into  this  country  after  the  Beyocation  of 
the  Edict  of  Nantes  and  so  forth,  which 
ar^  not  practical  issues  in  considering  the 
question  as  it  is  forced  upon  us  at  this 
time«    I  myself  do  not  think  that  it  is 
appealing  to  us  in  so  urgent  a  manner  as 
the  noble  Marquess  seems  to  think,  and 
Lam  rather  of  opinion  from  what  he  said 
to-night   that    he    has    introduced    tbe 
subject    with  a   view    to    making    his 
Bill    with  respect    to    aliens   logically 
complete,      rather      than      with      any 
idea    that    there     is     any    particular 
urgeacy  for  it.     But  what  I  do  say  is 
tbis  :    th&t  if  all  nations  adopt  legis- 
lation—and X  believe  all  nations  have 
adopted  some  legislation*— for  keeping  out  | 
immigrantaliens  who  may  become  charge- 
able or    noxious   to  the    State    which 
harbours  them,  I  cannot  but  foresee  that 
with  measures  taken  against  particular 
classes  in    populous    countries   on   the 
Continent  of  Europe  the  issue  of  these 
cifcumstanoed  altogether  might  be  that 
we  should   become  the  dungbill  of  the 
world  with  regard  to  the  waste  popula- 
tion shot  upon  our  shores.  *  That  may 
seem  a  fanciful  fear,  but  to  my  mind  it  is 
not  at  all  fanciful*     We  have  to  regard 
the  populations   whioh  it  is  desired  in 
some  countries  to  expel,  we  have  to  eon* 
sider  whither  it  is  that  these  populations 
direct  themselves,  iwd  what  issue  they 
can  probably  iind  for  themselves.   When 
we  consi<ler  all  these  points  together,  we 
cannot  hut  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  is  a  possible,  though  not,  as  I  be- 
lieve, an  immediate,  danger  of  our  country 
being  .flooded  with  an  undesirable  class 
which  it  would  be  to  the  interests  of  all 
persons  in  the  nation  to  exclude.  To  that 
extent  I  go  with  the  noble  Marquess.     I 
do  not  believe  the  case  to  be  urgent,  but  I 
do  not  believe  it  to  be  one  to  be  disre- 
garded. Whether  in  any  case  at  this  period 
of  the  Session,  or  in  the  present  condition 
of  Parliamentary  business,  either  side  of 
the  Hoaseicaflb  iiope.  praoiicaUy  to  deal 
with  so  large  an  issue  it  is  not  for  me  to 
say,  but  I  can  assure  the  noble  Marquess 

The  Earl  of  Rosebery 


fOQ  'bebflf  of  oiy  oaUiagae*!  *od  myseU^ 
Ijbat'we  wiU  give  hiKitpropositipnay  wheat 
I  we  have  an  opport^mHiiiel  aeeJBg'tfaeai  ia 
I  the  Bill,/ our  most  atteptive  oooinderatioiu 
,  My  Lords,  J  uowcome  tot  the  second  par^ 
ajod  by, far  the.  most,  important  par^  oft 
the  speech  of  tbe  nQU^Mafquesa«  J^OiOoa 
can  deny  that  every  word  whicb«fi4il^ra>» 
tbe  noble  Marquess  wiietbertin  a^  out  of 
Office  has  a  peculiar  weight.    He  ha« 
occupied  tbe  highest  posts  under   the 
Crown,  and  more  especially   that  dis- 
tinguished post  which  is  considered  by 
foreign  countries   as    representing  the 
official  voice  o|  the  nation*    He  bas  also 
a  predominance  in   this  House   which 
gives   him  an  oracular  force  when  he 
speaks   within    these    walls.      It    was 
therefore  with  the  greatest  regret  that  I 
heard  the  line  which  the  noble  Marqnesa 
took  with  regard  to  the  question  of  con** 
spirators  within  these  islands.    It  waa 
with  the  deepest  regret  that  I  heard  him 
lend  tbe  weight  of  his  authority  to  the 
supposition  that  we  are  the  main  focus 
for  these  disastrous  conspiracies  abroad^ 
and  give  support,  which  I  cannot  lielp 
thinking  will  be  most  deleterious  in  ita 
effect^  to  the  contention  of  many  foreign 

1*onmali8ts,irrespousible  in  tbemBelve8,and 
'.  fear  animated  by  no  good  feeling  to- 
wards tills  country,  that  we  are  thb  nation 
which  has  specially  fostered  the  aoarohial 
plots  against  the  lives  of  foreign 
Sovereigns  and  statesmen.  Before  tbe 
noble  Marquess  gave  the  weight  of  his 
authority  to  such  a  statement  be  ought, 
I  think,  to  have  been  very  careful  to  cite 
the  authority  on  whioh  it  was  foooded. 
He  brought  in  the  recent  disastrous  at- 
tempt which  we  have  all  so  deeply 
mourned  on  the  Chief  of  the  State  in 
Fraqce.  Where  was  that  crime  planned  ? 
Tbe  noble  Marquess  asserts  thnt  it  waa 
planned  in  England. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
It  is  stated  so. 

TuE  Earl  op  ROSEBEBY  ;  AU  we 
know  is  that  the  assassin  came  from 
Cette,  where  he  had  aca6mpiioes»  an4 
where  he  had  spent  a  considerable  tiimes 
but  is  there  any  evidence,  except  the 
mere  gossip  of  the  Press,  that  this  jaao 
came  from  England,  prepared,  bis  crime 
in  Euglaad)  or  that  England  is  in.  way 
respo^ible  for  it  ?  Tbali  is  thuqoeatioiu 
I  do  not  intend  to  enter  now.  into  tbe 
question  as  to  whether  warraAta  ahoiiU 
issue  enabling  the  Secretary  eC  SUte  lo 
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reooTe  ftem  our  shoMw  aliens  reputed  to 
be  daagdroitb  to  our  State-  or  to  foreign 
natknifl  ;u  but  ootbkig  more   disafittroiiB 
bag  betel  said  inxor^oii^  of  Parliaaientt 
Dotfabg*  more  likely*  to  eomplioate  our 
foreign      xela^onsw^  which     the     noble 
Marquess,  I  have  always  thought,  has 
been  1.  anxious  to  maioitain-  on  the  most 
-aaiioable  f oothig'*«>than*  the  fact  that  the 
late  Prime  Minister  and*  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs » has  risen  in  this  House 
and  impeached  his  own  country  as  a  har- 
bour of  foreign  assassins.     I  regret  it — 
I  deplore  it.     I  hope  when  the  Marquess 
comes  to  a  fuller  and  ia  calmer  considera- 
tion he  will  see  ihat  the  language  which 
he  used  covered  far  too  large  an  area,  and 
that  it  cannot  be  justified  as  representing 
to  foreign  States  a  true  logical  or  well- 
founded  description  of  our  position  with 
regard  to  foreign  conspirators.       Let  the 
noble   Marquess    remember  another  cir- 
cumstance.    Why    is  it  that    many    of 
these  criminals     are    sometimes    found 
on    our    shores  ?  •    Because    they   are 
actually  shipped  here  by  the  States  which 
complain   of  their   presence.      It   must 
have  often  happened  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, when  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
OS  it  has  happened  to  me,  to  find  that 
men   eatpelled   from   the  territory  of  a 
Deighbouring  country  are  brought  direct 
by  the  orders  of  that  Government  to  the 
verj  port  of  embarcation  and  shipped  on 
board   a   vessel   that  is   bound   for   the 
British   shores.     I   confess   that  where 
that '  is  so,  and  where  these  misdemean- 
ants are  thus   brought  to  England,  I  do 
not  consider  that  the  responsibility  lies 
with  Great  Britain  alone.     I  regret  the 
presence  of  such  persons  on  our  shores ; 
I  regret  that  some  of  their  crimes  should 
possibly  be  concerted  here  ;  but  I  cannot 
think  that  the  country  to  which  they  are 
sent    and    which    unwillingly    receives 
them  is  to  be  considered  as  more  respon- 
sible than  the  country  which  wishes  to 
expel  them.     I  hope  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess   will,  on   consideration,    think    it 
neceseadry  to  modify  very  oonsidorably  the 
arraignment  which   he  has  pronouneed 
against  this  country,    I -am  bound  to  soy 
I  think  it  wttU  produce  a  most  disastrous 
efieet  on  the  continent  of  Europe.     We 
have^^rat  all  events,  I  have,  and  I  do  not 
douht  that  my.  Qobld  Friend  the  Secretary 
of-  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs  has  also*— 
always  contended  tluit  we  are  not  specially 
the  harbour  of  these  criminals...  We  con- 


tend thiit  wo  do  ;OHr^.  heat  to  .^vperviaai 
and  arrest  theil»  ipiojceedings.,.^  We^fouons 
tend   thtti  where  wo  are  epgnisantKoL 
them-*-ond  we  faeUeYttifaa^oiuf  detcctivvsA 
bre  at  least  equhl  to)1fthose  of*  fareigii.i 
countries— wo  havb  \mati  the  mdansoofo 
preventing  their  nelwridns  designs  oomiagt* 
to  conpietion  ;  and  iitiiB,-  thevefoFej  with 
the  most.  f»ofound  regret  that  I  heard 
the  noble  Marquees  adopt  so  (different  a«; 
tone  hnd  >  attitude.     I  hop^  ■•  thait  •  we  «hall  • 
be  able  to  reassure  {(Hr^gga  States,   in ' 
spite  of  that  potent^  yoii^  and '  awdiori^y : 
on  the  question,  that  we°d(9*oot  harbour,  i 
and  that  we  do  not  largriy  oonoeal^.  these, 
assassins — certainly  not  to  a  greal;er  ex*> 
tent  than  do  the  other  oduntrieo  theiiH 
selves.    My  Lords,  with  these  few  ne- 
poarks,  which  have  been  loreed*  from  mo  . 
most  unwillingly  by  the, -attitude  of  the  j 
noble  Marquess,  I  conclude  by   saying 
that  we  will  receive  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  with  the  most  anxious 
desire  to  meet  them  in  a  friendly  spirit,     i 

Thb  Marqubss  of  SALISBURY : 
I  do  not  know  whether*  I  have  a  right  of. 
reply,  but  I  must  point  out  to  the  noblei 
liOrd  that  I  never  said  we  were  willing 
harbourers  of  these  villains.     All  that  I 
I  said  was  that  the  fabric  of.  our  laws  is 
insuflBcient  to  enable  us  to  provide  that 
security  against  our  unwilling  reception . . 
qf  them,  of  which  I  know  foreign  nations 
have  so   often  complained.     The  noble  . 
Lord  says  that  sometimes  they  are  sent 
over  to   us  by   foreign  nations.     That 
is  perfectly  true.     I   remembei^  a  caso* 
four  years    ago--and    as    the  Foreigi^ 
Minister  and  the  Ambassador  are  both, 
dead   there  is   no   indiscretion  .im  men^ 
tioning  it  to  the  House — there  w^  a 
man   named    Hartmann   who    itiade  aa 
attempt  against  the  life'  of  the  Emperor  -i 
of  Russia.    The  French  Gavernment  at  .. 
that  time  did  exactly  what  the  noble. 
Lord   has  said«     They  took  UartmauDi 
down  to  Boulogne  and  sent  him.  over 
to  this  country^    But  i{  we  had  pos-^ 
sessed  the  power  I  am  now  alsking  for  wo  / 
should  not  have  allowed  him^  to  .fiemaiu 
here;  and  it  is  precisely  tO/in*ev!efti any j:> 
such  accusations  as  this,  whiohithetm^bior// 
Lord  has  said  that  I  am  n^akij^g^  that  I    > 
am  asking  for  this  additional  power  to  b^.^: 
given  to  the   British   6oit;[erUment4      tinf 
could   understand   the  reproach  of  the  l 
hoble  Lord  if  I  ^v^re  asking  for  anything  J.1[ 
exceptional  and   unusual;'  but  what  ietir^ 
exceptional  and  unusual  is  thAt  we[.dQi..,r 


1059 


Larceny  Act 


{LORDS) 


Amendment  Bill, 


1060 


not  possess  the  powier ;  we  eiand  alone 
among  other  nations  in  not  possessing  it. 
Though  I  qnite  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  Grovernment  after  Government 
has  made  every  effort  which,  in  the  state 
of  our  law,  it  could  do  to  prevent  this 
country  from  becoming  a  harbour  of  these 
assassins,  jet,  so  long  as  the  Legislature 
does  not  take  the  precautions  which  all 
other  countries  consider  necessary,  at  all 
events  it  furnishes  a  plausible  ground  for 
the  accusation  that  Great  Britain  is  not 
doing  its  utmost  to  repel  these  assassins. 
J  utterly  repudiate  the  alleged  arraign* 
ment  which  I  am  said  to  have  made 
against  my  own  country.  I  believe  the 
utmost  efforts  have  always  been  made 
In  this  country  to  prevent  these  villains 
from  being  harboured  here.  But  I  do  say 
this — and  it  is  why  I  offer  this  Bill — 
that  the  state  of  our  law  is  defective,  and 
that,  consequently,  our  Governments, 
who,  I  believe,  have  all  had  the  most 
upright  and  anxious  intentions  in  this 
respect,  have  not  been  able  to  act  up  to 
those  intentions,  and  have,  roost  unwill- 
ingly, given  a  security  to  these  assassins 
which  I  am  very  sorry  that  they  should 
possess  at  the  hands  of  any  nation. 

The  secretary  or  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Kimbbrley)  :  My  Lords,  I  am  sure  that 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  have  been 
most  glad  to  hear  the  explanation  which 
the  noble  Marquess  has  now  given,  and 
we  most  fully  and  willingly  accept  the 
view  which  he  has  just  presented  to  the 
House.  But  I  cannot  help  saying,  after 
the  remarks  of  my  noble  Friend  beside 
me,  that  the  noble  Marquess,  nnintention* 
ally,  I  have  no  doubt,  did  say  that  the 
plots  which  have  produced  the  late  terrible 
results  on  the  Continent  have  been  mainly 
hatched  in  this  country. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  said  *^  mainly,** 
but  I  certainly  saw  it  stated— and  I 
believe  on  good  authority— *that  the  plot 
was  arranged  here. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  do 
not  want  to  presa  the  matter  further.  It 
was  that  which  aroused  in  us  a  feeling  of 
deep  regret.  I  do  not  know  on  what 
information  the  noble  Marquess  founds 
that  accusation,  or  that  It  is  by  any 
means  well  founded.  If  the  noble 
Marquess  had  said  that  the  absence  of 
any  power  in  this  country  to  remove 
persons    who    might    be    dangerous    in 

The  Ikfarquess  of  Saiisbury 


foiteign  oountries  had  given  rise  to  the 
belief  that  plots  were  largely  hatched 
here,  I  should  have  thought  that  was  a 
legitimate  and  fair  argument.  Bnt  he 
did,  unfortunately,  give  the  weight  of  his 
great  authority  to  the  statement  that 
these  plots  were  largely  hatched  here. 
That  is  a  most  grave  statement.  I  am 
certain — though  my  experience,  com- 
pared with  that  of  the  noble  Marquess 
is  but  small — ^that  no  one  can  under^ 
estimate  the  effect  which  such  a  state- 
ment will  have  throughout  Europe.  The 
explanation  which  the  noble  Marquess 
has  now  given  I  most  entirely  accept,  and 
I  trust  that  foreign  Governments  who 
may  notice  what  has  passed  on  this 
occasion  will  direct  their  special  attention 
to  that  explanation;  and  that,  if  the 
noble  Marquess  used  any  words  which 
went  beyond  those  given  in  the  expla- 
nation, those  foreign  Governments  will 
not  regard  them  as  his  deliberate  opinions, 
but  rather  as  observations  which  have 
slipped  from  him,  without  intending  them 
or  considering  their  full  effect. 

Bill  read  1^ ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be 
read  2*  on  Friday  next.     (No.  1 55.) 

LAECBNOY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(No.  186) 

SECOXD  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hersohell),  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading,  said  :  My  Lords,  the  object  of 
this  Bill  is  to  make  a  snuH  but  important 
change  in  the  Criminal  Law  of  this 
country.  As  the  law  now  stands  pro- 
perty may  be  stolen  anywhere  outside 
England  and  received  in  England  with 
the  full  knowledge  that  it  has  been 
stolen,  without  the  person  so  receiving  it 
being  amenable  for  any  offence  in  this 
country.  A  person,  in  those  circnm* 
stances,  may  in  fact  hold  here  the  stolen 
property  without  being  subject  to  any 
proceedings  under  the  Criminal  Law  of 
England.  The  view  taken  by  the 
Judges  has  been  that,  inasmnch  as  a 
person  can  only  be  punished  here  for  re- 
ceiving with  a  guilty  knowledge  goods 
which  have  been  felonionsly  stolen,  and 
inasmnch  as,  outside  this  country,  there 
is  no  snch  thing  as  ^  felony,**  a  person  in 
England  cannot  be  held  to  have  lelo* 
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nioasly  reeeived  goods  which  hare  been 
feloniously  stolen  abroad.  That  is  a 
technicality  of  an  extreme  kind,  and  one 
which  I  think  your  Lordships  will  agr^e 
ought  not  to  stand  in  the  way  of  justice. 
The  proposal  in  this  Bill,  therefore,  is 
that  if  goods  have  been  stolen  abroad  and 
are  brought  to  this  country  under  circum- 
stances which,  if  the  offence  were  com- 
mitted here,  would  render  the  receiTcr 
liable  to  conviction  under  our  Criminal  Law 
of  guiltily  receiving  them,  such  person 
shall  no  longer  be  able  to  escape  on  the 
mere  technicality  at  present  existing. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2» ." 
— (The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Lord  HALSBUR Y  :  I  entirely  con- 
cur in  what  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  said.  With  regard  to  what  he  has 
said  about  the  interpretation  of  the  pre- 
sent law  by  the  Judges,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  they  are  right,  because  the 
words  of  the  Act  are  "  where  goods  have 
been  knowingly  received  being  feloniously 
stolen."  The  Judges,  therefore,  could 
hardly  have  done  otherwise  than  they 
have  done. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschsll)  :  It  is  scarcely  material  to 
argue  that  now,  though  if  the  case  were 
argued  at  the  present  day  the  law  might 
receive  a  different  interpretation,  and  the 
matter  might  not  have  been  dealt  with  on 
the  technicality  merely,  but  upon  the 
nature  of  the  act  done.  However,  if  it 
is  considered  that  the  Bill  is  necessary, 
whichever  interpretation  is  correct,  that 
cannot  oppose  any  impediment  in  its 
way. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

INJURED  ANIMALS  BILL.— (No.  134.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to,  with  an  Amend- 
ment. 

LOCAL  GOVBRNMBNT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  7)  BILL.— (No.  118.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  Monday  next. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  9)  BILL.— (No.  119.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  10)  BILL.— (No.  120.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  19)  BILL.— (No.  128.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (POOR  LAW)  BILL.— (No.  95.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived ;  the  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Monday 
next. 

ELEMENTARY       EDUCATION        PROVI- 
SIGNAL    ORDERS    CONFIRMATION 

(BARRY,  &C.)  BILL  [H.L.]. 
Amendments   reported   (according    to 

Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  on  Monday 

next. 

PRIZE   COURTS  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.  66.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order)  ;  Amend- 
ments made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

NOTICE  OF  ACCIDENTS  BILL.-(No.  145.) 
Read  3*  (according    to    Order),  with 
the   Amendments,  and   passed,   and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

OUTDOOR    RELIEF    (FRIENDLY   SOCIE- 
TIES BILL.— (No.  146.) 
Read  2»   (according   to  Order),   with 
the    Amendments,  and   passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons, 


BISHOPRIC  OF  BRISTOL  ACT  (1884) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  147.) 
Read  3»  (according   to   Order),    and 
passed . 
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WILD    B^BD?    PROXPCTION,  ACT   jC1880> 
AMBNPKICNT  BIIiL.-.(No.  148.) 
Read  3*  (iiQoo;rflfug  to   Order)»  with 
the  AmeDdment^,  and  pasB^d,  aud   i[e* 
turned  to  the  Com^DS*  , 


i>.    .»      tl    !       < 


COAL     M1NE8    (CHECK     WEIGHERs)     BILL 

[H*L.]k 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  proyisioiis  of  the  Ckial 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887,  vrith  respect  to 
check  weighers  |  was  presented  by  the  .Barl  of 
rheRtf!rfield  ;  read  !■ ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be 
printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Tuesday  nett. 
(No.  153.) 

EVIDBKCX      IN      CRIBUKAL     CASES     BILL 

[h.l.]. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  of  evidence ;  was 
presented  by  the  Lord  Chancellor;  read  1*; 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  154.) 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Five  o*clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  past 

Foor  o*clod[. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
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BERBHAVEN    HARBOUR. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
Co.,  W.,  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  obstruction  to  the 
fishing  industry  in  Castletown  Berehaven 
Harbour  caused  by  an  ice  hulk  ;  and 
whether  he  will  have  it  removed  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
o*"  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
My  attention  has  not  been  dire<sted  to 
the  circumstance  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Board  of  Trade  is  not  the 
Harbour  Authority  of  Castletown  Bere- 
haven Harbour,  and  I  have  no  power  to 
assign  positions  to^  or  remove,  <Hffdrent 
classes  of  craft  in  the  harbour.       ) 

Mr.  sexton  :  On  behalf  6i  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  beg  farther  to  aa|k  the 
right  hon.  Oantleman  whether  irepre- 
seDtatioQs  ha^re  been  made  thai  the 
absence  of  a  beacon  on  the  westerV  end 


of  Bere  Island  ia  a  aoaroe  of  'dMiger  and 
an  impediopenttothe  6«lMiig  iiidiiatrj4 
whether. he  is  aware  that  oo;tba  19Ui 
instant  the  steamer  J($abeUa  'tmxro^ij^ 
escaped  being  ,  wrecked,  owing  te  Uie. 
absence  of  the  said  beaoon  s  wbatber.a> 
receptacle  for  a  beacon  has  beeo  erected 
on  Bere  Island  for  several  years;  and 
whether  he  .  will  cause  a  tight  to  be 
placed  OB  it  ? 

Mr.  bryce  :  The  CommisaioDers  of 
Irish  Lights  inform  me  that  then  is  a 
beacon  on  the  western  end  of  Bere 
Island.  The  original  inteatloa.«was  to 
exhibit  a  light  from  this  beacon  tower; 
but  before  it  was  competed  th^ropoeal 
was  abandoned  owing  to  the  diflaeulty  of 
sailing  vessels  navigating  the  narrow 
Western  Channel,  and  the  present  Bere- 
haven Lighthouse  was  at  once  com* 
menced.  Applications  ib  the  interests  ei 
the  fisheries  have  been  made  for  the  light- 
ing ol  the  beacon  ;  bat  the  Commisaioners 
of  Irish  Lights  have  decided  that  they 
would  not  be  justified  in  charging  the 
expense  to  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fnad^ 
to  wjaich  fishing  vessels  do  not  contri- 
bute. 

ARMY    HIGHL0W8. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  Office  for  what  term 
of  years  the  contracts  for  Army  high* 
lows  are  put  out  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodali^ 
Hauley)  :  The  contracts  for  Army  higk- 
lows  are  put  out  for  the  probable  re* 
quirements  of  12  months. 

GENERAL   POST   OFFICE,   DUBLIN. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
there  are  at  present  in  the  General  Post 
Office,  Dublin,  several  postmen  who 
passed  an  examination  in  1886  qualiiy- 
ing  them  both  for  the  position  of  post- 
man and  sorter ;  whether  a  new  exami- 
nation was  introduced  in  1893  for  the 
position  of  sorter;  whether  those  post- 
men who  obtained  their  certificates  in 
1886,  entitling  them  to  pramotion  to  the 
office  of  sorter,  an  now  precluded  tmm 
that  promotion  until  they  agaia  pass  the 
examination  prescribed  by  the  Rale  of 
1893 ;  and  whether  those  who  qoalified 
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in  1886  will  be  allowed  the  benefit  of 
the  Rule  in  the  SerFice  at  the  time  thej 
qualified^  or  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
compensate' thto  Jn  any  way  for  being 
thus  deprived  of  the  priTilege  which  they 
qualified  ft)r  by  their  examination  t 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mn  A.  MoKLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
A  question  in  almost  identical  termd  was 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the  1st  of 
June  last,  and  to  the  reply  which  I  then 
gave  there  is  really  nothing  to  add. 

Mk.  HAYDEN  :  On  behalf  of  my 
hon.'  Friend^  I  may  further  ask  the  right 
hon. -Gentleman  whether  candidates  ap- 
pointed to  the  position  of  sorter  in  the 
General  Post  Office,  Dublin,  are  placed  on' 
the  pay  sheet  in  the  order  of  the  dates  of 
their  Civil  Service  certificates  ;  and  will 
he  explain  why  William  Emoe,  who  was 
appointed  on  the  18th  of  May,  1893, 
was  placed  on  the  list  over  several  candi- 
dates who<  had  been  previously  ap- 
pointed ?  < 

Mr.  a.  '  MORLET  :  In  cases  where 
several  appointments  are  made  at  the 
same,  of  about  the  tame,  time  it  is  usual 
that  the  officers  appointed  should  rank 
aceording  to  the  length  of  their  previous 
service,  and  not  according  to  the  date  of 
their  Civil  Service  certificates,  which  are 
often  delayed  by  accidental  circumstances. 
Mr.  Emoe  was  one  of  a  batch  of  24 
officers  nominated  at  the  same  time,  but, 
owing  to  an  attack  of  typhoid  fever^  bis 
examination  (and  consequently  the  date 
of  his  Civil  Service  certificate)  was  de- 
layed about  two  months.  As,  however, 
he  had.  been.employed  in  an  unestablisbed 
capacity  longer  than  anyone  of  the  others 
he  was  placed  on  the  list  first. 

EVICTIONS  IN  SOUTH  LBITRIM. 
Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  number  of  evictions  have 
been  carried  out  within  the  last  few  years 
on  the  estate  of  M«.  Maraham  Jones, 
situated  at.  X)run)reiny  Lower,  South' 
Leitrim  ;  that  a  number  of  the  eviotedr 
farms  lay  idle  until  the  introduction- of 
the  Evicted  Tenants. Bill,  when  in. May 
last  a  man  named  Joe  M^Cordick/frbm  • 
Manorhamilton  district,  was  declared  the 
tenant  for  50  acres  ;  that  the  father  ol 
M'Cordick  is  a  public  mendioant  who 
lives  by  seeking  alms  ;  and  .that  the 
planter  himself  has  no  meane  of  stocking 


the-landy  >and  whelber  he  will  be<pre«^ 
pared  to  recommend  that  planters  of  thiff 
class,  who  have  been  constituted 'tenanto 
within  the  present  yeah,  wilibe  excluded' 
from  compensation  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill?  . 

The  chief  SEGBBTABY  for 
IBELAND  (Mr,  J.MoBLEY,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  There  have  been  two  evic- 
tions on  the  estate  of  Mr.  Marsham 
Jones,  situated  at  Drumreilly  Lower, 
South  Leitrim,  during  the  past  three 
years ;  these  farms  are  still  lying  idl^. 
The  new  tenant  referred  to  in  the  ques'^ 
tion  took  four  farms  containing  37  acres, 
in  March  last,  and  of  these  four  farms 
three  had  been  idle  since  1883,  and  the 
other  since  1889.  I  am  informed  that 
his  father  is  not  a  public  mendicant,  and 
that  the  new  tenant  has  eight  head  of 
cattle  on  the  lands. 

GELDBSTON  CHORGH  SCHOOL 
Mr.  HABBY  FOSTEB  (Sufiblk, 
Lowestoft)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
managers  of  the  Church  School  at 
Geldeston,  near  Beccles^  have  been 
ordered  by  the  Department  to  provide 
additional  cloak  room  accommodation^  in 
addition  to  other  structural  alterations, 
although  the  school  is  large  enough  to 
accommodate  twice  the  number  of 
scholars  in  attendance  ;  will  he  explain 
why  the  ofier  of  the  managers  to  parti- 
tion ofi^  one  end  of  the  room,  in  order  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  Department, 
has  been  declined,  the  Department  in« 
sisting  upon  an  external  porch  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  school  opens 
straight  on  to  the  high  road,  and  that  this 
is  impossible,  and  would  be  in  any  case  a 
considerable  expense  ;  and  whether  he 
will  give  instructions  to  accept  the  ofier 
of  the  managers  ? 

The  .  VICE  PBESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.B., 
Botherham)  :  Her  Majesty^s  Inspector 
reported  in  February,  1893,  that  a  cloak* 
room  was  required  at  this  school. 
Plans  were  .•  submitted  .  for  one  in  the 
following  June,  which  the  Department's 
architect  was  unable  to  approve.  The 
managers  subeequently  fitted  up  pegst 
and  a  portable  stand  within  the  sdkool 
for  this  purpose,  and.  were  informed  last 
month  that  the  question  may  stand  over 
until  Her  Majesty^s  Inspector  has  an 
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opportnoity  of  visiting  the  school  and 
reporting  on  the  arrangement.  The  other 
alterations  required  related  to  the  sani- 
tary condition  of  the  offices. 

DUUMHARRIFF  BRIDGE. 

Mr.  HAYDEN:    I  beg  to   ask  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

of  L-elaud  (1)  whether  the  balance  due 

to  Messrs.  James  Coyne  and  James  Beirn, 

who,  as  securities  for  the  contractor,  com- 
pleted the  Drumharriff  Bridge  over  the 
River  Shannon,  has  yet  been  paid ;  (2) 
whether,  on  the  certificate  of  Mr.  Mul- 
vany,  county  surveyor  for  Roscommon, 
who  bad  chiefly  the  superintendence  of 
the  work,  it  was  agreed  to  allow  the 
securities  £100  for  extra  work  performed ; 
(8)  whether  the  County  Roscommon 
Grand  Jury  granted  a  presentment  for 
£50,  one-half  this  amount ;  (4)  on  what 
ground  does  the  Leitrim  Grand  Jury 
refuse  to  grant  a  similar  presentment  for 
its  share  of  the  amount  due  ;  and  (5) 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  irrespective  of 
the  allowance  for  extras,  the  amount  of 
original  contract  held  by  the  Leitrim 
Grand  Jury  is  £89  5s.,  not  £60,  as 
alleged  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1  and  5)  The 
Secretary  of  the  County  Leitrim  Grand 
Jury  reports  that  there  is  no  balance  due 
to  the  sureties  of  the  contractor  for  the 
building  of  this  bridge,  but  that  a  sum  of 
£60,  not  £89  5s.,  is  due  to  the  contractor 
as  part  of  the  contract.  The  contractor 
left  the  country  before  completing  his 
contract,  and  no  duly-authorised  repre- 
sentative of  his  having  made  any  claim 
for  the  £60,  the  Grand  Jury  have  re- 
tained the  money  in  their  hands.  (2  and 
3)  The  Secretary  is  not  aware  of  any 
agreement  such  as  is  referred  to  in  the 
second  paragraph.  I  am  informed,  how- 
ever, by  the  Secretary  of  the  Roscommon 
Grand  Jury  that  they  approved  of  pay- 
ment of  a  sum  of  £100  to  the  sureties 
for  extra  work  provided  the  Leitrim 
Grand  Jury  would  contribute  one-half, 
which  they  declined  to  do,  and  the  appli- 
cation was  consequentlv  ^*  nilled  "  at  the 
ensuing  Assizes.  (4)  The  Leitrim  Grand 
Jury  refuse  to  make  any  additional  gp^nt 
on  the  ground  that  the  amount  of  the 
original  contract  covered  all  expenses 
Connected  with  the  erection  of  the 
bridge. 

Mr.  Act  and 


GOVERNMENT   CONTRACTS   AND    FAIR 

WAGES. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if,  in  order  to 
make  the  Fair  Contracts  Resolution  of 
the  late  Government  more  effectual,  he 
will  cause  to  be  annexed  to  every  speci- 
fication for  a  tender  for  Government 
work  a  schedule  setting  out  the  rate  of 
wages  paid  tc  the  various  trades  to  be 
employed  in  and  about  the  execution  of 
the  contract  if  the  work  is  done  within 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  similarly  if  the 
work  is  done  elsewhere,  and  the  hours  of 
labour  to  be  observed  by  such  workmen 
within  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the 
hours  they  will  work  in  foreign  countries, 
independent  of  the  Factory  Acts  and  the 
Trades  Union  Regulations  prevailing  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
As  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware,  steps  have 
already  been  taken  in  all  Grovemment 
contracts  to  secure  oomplianoe  with  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons*  I 
do  not  consider  that  that  Resolution 
authorises  the  issue  of  a  hard-and-fast 
schedule  of  wages  and  hours,  nor  do  I 
see  how  this  could  be  done  seeing  that 
they  vary  in  different  localities  in  the 
country, 

CoLONBL  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  of 
what  the  London  County  Council  are 
doing  in  this  matter  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  hon. 
and  ffallant  Member  has  been  good 
enough  to  show  me  one  of  the  London 
County  Council  specifications,  but  I  do 
not  think  that  that  could  be  made 
applicable  to  the  country  generally.  It 
is  intended  solely  for  the  Metropolis. 

ENGINE    DRIVERS   AT    WOOLWICH 
ARSENAU 

Mr.  M  ACDON  ALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  what  number  of  hours 
constitutes  a  week^s  work  for  engine 
drivers  and  stokers  employed  in  Wool- 
wich Arsenal,  and  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
some  of  the  men  are  working  from  59  to 
69  honrs  a  week  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  Enghie  drivers 
and  stokers  are  well  aware  that  then* 
hours  must  be  in  excess  of  those  of  the 


t 


i 


1069 


7Ae  Fksk 


{6  JCLY  1894}  MilU  FinherieM. 


1070 


ordinary  workmen,  as  their  engines  must 
be  cleaned  and  attended  to  after  being 
ufied.  Tbej  reaeive  a  consolidated  rate 
of  wages  which  takes  into  acoonnt  this 
extra  employment.  It  is  believed  that 
their  hoars  average  about  60  in  the 
week. 

THE  MANUFACTUKK  OF  WARLIKE 

STORES. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  Office  if  the  deter- 
mination of  the  late  Government  to 
divide  the  manufacture  of  warlike 
stores  equally  between  the  Royal 
Arsenals  and  private  firms  is  being 
adhered  to  ;  and  if,  having  regard  to  the 
vast  capital  expenditure  on  plant  in 
Sheffield  and  elsewhere,  at  the  instiga- 
tion of  the  War  Department,  and  the 
number  of  men  dependent  for  their  liveli- 
hood on  its  full  employment,  he  will  take 
care  that  the  proportion  of  work  done  at 
Woolwich,  &c.,  shall  never  be  exceeded? 

Mb.  WOODALL  :  It  has  for  many 
years  past  been  the  policy  of  successive 
Governments,  with  a  view  to  maintaining 
an  alternative  source  of  supply,  to  place 
with  the  trade  a  large  proportion  of  the 
orders  for  warlike  stores.  This  policy 
was  supported  by  the  Report  on  the 
Manufacturing  Departments  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  1887,  over  which  the  Earl  of 
Morley  presided,  and  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  have  no  intention  of  depart- 
ing from  it.  Although  I  cannot  pledge 
the  War  Department  to  any  exact  pro- 
portion in  the  distribution  of  orders,  I 
can  say  that  there  is  no  present  intention 
of  increasing  the  proportion  placed  at 
^^Toolwich. 

Colonel  HOWARD  .  VINCENT  : 
Is  the  proportion  this  year  60  per  cent.  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL:  The  proportion 
allocated  to  private  traders  exceeds  50 
per  cent.,  and  it  is  higher  than  has  been 
the  case  for  five  or  six  years  past. 

LADY  FACTORY  INSPECTORS. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  can  state  the 
number  of  lady  Inspectors  appointed 
under  the  Factory  Acts  ;  and  whether 
any  of  the  Irish  candidates,  were  ap- 
pointed ;  and,  if  so,  how  many  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THB    HOME    DEPARTMENT    (Mr. 


AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  Four  ladies  have 
been  appointed.  The  appointments  were 
made  on  the  ground  of  special  fitness 
alone,  and  without  regard  to  the  nation- 
ality of  the  candidates.  I  believe  oneof 
the  ladies  appointed  is  of  Irish  birth. 

Captaix  DONELAN  :  On  what 
principle  are  the  selections  made  ?  Do 
Irish  candidates  have  any  opportunity  of 
proving  their  fitness  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH:  The  selection  \» 
made  on  account  of  fitness,  and  the 
ladies  best  qualified  are  appointed.  They 
are  selected  in  the  same  way  as  any  other 
candidate. 

CHINA  AND  JAPAN. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Shej£eld,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  China  has  asked  the 
Russian  Government  to  mediate  between 
herself  and  Japan  ;  and  whether  he  can 
give  the  House  any  information  as  to  the 
existing  dij£culties  between  the  Chinese 
and  Japanese  Governments  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick)  : 
I  cannot  answer  as  to  the  communications 
which  may  have  passed  between  two 
other  Powers.  The  cause  of  the  diffi- 
culties between  the  Japanese  and  Chinese 
Governments  has  already  been  fully  stated 
in  the  Press  ;  it  arises  from  the  fact  that 
owing  to  disturbances  in  Corea  both 
China  and  Japan  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  send  troops  there  for  the  protec- 
tion of  their  respective  interests. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Is  it  not  true  that  the  object  of  Japan  is 
to  promote  reforms  in  Corea,  which  shall 
secure  the  permanent  peace  of  that 
country  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  That  question 
primarily  concerns  the  Governments  of 
Japan  and  China. 

THB  FLESK  MILLS  FISHBKIBS. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) : 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Louth,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with 
reference  to  the  fishery  inquiry  held  at 
Killarney  last  July  by  Mr.  Alan  Hornsby 
and  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  :  (1)  whether  a 
copy  of  the  evidence  taken  thereat^ 
special Iv  relating  to  the  fishery  in  the 
River  Flesk  and  the  destruction  of  fish 
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M  tbe  Flesk  Mills  fishing  woir  and 
mill  race,  will  he  laid  upoo  tbe  Table  of 
the  House  ;  (2)  coald  he  explain  exactlj 
what  tbe  Irish  Fisherr  B<Nird  hold  to 
constitute  a  fishing  weir ;  (9)  whether 
the  abseuoe  of  a  Queeu*s  gap  justifies 
the  Fishery  Inspectors  in  not  regarding 
the  weir  on  the  River  Flesk,  near  Kil- 
laroey,  as  a  fishing  weir  ;  (4)  whether  it 
is  because  electric  light  works  bare  been 
established  that  the  sluices  admitting 
water  to  the  mills  are  to  be  kept  open 
continuously,  and  not  shut  down  on 
Sundi^s  as  heretofore,  in  violation  of  the 
law,  and  to  the  material  injury  of  the 
local  fishing  industry  ;  (5)  whether  the 
wooden  structure,  promised  to  be  erected 
last  summer  after  the  fishery  inquiry,  is 
being  proceeded  with,  or  do  the  Inspec- 
tors now  intend  to  leave  the  weir  as  it  is 
without  any  such  erection  to  preserve  the 
fish  on  their  way  to  the  spawning 
grounds  ;  and  (6)  whether  any  steps 
will  be  taken  to  re-establish  a  weekly 
dose  season,  in  connection  with  the 
milling  works  on  this  important  river,  as 
enacted  in  several  of  the  Fishery  Acts  ; 
<n*  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Fishery  In- 
spectors to  allow  this  valuable  industir 
to  be  imperilled  and  probably  destroyed, 
merely  to  save  a  small  expense  to  the 
promoters  of  the  electric  light  ? 

MR.J.MORL£r:  (1)  Thelnspeotorv 
of  Fisheries  inform  me  that  at  the  inquiry 
referred  to  some  evidence  was  given  re- 
garding the  destruction  of  fis^  at  the 
Flesk  Mills  weir  and  race.  I  shall  be 
happy  to  supply  a  copy  of  the  evidence 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
should  he  so  desire,  though  it  seems 
hardly  worth  while  laying  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  (2)  The  Inspec- 
tors hold  a  **  fishing  weir  **  to  be  a  weir 
legally  erected  for  the  capture  of  salmon, 
hut  not  a  weir  erected,  as  in  the  present 
case,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  supplying 
water  to  a  mill.  (3)  The  weir  at  the 
Flesk  Mills  cannot,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Inspectors,  be  regarded  as  a  fishing  weir 
under  any  circumstances.  It  was  not 
eouBtmcted,  nor  could  it  be  used,  for  such 
a  purpose.  (4)  The  reply  to  the  fourth 
paragraph  is  in  the  negative.  Section 
63  of  the  5  &  6  Vic,  c.  106,  provides 
that  durhig  the  weekly  close  season  the 
sluices  which  admit  the  water  to  the 
wheels  of  all  mills  shall  be  shtit  down 
for  24  consecutive  hours,  provided  that 
the   mill  shall  not  be  thereby  deprived 
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of  the  neoeesary  supply  of  water  for  isi 
efficient  working.  The  shuttiBg  off  of' 
the  wat«r  from  the  wheel  altiSoee  of  tk 
Flesk  Mills  for  24  conseoathra  hoan 
wouki,  I  am  informed,  interfere  with  tbe 
working  power  of  the  maohineryi  hot  tbe 
owner  allows  a  free  passage  of-watff 
through  the  sluice  on  the  upstream  side 
of  the  wheels  for  16  consecutive  boim 
each  week.  (5)  The  erection  of  tbe 
wooden  structure  referred  to  in  the  fifth 
paragraph  will  be  at  once  comoMiioe^. 
(6)  As  explained  in  reply  to  the  fooftb 
paragraph,  the  Act  of  Parliament  re- 
ferred to  provides  that  certain  steps 
shall  be  taken  every  week  at  milb  whert 
no  pass  exists  to  provide  for  the  passsy 
of  fish,  but  that  these  steps  need  not  he 
taken  if  they  interfere  with  the  neees* 
sary  supply  of  water  to  the  mills.  The 
miller  has,  therefore,  a  clear  legal  right 
to  refuse,  under  certain  circamstaoees 
(which  exist  at  Flesk  Mills),  to  shut  the 
sluices  admitting  the  water  to  the  wheeb, 
and  the  Inspectors  have  no  power  under 
any  of  the  Fishing  Acts  to  interfere  with 
him.  The  Inspectors  have  already  done 
all  in  their  power  in  regard  to  this  matter, 
and  that  is,  they  have  made  a  sucoest- 
ful  appeal  in  a  friendly  spitrit  to  tbe 
mill-owner  to  assist  the  passage  of  fiab 
bv  the  erection  of  the  timber  structure 
referred  to. 

ROYAL  HOSPITAL    FOR    IN0URABLB6, 

DUBLIN. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Louth,  I  beg  lo 
ask   the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Losd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  whether  the  hti 
that  a  Government  grant  Is  made  to  tbe 
Royal  Hospital  for  Incurables,  Dnbliti, 
gives  the  Grovernment  some  power  to  in- 
terfere when  the  Institution  is  managed 
in  a  way  entirely  at  variance  with  the 
professions  of  non-sectariaoimn  on  whiefa 
the  grant  is  made ;  (2)  whether  the  aonual 
grant  from  Gt>vemment  of  £299  8s.  8d. 
to  the  Institution  is  made  on  the  under* 
standing  that  it  is    unsectarian  in   its 
character ;  (3)  whether  he  is  aware  thftt  it 
is  admitted  by  the  secretary  to  be  tbe 
fact  that  no  Catholic  holds  any  pM 
office  in  the  hospital  above  the  rank  <if 
servant,  nor  has  held  any  for  the  last 
25  years  ;  (4)  whether  the  two  Ck^otie 
medical  men  who  are  on  the  staff  are  nft* 
paid,  and  were,  moreover,  not  elected  by 
the  Managing  Committee,  whose  religkms 
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intolerance  !•  complained  of,  but  bv  the 
direct  vote  of  the  Governors  ;  (5)  whe- 
ther all  the  paid  officials  are  appointed,  not 
bj  the  direct  vote  of  the  Governors,  but 
bj  a  Managing  Committee  of  50  members 
*-^38  Protestant  and  12  Catholic— which 
has  never,  within  the  last  2o  years, 
appointed  anj  Catholic  to  any  paid  office 
above  the  rank  of  servant ;  (6j  whether, 
the  Visiting  Committee  of  the  hospital 
consists  of  seVen  members,  including 
always  the  chairman,  vice  chairman,, 
treasurer,  and  two  other  Protestants,  so 
that  the  Catholics  upon  it  are  always  in 
a  minority  of  two  to  five  ;  (7)  whether , 
he  is  aware  that  Bye«law  4,  under  which 
the  Managing  Committee  is  constituted, , 
has  bton  so  drawn  that  it  is  praetically 
impossible  for  the  general  body  of  the 
Governors  to  reform,  even  if  they  would, 
that  Committee ;  and  (8)  will  the  Go- 
vernment, in  view  of  these  facts,  and 
especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it 
contributes  a  considerable  annual  sum 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  hospital, 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Managing  Com- 
mittee to  the  persistent  exclusion  of  all 
Catholics  from  all  the  chief  offices  of 
influence,  and  from  every  paid  office 
above  the  rank  of  servant  in  the  Institu- 
tion ? 

Mr*  J.  MQBIiEY  :  The  statements 
of  fact  referred  to  in  paragraphs  3  to  7, 
inclusive,  are,  I  am  informed,  substan- 
Ualty  accurate.  The  bye-laws  governing 
the  Charity  were  approved  of  by  the 
late  Lord  Cbanoellor  Naish,  himself  a 
JKoman  Catholic.  With  regard  to  the 
re9iainder  of  the  question,  I  would  ob- 
serve, in  the  first  place,  that  the  Boyal 
Hospital  for  Incurables  is  a  Corporation 
originally  created  by  letters  patent  in 
1799,  and  that  as  such  the  Governors 
have  power  to  elect  all  necessary  officers 
and  to  apportion  their  salaries.  Govern-^ 
ment  have  no  power  to  interlfere  in  the 
selection  or  appointment  of  the  officers 
of  the  Institution  whether  honorary  or 
paid.  As  regards  the  allocation  of  the 
Parliamentary  grant  to  the  hospital,  this 
is  made  in  accoi^ance/with  the  recom- 
mendation of  a  Committee  of  the  Hous^ 
of  Commons,  and  although  I  am  not 
aware  that  any ,  sectarian  consideration 
enters  into  thie  matter,  yet,  in  mj  opinion, 
the  fact  that  ahospiital  receives  a  portion 
of  the  grant  would  place  lit-  within '  the 
function  of  Government  to  make  repre^ 
sentations  to  the  Governing  Body  for 


■ 

improving  the  general  management  qr 
remedying  abuses,  if  satisfied  that  auob 
action  <on  tho  part .  of  Goyernnient  were 
called  for.  I  observe,  however,  that  the 
management  of  this  hospital  is  spoken 
of  in  terms  of  the  highest  praise  by  the 
Board  of  Superintendence  of  XHibli)! 
Hospitals.  In  their  Report  for  the  yeair 
ended  March  last  the  Board  state  tbi^t 
the  hospital  continues  to  deserve  th^ 
favourable  comments  they  have  made  in 
former  Reports  as  to  its  general  adminis- 
tration, and  as  to  the  kindness  and  stten- 
tion  bestowed  on  the  inmates  ;  that  the 
efibrts  of  the  Governors  to  develop .  the 
resources  of  the  Institution  have  been 
gratifying  and  encouraging ;  and  that 
the  hospital  deserves  the  highest 
praise,  as  its  great  extent  and  admir- 
able arrangements  minister  in  the  best 
manner  to  the  comforts  of  its  inmates  in 
their  closing  days.  The  Hospitals  Com- 
mittee of  the  Dublin  Corporation  have 
also  spoken  in  no  less  gratifying  terms  of 
the  managepient  of  the  Institution.  The 
financial  condition  of  the  hospital  appears 
to  be  in  a  very  flourishing  condition,  as 
may  be  gathered  from  the  fact  that  the 
annual  estimates  show  that  the  expendi- 
ture for  the  current  financial  year  is  esti- 
mated at  £9,669,  towards  which  Parlia-* 
ment  contributes  but  £250,  not  £293  as 
stated  in  the  question. 

Mr,  MAURICE  HEALY :  But 
would  not  the  Government  consider  it 
their  proper  function  to  make  representa- 
tions if  they  found  that  the  management 
of  the  hospital  was  conducted  on  grossly 
sectarian  principles  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  We  do  not  con- 
sider there  is  any  proof  that  the  manage- 
ment is  grossly  sectarian  ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment contribution,  after  all,  is  so 
small  as  not  to  entitle  us  to  interfere. 
We  have  heard  nothing  to  justify  the 
charge  of  partiality  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  ;  but  if  facts  in  support  of  it  are 
laid  before  me,  I  will  inquire  into  them  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  received 
any  complaint  from  anyone  iconcerning 
this  Institution  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No,  I  have  not. 

MKTROPOLITAN  POLICE  BOOTS. 

Captain  NORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment what  are  the  conditions  of  the 
contracts  for  the  supply  of  boots  to  the 
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constables  of    the    Metropolitan  Police 
Force,  and    who    is  responsible  for  the 
proper    carrying    out  of  the   contract ; 
who   is  to  blame  for  the   fact  that  the 
marked  dissatisfaction  which    has   pre- 
vailed  throughout  the  Force  for  many 
years  past  with  respect  to  the  boots  sup- 
plied to    the    constables   has   not   been 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  autho- 
rities ;  who  is  responsible  for  haviog  put 
out   u  contract  for  articles  of  this  kind, 
which  require    no  special  plant,  for   so 
long  a  term  as  five  years  ;  whether  he  is 
aware   that  an  inquiry,    such  as  is  now 
said  to  be  taking  place  with  reference  to 
the   boots    in    question,   was  instituted 
some  years  ago  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining whether  the  constables  preferred 
the  money  paid  for  the  boots  in  lieu  of 
the  boots  ;  and  that  this  inquiry  brought 
to  light  the  fact  that  the  constables  by 
an  overwhelming  majority  were  in  favour 
of    the   allowance,  whereas    the  Report 
which     reached    the     authorities    was, 
nevertheless,  in  the  contrary  sense  ;  and 
when  the   result  of  the  inquiry  now  said 
to  be  taking  place  will  be  made  public  ? 
Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  cannot  within  the 
limits  of  an  answer  enumerate  the  con- 
ditions of  the  contract.     It  can  be  seen 
at  the  Home  Office  by  my  hon.  Friend  if 
he  so  wishes.     The  Keceiver  is  respon- 
sible for  the  due  carrying  out  of  the  con- 
tract.    All  boots  supplied  under  it  are 
inspected  and  passed  by  an  independent 
examiner,  who  is  a  practical  bootmaker. 
I  may  say  that  28  sizes  of  boots  are  kept 
in  stock,  and  that  any  man  who  has  a 
peculiarly-made    foot    can   be   specially 
measured,  and  special  lasts  are  kept  for 
such  men.     Any  boots  which  prove  on 
wear  to  be  inferior  can  be  and  are  re- 
turned.    I    cannot     upon   the   evidence 
before  me  admit  that  there  is  any  suffi- 
cient ground  for  the  allegations  that  there 
has  been  marked  dissatisfaction  for  years 
past    with    the    boots    supplied.      The 
Secretary  of  State  is  responsible  for  the 
contract.     F<>rmerly  it  was  the  custom 
to  have  annual  contracts,  but  the  result 
gave   great  dissatisfaction   to   the  men. 
On  more  than  one  occasion  the  contractor 
failed  to  deliver  the  boots  and  the  men 
were  kept  waiting  for  months.     A  con- 
siderable quantity  of  special  plant  is  re- 
quired.    The  inquiry  referred  to  by  my 
hon.   Friend   was,  I   suppose,  in   1887, 
when  the  then  contractor  failed  to  supply 
the  full  number  of  boots  for  the  second 
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issue  of  that  year,  and  the  Commissioner 
was  extremelv  dissatisfied  with  the 
quality  of  the  boots.  He  made  inquiries 
as  to  whether  the  men  would  prefer  to 
receive  money  in  lieu  of  boots  on  that 
occasion.  The  Commissioner  has  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Report  which 
reached  the  authorities  was  in  any  way 
contrary  to  the  facts.  The  boots  have 
since  then  been  very  much  improved, 
and  nothing  is  left  undoue  to  make  them 
as  good  as  possible. 

RIFLE  PRACTICE  ON  WIMBLEDON 
COMMON. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wanda- 
worth,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether, 
in  view  of  the  representation  of  the  Con- 
servators of  Wimbledon  and  Putney 
Commons,  that  the  privilege  reserved  to 
Volunteers  of  practising  rifle  shooting  on 
Wimbledon  Common  can  no  longer  be 
exercised  with  due  regard  to  the  public 
safety,  and  their  request  that  the  ranges 
be  permanently  closed,  be  will,  in  the 
interest  of  civilians  frequenting  the 
common  and  its  neighbourhood,  interfere 
to  prohibit  rifle  practice  in  a  locality 
deemed  to  be  dangerous  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  matter  has 
been  referred  to  the  Military  Antborities, 
and  is  at  present  under  their  consideration ; 
bnt,  at  the  same  time,  I  woald  call  the 
hon.  Member*s  attention  to  Seetion  66 
of  the  Wimbledon  and  Pntney  Commoos 
Act,  1871,  nnder  which  the  Conserrators 
have  the  power  (subject  to  arbitration) 
to  terminate  or  suspend  permission  to  the 
Volunteer  corps  to  use  any  part  of  the 
common  as  a  rifle  range. 


EDUCATION  REPORT. 
•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  had  on 
the  Paper  a  notice  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  when  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  will  be  printed  and 
circulated.  When  it  was  reached  the 
hon.  Member  intimated  that  the  Report 
had  alreadv  been  published,  but  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  drawn  to  an 
obvious  error  on  page  23,  by  the  substi- 
tution of  the  word  "  distinction  **  for  "  in- 
struction." Would  the  error  be  cor- 
rected ? 
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Mb,  ACLAND  :•  Th0  ittifiprl»t  aUnied 
to  shall  be  correeted  ae  bood  as  possible. 

UNIVERSITY  COLLEGES. 
Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  vben  he  will  pre- 
sent to  the  House  a  Report,  as  promised 
bj  him  last  year,  showing  the  number  of 
men  and  women  students  in  Uhiversity 
Colleges,  tbe  degrees,  and  other  particu- 
lars ;  whether  such  Report  will  state  in 
what  part  of  tbe  United  Kingdom  the 
parents  are  resident  in  eacb  case ;  and 
when  the  same  will  be  printed  and  cir- 
culated ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Tbis  Report  is  now 
in  the  printers'  hands,  and  will,  I  hope, 
be  circulated  in  the  course  of 'the  next 
week  or  two.  It  will  not  include  auy 
lists  of  the  residences  of  tbe  parents  of 
students.  Such  lists  would  add  very 
greatly  to  tbe  bulk  of  the  Report. 

♦Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  :  Will  it  state 
how  many  belong  to  what  I  may  term 
different  qationalities,  such  as  Ireland, 
Scotland,  and  Wales  ? 

Mr.    ACLAND:     In    the    differeat 

localities  ? 

Sir  F.  S,  POWELL  :  Yes. 
Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  am  afraid  it  will 
not,  but  I  will  inquire. 

CATHEDRALS  AND  ABBEY^  IN  SCOT- 
LAND. 
Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  whether  the  cathe- 
drals and  abbeys  of  Scotland  are  to  any, 
and  what,  extent  under  the  control  of- 
the  Board  of  Works  ;  and  whether  the 
Board  is  responsible  for  their  mainte- 
nance and  repair  ;  and,  if  so,  from  what 
source  is  the  expenditure  thereon  met  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  ow 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  Certain  of  the  ancient  cathedrals 
and  abbeys  in  Scotland  are  under  the 
charge  of  the  Office  of  Works,  dblefly  in 
respect  to  the  maintenance  of  the  struc- 
tures. With  the  exjceptiea of.  Glasgow 
Cathedral,  the  repair  and  ;  mtiiDteDaQce 
consist  chiefly  in  theNpreserva|ioQ  of 
ruins.  The  expenditure  ih^urredby  tbe 
Office  of  Works  oa  this  service  is  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Vote  for  Public  Buildp 
ings,  Great  Britaiq. 

VOL.  XXVI.      [fourth  8BRIB8.] 


WORSHIP  STltBBrr  POLICE  COtJRT. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox^ 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  thi  Secretary  of  Stiite 
for  the  Home  Department  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  block  of 
business  at  the  Worship  Street  folice 
Court ;  whether  hei  is  aware  that  the 
first  of  46  summonses  issued  against  the 
reputed  owner  of  insanitary  property  in 
the  parish  of  Shoreditchby  the  Shoreditch 
Vestry  came  before  .the  Court  on  the  6th 
of  June  was  adjourned  to  the  26th  of 
June,  and  on  that  date  was  again,  ad- 
journed for  three  weeks;  that  the  45 
summonses  of  a  similar  character  against 
tbe  sAme  defendant  have  yet  to  be  beard ; 
whether  his  attettion  lia«  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  poliee  eoart  proceedings  have 
been  takett  at  various  times  against  the 
same  defeadant  during  the  past  two  years, 
and  that  the  property  has  been  pronounced 
by  the  Sanitary  Inspector  of  Shoreditch 
and  by  the  County  Council  Inspector  to 
be  in  a  condition  dangerous  to  health  ; 
and  what  steps,  he  uan  take  to  secure 
that  the  hearing  of  the  cases  is  expe* 
dited? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Chief  Magistrate  that  there  has  been 
90  block  of  business  at  Worship  Street^ 
except  that  there  have  been  two  or  three 
long  cases,  whjcb  ,mi^st  always  cause 
some  interrtiption^  and  which  might 
happen  at  any  Court.  Tbe  cases  which 
my  bon.  Friend  ref^rp  to  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  bis  question  have  been 
adjourned,  in  order  tnat  a  whole  afternoon 
might  be  given  to  them.  One  case  will 
govern  the  others,  and  the  prosecution 
made  no  objection  to  the  adjournment. 
Mr.  Haden  Corser  has  viewed  tbe  pre- 
mises, and  there  is  no  immediate  danger 
to  the  occupants.  '  Tbe  sanitary  con- 
ditions complained  of  are  owing  to 
faulty  construction,  and  not  from  want 
of  care  or  cleanliness  of  owner.  I  have- 
no  information  as  to  any  previous  pro- 
ceedings. I  will  communicate  with  the 
Magistrate,  and  suggest  to  him  the  desir- 
ability of  proceeding  to  a  decision  as  soon 
as  possible.  '  ^ 

HAL8HAM  SCHOOL,  YORKSHIRE. 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of.  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether,  notwith- 
standing the  repeated  assurances  that 
Schedule  VII.  of  the  Code  is  not  to  be 
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applied  toexiBtingsohook,  theEducaiioD 
DepartmeBt  have  condemned  a  class- 
room at  Halsham^  in  the  County  o^  York- 
^\iiTe^  only  because  it  is  three  feet  short 
in  width  of  the  requirements  of  the  said 
Qcheduie ;  and  whether,  notwithstanding 
1^  satisfactory  Report^  the  grants  under 
Articles  104  and  106  have  this  year 
been  for  the  first  time  refused  to  the 
school. 

Mr.  ACL  AND:  In  reply  to  the  first 
part  of  the  hon.  Member^s  question,  I 
have  to  point  oat  thai;,  io  the  first  place, 
the  elas8*room  ia  qaestton  is  a  new  one 
not  yet  built,  and,  therefore,  snbjeot  to 
the  Rules  of  Schedule  YII. ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  that  the  Department  have 
ipprovMl  it  in  view  oi  the  small  number 
<M  children  at  the  school.  With  regard 
to  the  second  part  of  the  question,  the 
school  has  a  considerable  endowment, 
and  has  a  balance  in  hand  on  the  yearns 
accounts,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
it  receives  no  support  whatever  from 
▼oluntary  contributioos.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, there  does  not  seem  to  be 
any  justification  for  paying  grants  under 
Articles  104  and  106. 

THAMES    SHIPBUILDING    FIRMS    AKD 
NAVAL  CONTRACTS. 

Me.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  prices  quoted  by  the  Fairbeld  Com- 
pany and  by  the  Thames  Ironworks  for 
the  construction  of  first-class  battleships 
were  £436,000  and  £443,000  respec- 
tively ;  whether  an  offer  was  made  by 
the  Admiralty  to  the  Fairfield  Company 
to  construct  one  of  these  battleships  at 
about  the  price  quoted  by  Messrs. 
Thomson ;  whether  any  similar  offer 
vas  made  to  the  Thames  Ironworks ; 
^d,  if  not,  will  be  explain  on  what 
grounds  ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Admiralty  conditions  of  tender,  by 
Tjrbich  every  contractor  is  compelled  to 
undertake  to  pay  the  district  rates  of 
wages,  mean  m  London  an  increase  of 
wages  rates  of  10  to  20  per  cent,  over 
the  rates  current  on  the  Clyde,  Tyne, 
Humber,  and  at  Barrow  and  Belfast ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  any  consideration 
has  been  given  to  this  penalty  placed 
u^n  London  shipbuilders,  which  in  the 
case  of  first-ctass  crtflserff  and  Uttle^ 
ships  would  mead  some  t^OfiOO  or 
£25,000  upon  each  ship  ?  • 

Sh  ^   ^  Powell  ' 


Tab  secretary  to'tM  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sh"  U.  KAT-^mrrTLEWOBTH, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  amounts  of 
unsuccessful  tenders  are  eonfideatial  mnd 
are  never  published  by  the  Admiralty. 
The  oflbr  made  to,  and  refused  by,   tb« 
Fairfield  Company  was  to  build  a  battle^ 
ship  at  the  figure  which  has  been  accepted 
by  Messrs.  Laird  and  Messrs.  J.  and  G* 
Thomson  respectively.    That  offer,  as   I 
explained  to  my  Hon.  Friend  a  week  a^o^ 
could  not  be  made  to  the  Thames  Com* 
paoy,   because  they  were  not  (like  ti&e 
Fairfield  Company)  among  the  firms  who 
tendered  lowest.     Many  firms  tendered 
lower  than  the  Thames  Company.     We 
are  not  aware  what  may  be  the  comperm* 
tive  effect   in   difiTerent  district  of  the 
United   Kingdom    of    inserting    in    our 
contracts   the   clause    required    by     the 
House  of  Commons  Resolution  as  to  the 
current  rate  of  wages.     If  in  London  the 
current  rate  of  the  London  district  is  peid, 
and  for  example  on  the  Clyde  the  current 
rate  of  the  Ulyde  district  is  alto  peid^ 
the  fact  that  the  London  rate  is  hi^ber 
than  the  Clyde  rate  would   not  jnstif  j 
the  Government  in  accepting  tenders   so 
much  higher  as  to  involve  large  sacrifices 
of   public   money.      Our  practice  is  to 
make    contracts    at     the    lowest    rmtes 
tendered  with  firms  who  accept  oar  cxhi- 
ditions  and  are  fully  able  to  undertake 
the  work.     Any   other  practice  woald 
tend  to  favouritism  and  would  benefit  s 
particular  firm  or  locality  to  the  exclusion 
of  other  firms  and  districts,  and  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayer. 

KAILWAY  RATSS  BILL. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  what  is  the  present  position  of 
the  Railway  Rates  BiU  ;  and  can  he  asy 
when  It  will  be  proceeded  with,  and 
whether  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  or  in  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trtwie? 

Mr.  BRTCE  :  I  propose  to-night  •  er 
Monday  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  rrfewsA 

to  tfie  Standing  Committee  on  Trads. 

t 

MDSWICTIONS  ON  THE  8AUB  OV  SWIKK^^ 

Mr.  H.  ROBERTS  (Dtonblgibsblffe, 
W.)  ?  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  «^ 
Bokrd  of  Agriculture  wiiether  Me  has  i«« 
carted  farther  commuiiicsCloas  pointhig' 
out  the  serious  inconTenienee  and  loss  te 
the  farmers  of  DenbighAhive' eawfed  bjr 


lOftl 
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Ae  pce««fet i  rcMiriotions .  Agwiasat:  Ibe  Hale 

-ol   BiritteJiandrapp^Ho^  for  the  with- 

'dhiif*L'>  of>'Ahe^.iOflddr';)  wbeliher  he   is 

•«irare  >thbt  tbe:fwtttteto  divisioD-of.  the 

'oonoty»bitoi>eaii  oiitirely  free  of  the  disease 

inoia  theiB^ii  .6f 'MaroLdast  9  Ittafc  the 

,  three  toased  1  reported  Jn  Juiie  ai^m  from 

AfaeayinbMra^Maogedwjtt^anil  Wjcexham, 

lall.tn  >tha  i^asM'Bf  idyuviaita  lofi  the  eooaty  ; 

a^  itlkat>  Ibe  .Chief    OonstaSiki  6f    the 

couDtj  corroborates  .the   statenent  that 

thB'Whoft  oi  .the'  western  portion  of  the 

oottBtji  is  free/ from  the  diaeasis,  and  de- 

okreir  tbaAithO)  Ordier  eofldbeealelj.ro- 

Tokdd  so^lar  as  the  •  iabofretaamad  disttfict 

is  ooflMerDed  ;   aind  ^vhether)  in  t^ew  of 

i;hefla.faoili/and  t  tbeiseniDus  eonsoqueoceB 

«f  the  iirofaibitiT&  CMer  dubii^  the  large 

fairs  Mdng  plaea  at  'Ibis  time  of.  4^ 

•jeair^  heioan  see/ due  waj  to  an  darlj^if 

not  ao  .  unmediaite^   withdrawal  of    the 

restrictions?-       ... 

T0E  PBESIDfiNT  OF :tH£. BOARD 
«o^  AGRICCLTUBE  (Mr^H.GABDNlitt, 
£asex^  8af5ron  Wlbklen)  :  I  have  received 
tlie 'further  eomtnunioations  to  which  mj 
hon.  Friend  cefens,  and  I  have  been  glad, 
ia  ooafiirmitj  with  his  request,  to  <  give 
.them:  ih j!  'ver j  careful  consideratiouk .  It 
lis  the  fact  that  the  three  cases  of  swine- 
ieveri^eported  in  June  arose  in  the  east^n 
divisibn  o£  .ih&  dountjy  and  that  the  Chief 
Oonstabld  is  of-  opinion  that  the  weatwn 
•di visioa  of  the  oonntj  is  free  from  disease. 
In t  the  splitting  up  of  the  area. of  a  single 
liOeUI  Auibo^ity  in  the  manner  proposeil 
would  be  attended  with  .considerahie 
praotical  difficulty/and  I  regret  that  I  do 
«iot  see:  faij  .w^  to  give  effeot  to  tlie 
wishes,  exppesfled  bjr  my  hon.  Friend*  I 
nay*  add  that -it. is  admitted  that  there 
lias  faitheHb  < been  .considerable'  difficulty 
in  seeuring.  -  the  .prompt  notification  t  of 
disease  ivtkactlinty  ;  bat  If  this  difficulty 
is  ov<d#GbmeiBjal' not  farther  ootbreaksoccar 
there  duridgthetpioseiit  mohth,  I  should 
fHvbably  .to  in  -al !  position  to  consider 
favoorably  a»  apipjUeation  for  therambvai 
of  ihq  HBStriotioDa^  proiKded  tiiat  the  Local 
Authority  were  .  witting  to  take«aliisEie- 
iory  .pfecaudons  Against  the  roHntrdduc- 
iioaof  t^erdiseaise*  ' 

'  THn  BAX^AiPliUJl  ^MURDER  OABIB. 
liRj  NAQUOM  (Finsbdry,  Gentml) : 
On  behalf  of. lUr^Oalae . (Birodford,  V^.), 
"L  hegitb^aak'tbe  Beoretat-y  «f  Stl^te  lev 
Indiarii^rhov  lMi$>iye(t  r^eived  the  full 
PapcrsTvespectifigy^ei  iBiiladhun  tnuiwleff 


case,  bnd>  the  tiai|iiiry  into  the  conduatof 
thel>eputy  Magistrate  and  other  offiojab 
oedsured  by*  the  High  Court  of  Caleuttli!; 
and^  if  so,'  wiU  he  lay  them  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  W)» 
INMA  (Mr.  H.  H.  FowtUR,  Wolvv- 
hampton,  £4)  \  2  hope  to  lay  Papers  re- 
gardiag  the  Baladhun  eaae  00  the  Table 
in  a  few  dayB^ 

THE  WINWIGK  RECTOBY  A.CT. 
iMn.  LEGH  (Laucaahire,  S.W.,  Now- 
too)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Controller  of  the 
Hoasehokli  t£  he  can  dtate  whan.itbid 
EcolesMstieal  <  Commissioners  propOseito 
make  any.  payment  to  the  benefices 
speolfied  in  f'  The  Winwick  Rectory  Aof, 
1B84,"  and:ia  what  manner  it  is  intended 
to  allocate  the  funds  available  ? 

The  CONTROLLEB  of  thk 
HOUSEHOLD  (Mr.  Leveson-Gower, 
Stoke-topooHTrent). :  The  Eoclesiaatioikl 
Coouniflsiouers  have  decided  to  dtatrihute 
the  aumplus  now  avaikible  in  raising  to 
£dOO  iper  annum  those,  of  the  benefices 
(six  in  nnmbel:)  specified  in  the  first  part 
of  the  Third  Schedule  to  ''  The  Winwick 
Beolory :  Act^;  188^"  which  are  at  present 
below  that  amount.  The  several  aug- 
meatalioDS  will  lak^  effeot  as  from  May  1> 
18d4^  and  will  be  as  follows  :  Benefiee,*r*- 
Croft  with  Southworth,  yearly  grant, 
£93;  Eairleatown  St.  John  Bapti$t» 
yearly  grant,. £73 ;  Glaaebury  All  Saiota, 
yearly  grant,  £197  ;  Newchurch  Kenyon, 
yearly  gvant,v£dE ;  Golbome  yearly  grant, 
£108  ;  Newton  in  Makorfield  £»nManeli| 
yearly  grants  £1^  ;  total;  £414^    . 

^f&a  JCEICBBR  SWORN. 
Batty  Langley,  esquire,  for  Sheffield 
(Attereiiffe  Division). 

ORDERS    OF    TRE    DAY: 


SUPPLY-COMMITTBB. 
SuppLV,-*'H{onaidered  in  Committee. 
(Ill  the  Committee.) 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-95. 
L  £832,600,   Works,  BuUdiogs,  And 
Bepair^  \  Costs,  including  Superintend!]^ 
Staff.    .        . 

€olU)irBL  LOCKWOOD  (Essex,  l^t^ 
ptni?)  adid^  that  in /the  absence  of  hta 
hon«  Friend  llie  Memt)er  f^Colohoster 
(Captain  JSbylar-IJsyiiiiid},  hb  should  tiU 
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to  ootttinae  the  discnsfnon  his  hon.  Friend 
began  last  night  on  the  qneetion  of 
the  camp  at  Colchester.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretarj  for  War  for  a  pledge 
that  the  building  of  the  Colchester  Camp 
wduld  be  commenced  either  this  year 
or  next.  This  camp,  which  consisted  of 
what  were  then  regarded  as  temporary 
wooden  stmctares,  was  formed  at  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War,  and  had 
since  been  continually  condemned  by 
the  Military  and  Naval  Authorities. 
Last  year  a  third  of  the  hots  were  pulled 
down,  but  no  rebuilding  had  been  com- 
menced ;  and  he  wished  to  know  what 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  were 
on  the  subject  ?  He  also  desired  to  know 
what  it  was  intended  t6  do  with  the 
troops  now  quartered  at  Cc^hester  if  the 
remaining  two-thirds  of  the  huts  were  to 
be  pulled  down  ? 

The  secretary  ok  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Baxiterman, 
Stirling,  &c.),  who  was  indistinctly 
heard,  was  understood  to  say  that  the 
demolition  of  the  huts  at  Colchester  was 
being  proceeded  with,  A  little  incon- 
venience was  caused  last  year  because 
the  General  Officer,  with  a  very  credit- 
able desire  to  push  things  forward,  had 
some  of  the  huts  pulled  down  while  the 
regiment  was  away  at  the  manoBUvres. 
It  was  intended  that  the  troops  thus 
dispossessed  should  be  temporarily  ac- 
commodated at  Gravesend  ;  bat  sanitary 
defects  were  discovered  at  Gravesend 
which  prevented  the  carrying  out  of  that 
arrangement. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hant»,  Basing- 
stoke) asked  what  remained  of  the 
money  voted  under  the  Barracks  Act  ? 

The  chairman  said,  that  was  a 
question  which  could  not  be  dealt  with 
under  this  Vote. 

Mr;  JEFFREYS  said,  he  would  then 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he 
proposed  to  spend  at  Aldershot  during 
the  ensuing  year  ?  The  camp  at  Aider- 
shot  had  grown  into  a  yery  large  one, 
and  there  were  now  generally  15,000 
men  quartered  there  all  the  year  round. 
When  the  Barracks  Act  was  passed  it 
was  understood  that  a  very  oonsiderable 
sum  was  to  be  spent  on  new  buildings 
which  were  to  replace  the  huts ;  but  he 
•npposed,  aow  that  the  nomber  of  men 
had  been  inoreasad,  additional  buildings 
would  be  put  up  there.  The  right  hon. 
Gentieman  had  iaid  he  would  take  into 

Colonel  Loehtood 


consideration  the  rent  of  £100  a  year 
now  paid  out  of  voluntary  subeeriptiona 
to  the  soldiers*  dub^hoose  adjoining  the 
gymnasium  at  Aldershot*  The  olvb* 
house  was  used  entirely  by  soldiers,  and 
no  subscription  had  to  be  paid  by  thoee 
who  enjoyed  its  benefits.  He  thought^ 
under  the  circumstances,  it  would  be  only 
reasonable  that  the  right  hon.  Geotlemao 
should  make  a  present  to  the  clab*hooae 
of  the  rent  of  £100. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingetoo) 
said,  he  desired  to  know  what  autbority 
there  was  for  spending  the  sum  of  £8,100 
which  appeared  on  page  66  of  the 
Estimates  upon  improved  accommoda- 
tion for  the  troops  at  Alexandria? 
Under  the  head  of  Gibraltar  he  found 
that  the  Committee  was  asked  to 
vote  £8,000  for  improving  oommunica* 
tions,  &c,  but  that  this  sum  would  not 
allow  of  the  completion  of  the  works,  as 
£9,800  would  still  remain  to  be  spent. 
The  Government  would  remember  the 
great  anxiety  that  had  recently  been  felt 
regarding  the  general  improTement  of 
this  roost  important  port,  which  waa 
perhaps  the  second  most  important 
strategic  point  in  the  British  Empire. 
He  wished  to  know  what  was  the  natare 
of  the  work,  and  wheiber  it  would  soon 
be  finished  ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  i£^ 
as  was  probable,  it  was  a  work  af  gitai 
importance  the  sooner  it  was-dbana  the 
better.  The  same  obserratiea  applied  te 
a  redoubt  which  was  to  W  WiU  at  Hon^ 
Kong,  and  for  which  a  snm  of  £600  was 
taken  this  year,  leaving  £1,000  to  be 
spent  in  subsequent  years.  The  same 
remark  applied  also  to  Singapore,  wbcie 
£600  was  to  be  spent  this  year  on  certata 
works  and  £1,800  was  to  be  left  fof 
future  years.  Thmi,  again,  there  was  a» 
item  of  £20,000  for  Ordaance  Stoiv 
Establishments  at  8u  Locia,  but  £13,000 
was  to  be  left  unspent  at  the  end  of 
the  current  year.  He  would  auggest 
that  the  speedy  eompktion  of  works 
that  were  regarded  as  necessary  at  poiot« 
which  were  of  so  much  importanee  to 
the  Empire  was  most  desirable.  ET«y<» 
thing  that  related  to  the  complete  of 
that  extensive  arrangement  was  a  matter 
of  urgent  pnblic  importance.  Thoogb^ 
of  coerse,  the  criticisni  on  that  (the 
Oppoeition)  side  of  the  House  generally 
did  relate  to  the  non-6pendiag  of  moeey 
rather  than  to  the  spending  <^  it,  in  thk 
case  it  seemed  neoessary    to    nrge  eai 
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Jliiiiifiters  tbe  coippletiou  of  these  mostf  S8  to  the  eomiMuutivelj  sponUdum  to  be. 

impcrtnDt  workA,  although  it  might  io- 

volve  a.  rather  more  rapid  epeoding  of 

mouey   than  was  coujtemplated  ip   the 

Eatinates, 


Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  hoD.    Baronet    says    the  criticisms 

on    his    side   of  the    House  on   these 

Estimates  are  directed  to  the  non- 
spending  rather  than  the  spending 
of  money,  and  he  made  some .  sort 
of  apology  for  urging  the  rapid  com- 
pletion of  these  works.  Let  me  tell 
him  that  I  have  been  present  here  this 
week  daring  the  whole  of  the  discussion 
of  these  Estimates,  and  let  it  be  known 
that,  with  the  exception  of  tbe  hon. 
Jlember  for  Peterborough,  no  other 
Member  of  the  Committee  has  com- 
)»lained  that  the  Government  does  not 
.-spend  enough,  but  all  has  made  sugges- 
tions that,  if  carried  out,  wop  Id  involve 
a  heavy  increase  in  the  Estimates. 
Perhaps  I  ongbt  also  to  except  my  hon. 
Friend  on  the  other  side  of  the  Table 
(Mr.  Brodrick).  Of  all  persons  in  this 
House  I  should  have  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  been  the  last  to 
make  the  observations  he  has  just  made. 
Does  he  think  that  we  should  be  able,  or 
that  it  would  be  wise  of  us  to  spend  the 
whole  of  the  sum  put  down  for  ordnance 
store  establishments  at  8t,  Lucia  in  one 
year  ?  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is 
Chairman  of  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, not  know  that  we  cannot  under- 
take these  new  works  till  the  Vote  is 
passed  ? — and  that  is  the  reason  why  there 
is  a  certain  degree  of  urgency  attaching 
to  this  Vote  which  does  not  attach  to  the 
others.  Before  the  Vote  is  passed  we 
cannot  take  even  the  initial  steps  towards 
preparing  the  plans  for  any  part  of  this 
expenditure.  That  is  the  reason  that 
very  often  a  comparatively  small  sum  is 
put  down  to  be  spent  in  the  year  in 
which  the  Service  first  appears  on  the 
Vote.  I  should  have  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  commended  us  for 
that  as  a  very  proper  administrative 
system.  Instead  of  that,  out  of  his 
exuberant  patriotism — because  his  motive 
is  patriotic  in  so  far  as  it  is  to  secure  the 
defence  of  these  distant  stations,  in 
which  I  quite  agree  with  him — he  calls 
on  us  to  spend  in  this  year  the  whole  of 
the  money  the  works  will  cost.  That 
disposes  of  most  of  his  criticisms,  which 
were  not  directed  so  much  to  the  Service 


spent  this  year.  With  regard  to  £gypt, 
he  asks  what  authority  we  l:^ve  for 
spending  money  there?  \jre  have  none 
until  this  House  votes  the  money  for  the 
Service.  When  the  House  has  voted  it 
we  (an  spend  it  there  as  w^ll  as  else- 
where. These  are, services  we  cannot 
expect  the  Egyptian  Government  to 
uifdertake — at  any  rate,  if  we  did  expect 
it,  we  are  pretty  sure  they  would 
not  do  it.  The  item  for  Alex- 
andria is  in  regard  to  huts  which 
have  been  built  to  replace  others 
condemned  as  unhealthy,  and  for  pro- 
viding accommodation  elsewhere  for 
married  soldiers  and  others.  As  to  the 
progress  to  be  made  on  the  works  at 
Aldershot  under  the  Barracks  Act  this 
year,  I  cannot  say  what  it  will  be.  There 
is  a  large  amount  of  the  money  taken  for 
those  works  unexpended. 

The  chairman  :  The  expenditure 
under  the  Barracks  Act  does  not  come 
under  this  Vote. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
We  provide  for  the  interest  and  Sinking 
Fund  under  this  Vote,  but  I  cannot  say 
how  much  will  be  spent  this  year.  As 
to  the  rent  of  the  club  house  at  Aider- 
shot,  I  have  made  inquiries,  but  have 
not  yet  received  the  required  informa- 
tion. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  the  money 
had  already  been  taken — save  in  the 
case  of  a  redoubt  at  Hong  Kong — for 
the  works  to  which  he  had  alluded. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  found  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
right.  In  the  cases  referred  to  they 
were  second  yearns  expenditures.  Most 
of  them,  however,  were  affected  by  the 
circumstances  which  applied  in  the  case 
of  first  year's  Votes. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  had  not 
presumed  to  say  what  the  amount  of 
expenditure  should  be  in  a  particular 
year.  He  had  generally  adverted — and 
still  would  advert — to  the  slow  rate  of 
progress  as  evinced  by  the  Estimates  now 
before  the  House.  He  had*  urged  the 
Government  to  expedite  and  finish  the 
works  as  soon  as  possible. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
when  works  were  proposed  of  an  urgent 
character  the  Estimates  containing  them 
should  be  brought  forward  at  an  earlier 
period,  or  they  should  be  put  into  a 
Supplementary  Estimate  so  as  not  to  be 
delayed  by  the  failure  on  the  pajct  of  the 
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Government  to  deal  ivHli  general  financial 
business,  and  that  a  better  -system  sfaonld 
be  adopted  by  tbe  War  QHBSce  In  con* 
junction,  if  necessary,  with  tbe  Treasury, 
whereby  It  might  be  rendered  possible 
to  prepare  plans  of  iniportant  -  works 
before  the  Estimates  were  moved.  With 
regBrd  to  Gibraltar,  no  one  could  doubt  tbe 
desirability  of  any  works  for  putting  it  in 
a  proper  defensive  position,  in  theinterei^ts 
of  the  Empire  at  large.  In  fact,  it  was 
a  matter  of  such  urgency  that  he  should 
have  thought  the  best  plan  in  such  a 
case  would  be  not  to  wait  for  the  ordinary 
Estimates,  but  to  deal  with  it  when  the 
necessity  seemed  pressing  by  means  of  a 
Supplementary  Estimate  or  in  some  other 
way.  As  to  the  necessity  for  ranges  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  new  maga- 
zine rifle,  he  did  not  see  that  th^Estimates 
contained  any  very  large  provision  for 
that  purpose.  There  were  some  items 
for  the  colonies  and  some  for  this  conn  try, 
but  the  total  expenditure  upon  that  object 
was  not  a  very  large  amount,  and  pro- 
bably before  the  Debate  closed  some 
further  observations  would  be  made  upon 
that  point.  It  was  a  matter  of  great 
necessity  that  the  rifle  ranges  of  this 
country  should  be  put  in  a  better  condi- 
tion ;  and  he  would  urge  upon  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  that  it  was  a  question  not 
entirely  of  the  existence  of  ranges,  but 
also  of  making  them  as  accessible  as 
possible  for  all  arms  of  the  Service.  In 
these  days,  when  it  was  so  diflicult  to 
acquire  ranges,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
existing  or  future  ranges  should  be  made 
available  for  all  branches  of  the  Service — 
that  was  to  sajr,  they  should  be  open  for 

Eractice  to  Volunteers  as  well  as  the 
Regular  Forces.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  know 
why  the  Volunteers  should  necessarily  be 
left  to  provide  ranges  out  of  their  own 
resources.  If  it  were  possible  for  them 
to  do  their  shooting  at  a  Government 
range  within  a  sufl^cicntly  short  distance 
from  their  headquarters  they  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  do  so.  As  to  making 
rniiges  accessible,  he  was  glad  to  see  that 
there  was  *an  item  for  constructing  a 
railway  to  the  camp  at  Strensall ;  but  the 
principle  which  applied  in  the  case  of 
Strensall  would  apply  to  many  other  cases 
which  could  be  suggested  in  diflterent 
parts  of  the  country.  It  seemed  to  be  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  in  this  country, 
where  railways  had  obtained  a  develop- 
ment  which  they  had  In  few  other 
countries,     so     many    of    our    military 
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stations  should  still  rsiiiain  mcotnMcAed 
with  the  main  lines  of  ntiw»y  in  thatr 
neighbourhood.  Take  the  ease  of  Fnl- 
wood  Barracks.  There  every tlifttg  taken 
to  the  barracks  had  to  be  carted  1%  miled 
through  the  town  of  Prettoo.  Not  ealy 
was  there  no  railway,  but  the  Government 
had  not  even  taken  measures  to  get  a 
siding  constructed,  or  any  means  of  com- 
munication made  with  the  milw«y  at  the 
nearest  point  at  which  it  approaebed 
the  barracks.  If  a  siding  were  so 
constructed  it  would  be  possible  to 
save  more  than  a  mile  of  carting. 
Beyond  that,  there  was  a  question  to 
which  he  had  previously  alluded  in  the 
House,  and  which,  so  far  as  that  part  of 
the  country  was  concerned,  was  of  great 
importance — namely,  the  question  of  tbe 
construction  of  a  light  railway  to  Chip* 
ping.  He  supposed  that  Chipping  waa 
intended  to  become  a  large  military 
centre.  There  were  facilities  there  fw* 
permitting  extension  of  what  were  very 
satisfactory  rifle  ranges,  and  a  compre- 
hensive use  of  that  site  could  only  be 
effectually  made  by  extending  the  nearest 
1  ail  way  up  to  the  camp  and  range.  At 
present,  however,  the  distance  which  had 
to  be  traversed  between  the  end  of  tbe 
railway  at  Longridge  and  Chipping  waa 
a  serious  bar  to  the  usefulness  of  the 
place  as  a  military  station  and  rifle  range. 
When  tbe  Government  did  not  care  to  incur 
the  whole  of  the  expense  of  constructing 
light  railways  for  the  purpose  be  advo« 
cated,  it  might  be  possible  for  them  to 
assist  persons  who  were  desirous  of  pro- 
moting the  construction  of  such  rail- 
ways. They  could  be  made  useful 
for  military  purposes  by  tbe  Govern* 
ment  contributing  something  towards  tbe 
cost.  He  did  not  think  the  question  of 
bringing  about  this  communication  by 
railway  with  military  centres  was  one 
which  should  be  left  out  of  sight.  Tbe 
railways  might  be  necessary  in  times 
of  emergency.  As  an  instance  of  the 
activity  in  some  quarters  for  bringing 
about  railway  communication  in  eases 
of  strategic  value,  they  had  tbe  case  of 
the  communication  which  was  made  be- 
tween the  Underground  Railway  and  the 
Central  Police  Office.  If  it  was  found 
necessary  to  have  railway  commnnicatioii 
with  an  important  police  station  surely 
it  was  equally  necessary  throughout  the 
country  to  have  direct  comnnioioation 
between  the  railways  and  our  great 
military  centres. 
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Captaii«    BAtil^OT    (Weetmorekuid, 
Keftdal)  gttid^'ihat  uo  doubt  tbe  qaaB* 
tioD  of  providing  riAe  rattgee  was  one 
beaet  with  diffieulties.      But  the  right 
hon.  O0nt}etnau  h$sA  ui^ed  that  it  was 
a  matter  of  ez'pense.     That  was  a  d'M*- 
caltj  whlch'WoiiM  inerease  rather  than 
diminish  with  the  iapee  of  time.    SooDer 
or  later  the  War  Office  woald  ha?e  to 
face    the    qtiestiou    of     providing    the 
troops     with     i<aoges      whereon     they 
might    be    eoabied    to    test    the     new 
rifle    with    wiHch    thej    had    been    re* 
cently  arttied,  which  he    believed  to  be 
the    best  >  rifle     in     the    world.       The 
coQDtrj  had  gone  to  great  expense,  and 
bad    spent  a   great  deal   of   time   and 
trouble  in  endeavoaring   to  obtain   the 
best  military  weapon  of  any  Army,  and 
he  believed  they  had  succeeded.     He  did 
not  think  any  Continental  conbtry  had  a 
rifle  as  good  as  oars.     Well,  having  done 
that,  it  did  seem  ridicukons  that  we  should 
not  provide  the  troops  with  a  sufficient 
amount   of   space  in  which  to  practise 
with  the  weapon.     There  were  160  rifte 
ranges  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  many 
of  these,  when  the  Martini-Henry  rifle 
was  introduced,  were  considered  unsafe. 
The  Committee  which  had  considered  the 
question  of  the  rifle  ranges  a  few  years 
ago  had  reported  4;hat  only  30  out  of  160 
would  be  considered  as  absolutely  safe. 
But  the  Secretary  of   State  had   stated 
that  of  160  ranges  48  were  safe ;   and 
when  it  was  remembered  that  there  were 
over  100  refi^imental  districts,  and  that 
the  Volunteers  and   the  Militia  had   to 
practise  as  well  as  the  Army,  the  Com* 
mi t tee  would  see  how  inadequate  was  the 
provision  for  practice  with  the  new  rifle. 
In  some  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
the  inconvenience  felt  in  regard  to  this 
matter  was  very  great.     In  Dublin,  for 
instance,  there  were  four   battalions   of 
Infantry   quartered,  and   there  were  no 
rifle  ranges  for  them.     The  consequence 
was,  that  the  nien  had  to   be  sent  with 
the  colours  a  considerable  distance  awav, 
to   go   through   a   coarse    of    musketry 
practice^       It    was   a    question    as    to 
whether  the  range  at  the  Curragh  was  as 
suitable  as  it  should  be  for  a  new   rifle, 
which  had  a  range  of  from  500  to   700 
yards  long^  than*  the    MartitH^-Henry. 
Bullets  from  the  new   rifle   travelled  a 
much   longer  distance  after  a  ricoehet, 
and  necessitated  the  adoption  of  a  muge 
mucb  wider,  as  well  as  longer,  than  those 
in   use    for  the  Martini-Henry.     There 


was  no  doubt  thai  Continental  toountrie^ 
ware  going  ahead  ia  the  matter  of  tifle 
practice.     They  werO'  far  in  advAnfle  of 
ui,   and'  when   we    oamO' iato>  conflict 
with  them-'^^^w  sooner;  ec  later  wo^hould^ 
though  he  hoped  diat  day  was  a  vorj^ 
long  way  off—our  troops  would  be  placed 
at  a  gveat  disadyantagOk     In  diis  he  was 
not' /only  refetring  to   f>racliiBe  by  comt 
panics  or  singly,  for  he  was  not  at  all 
sure  whether  that  was  the  most  impor«^ 
tant  part  of  the  training  of  aoidiecs  in 
mnsketery.       On    the  .^  Continent   field 
firing  was  practised  to  a  very  consider* 
able  extent,  and  unlesis  our  troops  had 
opportunities  of  firing  in  a  body,  as  in 
actual  warfare,  they  would  be  at  a  serious 
disadvantage  if  brought  into  contact  with 
a  foreign  Army.  The  Committee  of  1891 
stated  that  there  were  only  four  bits  of 
ground  large  enough  for  this  exercise  of 
field  firing  for  an  Army  to  practise  on^ 
The  Committee  recommended  that  at  least 
five   more    pieces,  of    ground  should  be 
bought.       They  mentioned  the  probable 
sum  that  would  be  required,  and  strongly 
recommended  that   those  tracts   of  land 
should  be  at  once  procured.       He  knew 
there  were  difficulties  in  the  way  of  find- 
ing bits  of  ground,  but  he  thought  that 
if  the  Committee  which  had  been  sittings 
or  a  body  of  experts,  were  to  travel  round 
the  country  they  would  not  have  much  dif- 
ficulty in  finding  sites  which  would  prove 
to  be  admirably  fitted  for  the  purpose. 
Land  was  as  cheap  now  as  it  pvobably 
ever   would    be,    and   the    Government 
ought  to  take  advantage  of  the  opportu** 
nity  to  provide   the    necessary   ranges;. 
He   believed  a  difficulty  existed  in  the 
fact  that,  if  the  Secretary  of  State  exer*- 
cised  his  compulsory  powers  of  acquisi- 
tion, the  pi  ice  was  fixed  by  a  jury  and 
was  invariably  very  high — quite  out  of 
proportion  to  the  value  of  the  land.     It 
had   been    recommended    by   the  Com- 
mittee   that    the    various    Acts  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   would  have 
to    put     into     operation    in     order    to 
enable  him  to  acqaire  ilandfor  ranges 
shoald  be  consolidated  and  simplified.se 
that  he  might  have  powers  at  once  wider 
and  more  simple.     They  heard: a  great 
deal  in  these  days  about  the  compulsory 
acquisition  of  land.     People  were  yery 
much  divided  in  opinion  about  it, -but 'he 
thought .  that  if  there  ever  was  a  time 
when  such  a  power  should  be  given  it 
was  now.    The  Minister  respondSble  for 
the  efficiency  of  the  .Army  should  ^have 
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power  to  Hdinire'  land^  so  that  oar 
soldiers  might  be  tralaed  in  the  one 
thing  withont  wbioh  thej  were  afasor 
lately  uselees— oamelj,  abooting^  Id 
view  of  the  great  •  imp(M*taooe  of  the 
qaestioD  to  the  couatrjV  he  was  prepared 
to  say  that,  even  at  the  risk  of  inflicting 
hardship  in  some  oases,  the  oompensa* 
tion  should  be  determined  not  by  a  jury, 
but  by  arbitration,  as  was  the  case  when 
the  land  was  acqoired  by  agreement. 
Although,  as  he  had  said,  he  believed  we 
possessed  the  most  perfect  and  magBiii<» 
cent  magazine  rifle  in  the  world,  it  would 
not  be  in  aoeordanoe  with  past  ex  peri* 
ence  if  a  new  rifle  escaped  criticism.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Peter lK>rough  had  critl* 
oised  it,  and  no  doubt,  though  it  was 
better  than  any  other,  it  had  its  faults. 
The  faults  were  being  rapidly  oreroome, 
however,  and  it  was  high  time  that, 
having  this  weapon,  onr  soldiers  should 
ha^e  ground  upon  which  to  let  it  ofi.  He 
asked  for  some  information  as  to  the 
course  which  the  Grx>verDmeDt  intended 
to  pursue. 

Sir  H.  FLETCHER  (Sussex,  Lewes) 
said,  that  with  reference  to  the  question 
of  rifle  ranges,  he  noticed  in  the  Esti- 
mates this  year  it  was  stated  that  the 
total  estimate  for  the  provision  of  ranges 
could  not  be  arrived  at,  but  at  the  same 
time  a  sum  of  £17,500  was  put  down 
as  the  amount  to  be  appropriated  for  that 
purpose  this  year.  He  should  like  to 
know  whether  that  money  was  to  be  spent 
on  renovation  or  repairs  of  existing  rifle 
ranges,  or  whether  it  was  to  be  devoted 
to  purchasing  land  for  other  ranges? 
On  the  occasion  of  the  last  Debate  he 
mentioned  one  or  two  ranges  on  which 
some  money  had  been  spent,  including 
BrowndowD  at  (jk>sport.  It  was  a 
curious  thing  that  Browndown  was  the 
only  range  for  the  South  Western 
district,  of  which  Portsmouth  was  the 
chief  military  centre,  and  where  there 
were  as  large  numbers  of  troops  as, 
possibly,  in  any  garrison  town  in  Eng* 
land.  He  had  beard  that,  notwith* 
standing  the  money  spent  ea  Browndown 
last  year,  it  was  not  altogether  in  a 
satisfactory  state  for  the  use  of  the  Lee- 
Metford  rifle  ;  and  when  the  opportunity 
offered,  which  he  hoped  would  be  soon, 
that  dbtrict  ought  to  be  provided  with  a 
larger  and  more  eoBTon lent  range.  Among 
the  other  «listriets  wUoh  were  mentioned 
in  the  Return  which  ^e  right  hon.  Gen« 
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tiemao  had  kindly  famished  bim  with, 
be  found  that  in  the  Thames  dintriet, 
alflo  a  very  important  military  district, 
there  were  no  ranges  safe  for  the  Lee- 
Metford  rifle.  He  wished  to  ask  whether 
any  of  this  money  was  to  be  spent  on  the 
Thames  district  and  on  the  Woolwich 
distriot  ?  where,  of  course,  there  were 
large  bodies  of  troops  belonging  to  the 
Royal  Artillery,  ^nd  it  was  laost  in»- 
portant  they  should  have  some  safe 
ranges  in  whioh  to  carry  on  their 
musketry  practice.  Tbere  were  also 
many  other  districts  which  were  very 
feebly  supplied  with  ranges  for  the  Lee- 
Metford  rifle.  Tbere  was  one  of  these 
districts  in  whioh  he  had  a  special 
interest,  and  as  to  which  be  should  be 
obliged  to  get  information  whether  any 
of  the  money  was  to  be  spent  upon,  and 
that  was  the  rifle  range  at  Chichester. 
The  Militia  were  called  out  annually  for 
training  there,  and  this  year  they  were 
served  witb  the  Lee-Metford  rifle  ;  but  as 
it  was  found  the  rifle  range  was  not  safe 
for  its  use,  the  Lee*Metford  rifles  were 
taken  back  and  kept  in  store,  and  the 
training  was  carried  out  witb  the  Martini- 
Henry  rifle  with  which  the  Militia  had 
been  armed  for  some  years.  If  money 
was  to  be  spent  on  this  range  it  should  be 
spent  as  speedily  as  possible,  so  that  the 
Militia,  in  future  years,  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  practising  with  the 
weapon  with  whicu  they  were  armed. 
The  Return  furnished  bun  by  the  War 
Office  showed  that  there  were  47  ranges, 
with  which  Ireland,  and  especially  the 
South,  seemed  to  be  very  fairly  provided, 
there  being  11  in  the  Cork  district.  It 
was  hoped  that  some  satisfactory 
arrangement  would  soon  l>o  arrived  at 
with  regard  to  the  Dublin  ranges  by 
which  the  garrison  at  Dublin  would  be 
able  to  carry  out  its  rifle  practice.  Soot- 
land  seemed  to  have  a  very  considerable 
number  of  ranges  when  they  recollected 
that  in  that  country  there  were  very  few 
troops  indeed,  compared  witb  what  there 
were  .  in  England  or  Ireland.  He  was 
sure  it  would  interest  the  Committee  to 
know  whether  tbis  money  was  to  be 
spent  on  renovating  the  old  ranges  or  for 
the  purchase  of  new  ones. 

CoLONBL  KENYON-SLANEV 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  before  they 
passed  from  tbis  enormously  important 
question  of  rifle  ranges,  be  had  one  or 
two  suggestions  to  make  whicb  be  was 
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Burprieed  had  not  been  made  before,  and 
wiuob,  be  ahould  have  thought,  would 
have  been;  made  by  the  Seeretarj  for 
War  himaelf.     He  was  perfectly  aware 
of  all  the  difficulties  which  existed  in  the 
way  of  obtainiog  requisite  land  for  the 
,  purpose  of  these  ranges.    It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  mistake  which   had  been 
made  by  the  predecessors  of  the  right  hon. 
Geutleman,  as  well,  possibly,  as  by  the 
right  hon<  Gentlemau  himself,  was  that 
they  thought  it  necessary  absolutely  to 
acquire  the  fee-simple  of  all  the  lands — 
that  was,  to  buy  them  up  absolutely  in 
order    satisfactorily    to  establish   these 
ranges*     If    they    could    buy    the  laud 
outright,  it  would  no  doubt  enable  them 
to  make  more  permanent  provisions,  and 
there  would  be  many  advantages  la  being 
able  to  do  so.      But  they  must  cut  their 
coat  according  to  their  cloth.      If  thev 
found  that  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
purchasing  the  ranges  outright  were  al- 
most insuperable,  he  wonder^  they  had 
not  devoted  much  more  attention  than 
they  had  hij;herto  done  to  the  possibility 
of  hiring  ground  for  this  purpose.     Of 
course,  in    hiring  they  could    not  abso* 
lutely  dictate  their    own   terms,  but  by 
acting  on  the  principle  of  give  and  take, 
and  making  the  best  of  what  was  avail- 
able, the  Government  would  be  able  to 
materially  increase  their  rifle  accommo- 
dation— at  all  events,  temporarily.     They 
might,  perhaps,  have  a  range  for  a  certain 
number  of  years  in  one  place,  and  then, 
when  there  was  a  demand  for  the  land, 
have  to  remove  to  another  district*   This 
no  doubt  would  be  inconvenient,  hut  it 
would  be  immensely  preferable  to  having 
nothing   at  all.     The   great    and   para- 
mount necessity  of  this  training  had  been 
urged.     In  probably  the  only  war  within 
the  memory  of  any  man  in  that  House 
out   ol    which   we  did   not   come    with 
credit-^namely,  the  War  with  the  Boers 
in    South  Africa,   one  of   the  essential 
difficulties    we  had    to   contend     with, 
and  which  enabled   the  Boers  to  inflict 
upon  our  soldiers   the  c<»nparative  dis- 
asters which  they  did,  was  due  not   to 
any  superior   courage    or   being    better 
drilled,  but  to  the  extreme  accuracy  of 
the  Boer  rifle  shooting,  which  they  had 
attained  by  constant  practice,  and  being 
thoroughly  at  home   with   the   weapon 
they  had  to  wield  on  the  day  of  battle. 
Nothing  should  be  more  taken  to  heart 
by   our  Military  Authorities   than    the 


lessons  taught  to  us  by  that  war.  He 
believed  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man got  up  he  would  not  be  able  to 
endorse  what  had  been  said  as 
\o  being  .able  to  arrange  satisfac* 
torily  for  a  rifle  range  in  Dublin. 
He  believed  that  the  War  Office 
authorities  there  were  intimidated  by 
the  bogey  of  expense.  This  training 
was  a  matter  of  paramount  importance, 
and  the  question  of  expense  ought  not 
always  to  stand  in  the  way.  He  did  not 
agree  with  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  one  of  the  divisions  of 
Westmoreland  as  to  giving  compulsory 
powers  for  the  acquisition  of  land  for  rifle 
ranges.  He  looked  with  considerable 
misgiving  on  such  compulsory  powers, 
and  he  should  have  to  be  convinced  that 
every  other  method  had  been  resorted  to 
before  he  should  consent  to  this  arbitrary, 
and  by  no  means  proper,  but  unjustifiable 
method  of  acquiring  land  by  compulsion. 
If  it  was  worth  while  to  spend  all  this 
money  on  these  rifles  it  was  worth  while 
to  go  to  almost  any  additional  expense 
to  enable  our  soldiers  to  make  themselves 
efficient,  otherwise  what  had  already  been 
done  would  be  practically  useless.  He 
knew  the  Secretary  for  War  would  be 
anxious  to  support  them,  and  their  object 
was  to  create  as  much  public  feeling  as 
possible  so  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man or  his  successors  could  put  an  end 
to  what  was  nothing  short  of  a  public 
scandal. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
whilst  he  was  very  conscious  of  the  in- 
creasing difficulties  in  the  way  of  obtain- 
ing rifle  ranges,  he  thought  those 
difficulties  would  not  be  diminished,  but 
would  rather  increase  as  the  years  passed 
on.  Undoubtedly  it  was  of  the  flrst  im- 
portance that  their  soldiers  should  be 
good  marksmen.  At  present  tliey  took 
the  sword  and  rifle,  and  neither  taught 
the  swordsman  swordsmanship  nor  the 
man  who  had  to  fire  the  rifle  marksman- 
ship. With  the  large  range  of  the  rifles 
they  required  more  ground  for  the  pur- 
pose of  practising  musketry,  and  they 
would  require  far  more  than  even  the 
War  Office  were  disposed  to  admit. 
What  they  gave  as  the  danger  line 
beyond  which  they  guaranteed  no  bullet 
should  pass  was  not  the  danger  line. 
The  bullets  ricocheted  and  went  further 
than  the  War  Office  supposed.  There 
was  a  regiment  which  went  for  rifle  firing 
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to  Alderabot,  find  tbey  shot  »  ftinner  who 
was  oatside  the  moge.  The  Dext  yettr 
the  ftaHie  reginieDe  eame  back,  fired  oiper 
the  same  range,  and  shot  the  farmer^s  son 
who  was  also  oateide  the  same  range.  \^A 
laugh,']  The  hen.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man laughed,  hot  he  did  not  think  the 
farmer  or  hts  son  laughed.  He  only 
mentioned  this  to  show  that  the  Janger 
line  was  not  far  enough  off.  He  had 
been  a  witness  to  the  gallant  and  de- 
spairing attemptof  the  War  Office  to  get 
a  range  in  Wiltshire,  where,  owing  to  the 
many  difficulties  iu  the  way,  he  thought 
it  would  be  impossible  to  establish  a 
range.  He  thought  it  would  be  found 
practically  impossible  to  establish  any 
further  ranges  in  this  country  for  the  new 
rifle.  The  country  was  greatly  populated  ; 
the  people  did  not  like  to  have  rifle 
bullets  flying  round  and  not  to  feel  safe 
within  fotir  miles  from  the  man  flring  the 
rifle  ;  and  he  considered  the  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  getting  ranges  would  increase. 
He  was  convinced  that  it  would  be  found 
to  be  absolutely  impossible  to  get  rifle 
ranges  for  each  district  within  the  dis- 
trict itself.  In  the  end  they  would  have 
to  get  some  large  extent  of  barren  and 
uninhabited  land  in  Scotland  or  Clare,  or 
some  of  the  Irish  mountains,  or  perhaps 
in  Essex,  which  would  be  sufficient  to 
enable  them  not  only  to  establish  ranges 
for  the  ordinary  purpose  of  firing,  but 
also  for  field  firing,  and  there  they  would 
have  to  send  the  men  from  all  districts  from 
time  to  time.  This  was  a  matter  of  the  most 
intense  importance.  Unless  they  taught 
the  meu  to  use  a  rifle  so  as  to  be  able  to 
hit  a  mark  they  might  as  well  have  no 
rifle  at  all.  He  should  like  to  hear  what 
was  going  to  be  done  in  regard  to  the 
provision  of  rifle  ranges.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  near  him  had  said 
that  only  £17,500  was  to  be  spent  on 
ranges  ;  but  he  thought  this  must  be  a 
mistake,  because,  under  the  head  of 
Barracks  and  Rifle  Ranges,  he  fbund  the 
item  of  £72,000.  It  was  true  that  under 
the  bead  of  Barracks  and  Rifle  Ranges  he 
found  a  good  deal  was  to  be  spent  on 
drainage  at  the  Canterbury  Barracks.'  He 
had  risen  chiefly  to  suggest  and  imprest 
upon  the  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
moment  had  arrived  to  recovisider  the 
question  <A  the  rifle  ranges  from  this 
point  of  view  ;  to  reconsider  whether 
they  could  reasonably  entertnin  the  pro* 
spect  of  providing  rifle  ranges  under- the 
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new.  conditions  of  kfgejy  ♦  toewiiel 
dimensioiit  hi  eaeh  dlstriec  lor  tlie  Irao^ 
of  that  district.  If  the  right  boo.  Qm- 
tlemao  was  obliged  to  tobaodoB'tbat  idek 
— as  he  betieved  would  lie  the  cate— be 
would  ask  him  whecber  he  would  net 
oensfder  the  other  suggestion  of  getting  a 
general  rifle  range,  or  perhaps  two,  of  a 
large  extent^  saffieiently  bu^e  not  merely 
to  enable  firing  to  be  done  at  a  target,  bnt 
ordinary  field  firing,  and  to  face  the 
necessity  of  having  only  one  or  twe 
ranges  and  sending  the  troops  there  in 
turn  to  do  their  firing. 

Mr.  CAMPB£LL-BANNEBMAN  t 
I  have  really  very  Kttie  to  say  en  Ibis 
snbject ;  in  fact,  nothing  beyond  what  I 
have  said  already^  I  tibink  tbis  is  tbe 
third  Debate  on  the  snbject  of  ranges  we 
have  had  within  the  last  few  weeke^ 
therefore  I  cannot  expect  to  ooenpy  tbe 
time  of  the  House  in  repeating  anything 
I  have  said  before.  That  I  am  qnile 
av/are  of  the  great  importanee  of  tbe 
snbject  and  of  all  that  has  been  said  on 
the  necessity  of  training  our  troops  in  tbe 
use  of  the  rifle  I  think  might  almost  be 
taken  as  granted.  At  the  same  time,  I 
have  been  interested  iu  much  that  has 
been  said,  and  the  only  complaint  I  have 
to  make  is  that,  so  far  from  receiving  any 
assistance  towards  coming  to  a  eonelo* 
sion  in  the  matter,  I  have  had  such  a 
difiereuce  of  opinion  expressed  that  any 
initial  confusion  of  mine  has  beeone  more 
confounded.  I  was  assured  on  one  of 
tbe  former  occasions  when  there  was  a 
long  discussion  that  tbe  War  Offiee 
were  altogether  absurdly  timid  as  to  tbe 
amount  of  ranges  reqnired,  and  that  a 
Committee  of  the  House  would  very 
much  better  determine  the  matter ;  that 
the  new  rifle  did  not  canr  anything  like 
so  far  as  had  been  asserted,  and  that  there 
was  no  danger  to  anything  like  tbe  er* 
tent  that  was  imagined.  Now  I  have 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lynn  Regis  talking 
in  exactly  the  other  direction,  and  imply* 
ing  that  no  one  within  a  county  would 
be  safe  if  a  rifle  range  was  establisbed% 
Then  there  was  another  bon.  and  galkni 
Gentleman  urging  us  to  proceed  1^  way 
of  taking  laud  eompulsorily,  who  went 
with  great  detail  and  at  considerable 
length  into  the  manner  in  whieb  to  apply 
tbis  system  of  compnlsory  ptirohMe; 
whilst  another  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle* 
man  tells  me  he  altogether  dtsapprovA 
of  compulsory  purohase,  and  lb  ink  athat 
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all  Btich  ^arcl^ase^  ^hoiald  b^  brotr^t 
about    by   voluntary    poWeiis.      Let  us 
hope   that  t4ie  Wiar  Ottee  kthong   all 
these  differetit  (soUnsels,  frbm^  military 
advisors      especially,     who     are     very 
naturaMy  -  interested     in     the*    subject, 
will  fo  on  as  th^y   have   done,  in    a 
common-setise  wiiy,  taking  adi^antage  of 
every  opportunity'  oS^red  us  to  use  and 
push  an  in  this  matter  qtiretly  and  as 
well  as  we  can.     The  idea  they  had  in 
their  mind  was  that  there  Should  be  in 
each  military  district  at  least  one — and 
in  some  districts  more  than  one-grange 
at  which  all  the  troops  in  that  district 
could  be  trained.     Of  course,  I  am  talk- 
ing of  the  Regular  troops,  but  it  would 
be  the  same  way  with  the  MiKtia.  That 
does  not  meet  the  question  of  the  Volun- 
teer Force,  who  bave  difficulties  of  their 
own  in  the  same  direction.     As  I  have 
said,  I  quite  admit  the  enormous  import* 
ance  of  the  question,  but  I  also  admit 
that  at  the  present  moment  I  am  not 
prepared  to  lay  down  any  particular  way 
out  of  the  difficulty.      We  will  go  on  as 
we  have  been  doing  in  the   meantime, 
spending  money  as  we  find  it  possible  to 
do  so.     The  range  which  the  boo.  Mem- 
ber opposite  referred  to,  near  Salisbury, 
has  been  abandoned.       The  matter  was 
considered  with  great  care.     First'of  all, 
it  was  intended  to  have  a  range  in  the 
New  Forest,  and  then  one  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Salisbury  ;  but  it  has  been 
found   that  the  Browndown  Range  at 
Portsmouth  by  a  little  alteration  could 
be  made   suitable  for  the   purpose  for 
which   the  others    were    intended.       I 
believe  that  the  money  which  is  taken 
this  year  will  be  spent  in  completing  the 
ranges   at  Aldershot,  Landore,  the  Cur- 
ragh,  and  Browndown.     Kilbride  comes 
next,  and  if  this  cannot  be  got,  that  is  if 
the   money   necessary   cannot   be  spent 
there,    Grravesend    and    Sheerne$s    will 
follow,  and    abroad,    Jamaica   and   the 
Mauritius.     That,  I  think,  is  all   that  I 
need  say  on  that  subject,  having  said  so 
much   already.      My   hon.   Friend    will 
observe  that  Chichester  is  not  in  those  I 
have  mentioned.     One  of .  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friends  spokeabont  the  bogey  of 
expense.   Well,  no  person  in  my  position 
can  disregard  the  bogey  of  e±t)ense,  and  if 
we  were  to^o  on  spending  money  on  any- 
thing that  was  required,  without  any 
regard  at  all  to  the  expenditure,  I  do  not 
know    what    the    House  of    Commons 


wofttld  think  of  the  ^euditu)^  of  thief 
War  Office.  I  fully  admit,  and  I  assert;  bnd 
declare,  that  my  military  iidvi^ers  as' well 
as  myself  are  fully  alive  td  the  enormous 
importance  of  this  question,  a^d  as  soon 
as  we  see  that  anv  definite  action  can 
be  taken  in  any  individtial  case  we 
shall  be  ready  to  take-  it;  There  are 
certain  places  in  the  conntry  which  I 
will  not  mention — becau^  that  might 
have  a  most  evil  efTect— on  which  we 
have  Our  eyes  where  ranges  might  be 
established,  and  when  the  moment  comes 
to  strike  I  hope  we  shall  not  be  found 
unwilling  to  do  so. 

•Mb.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Gttildfoid) 
could  not  say  that  he  thought  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
very  encouraging  one  to  those  who 
desired  to  see  adequate  provision  made  for 
suitable  rifle  ranges,  and  unless  some 
heroic  measures  were  taken  matters  would 
continue  to  remain  in  the  same  condition, 
and  they  would  have  this  same  Debate 
year  after  year.  Obviously  the  whole 
matter  hung  on  the  question  whether 
Parliament  could  fairly  be  asked  for  more 
money,  and  he  was  stirprised  to  hear 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentkman,  in  the 
light  of  his  experience  in  the  War  Office 
— which  was  greater  than  that  of  any 
other  man  in  the  House,  he  having  been 
twice  Financial  Secretary  and  twice  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War— could  imagine 
that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
press  him  for  any  reduction  in  expendi- 
ture. He  did  not  remember  ever  being 
asked  to  reduce  a  single  item  in  connec- 
tion with  such  matters,  and  on  the  con- 
trary he  should  like  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to -recollect  what  occurred  with 
regard  to  barracks.  They  had  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  regard  to  barracks.  Lord 
Randolph  Chnrchiirs  Committee  which 
inquired  into  the  subject  with  a  view 
to  economy  took  evidence  with  regard 
to  barracks  for  only  one  single  morn- 
ing, and  on  the  strength  of  that 
morning^s  work  they  decided  on  a  Re- 
port encouraging  the  country  to  spend 
£4,100,000  on  barracks.  That  decision 
was  taken  after  evidence  had  been  given 
by  one  officer  alone,  and  having  that 
example  before  him  he  really  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Geentleman,  when  he  came 
to  loek  into  the  whole  question  next 
year,  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  a  matter  on  which  he 
might    fah'ly    ask     to    have  -  a    loan. 
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He  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon« 
Geotlemao  whether  he  bad  at  all 
attempted  to  take  land  for  rifle  rauges 
uuder  the  powers  given  by  the  Hifle  Eaoges 
Act  ?  It  was  said  during  thediscussioa  that 
evening  that  juries  would  award  very 
high  prices  for  land  taken  compulsorily 
under  that  Act.  That  was  so,  indeed. 
He  knew  of  one  casein  Scotland  in  wbich 
the  jury  added  50  per  cent,  to  the  value 
of  the  laud  because  the  laud  was  taken 
compulsorily  for  a  rifle  range..  The  ex* 
perience  of  the  War  Oflice  in  Ireland 
was  even  more  unpromising  than  in 
Scotland.  Laud  in  Ireland  which  was 
quite  unsaleable  for  any  other  purpose 
enormously  went  up  in  value  when  it  was 
intended  for  ranges,  and  tenants  who  had 
a  tenant-right  in  the  laud  endeavoured  to 
charge  more  than  the  fee-simple  was  worth. 
But  he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  had  used  the  powers 
of  the  Act,  which  enabled  him  to  take 
land  by  arbitration,  and,  if  so,  with  what 
result  ?  He  would  venture  to  suggest, 
in  conclusion,  that  the  War  Budget  had 
some  claim  on  the  enormous  surplus 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
expected  from  the  new  Death  Duties  ;  and 
if  from  that  source  the  War  Minister 
was  able  to  do  anything  for  the  rifle 
ranges  he  would  meet  with  cordial  sup- 
port from  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  (War- 
wick, Stratford)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  had 
complained  that  there  was  not  a  single 
suggestion  made  in  the  course  of  the 
discussions  that  had  not  a  tendency 
towards  increasing  expenditure.  But  he 
should  like,  very  respectfully,  to  make  a 
suggestion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man which  he  believed  would  have 
a  teudency  to  reduce  expenditure, 
gradually  and  permanently.  At  present 
the  War  Office  employed  the  officers 
of  the  Royal  Engineers  as  archi- 
tects for  new  War  Office  buildings. 
2^0  one  doubted  that  the  Royal  Engineers 
as  a  military  body  was  one  of  the  finest 
corps  in  Europe  ;  but  whether  they  were 
the  most  competent  of  the  economical 
architects  to  carry  on  the  barrack  work 
of  the  United  Kingdom  was  a  totally 
difierent  question.  Architecture,  like 
every  other  art,  was  a  Yery  jealous 
mistress,  and  unless  a  man  gave  her  the 
fuU  devotion  of  his  life  he  was  not  likely 
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to  make  a  first-rate  architect.  The  Boyal 
Engineers  should   be  confined  to  their 
own  proper  sphere,  and   that   was  tbe 
erection  of  forts.    Economy    in    archi* 
tecture  was  the  very  first  problem  that 
exercised  the  mind  of  the  architect ;  but 
very  little  or  nothing  was  known  as  to  the 
principles  on  which  toe  officers  of  the  Royal 
Engineers  calculated  their  estimates  for 
buildings.     Ifis  suggestion  was  that  the 
work  of  building  barracks  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  staff  of  trained  architects  in 
the  Board  of  Works.     [^  laugh.l    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  laughed  at  that, 
but  surely  it  was  a  suggestion  that  was 
worth  consideration.     If  the  architects  of 
the  Board  of  Works  carried  on  tbe  build« 
ing  operations  of  the  War  Office  they 
would  get  better  contracts  all  over  the 
country    than    could    possibly    be    got 
through  tbe  medium  of  the  commanding 
officer  of  the  Royal  Engineers,  who  was 
appointed  for  five  years,  he  thought,  and 
therefore  could  not  have  the  same  experi- 
ence of  the  prices  that  normally  obtain  in 
the  various  country  towns,  as  would  be 
at  tbe  command  of  the  trained  officers  of 
the  Board  of  Works.     He  supposed  he 
would  be  answered  that  an  architectural 
training  formed  part  of  the  curriculum  of 
the  schools  in  which  the  Royal  Engineers 
were  educated.     That  was  true  ;  but  he 
doubted  that  the  knowledge  obtained  in 
that  way  was  such  as  would  fit  a  Royal 
Engineer    to  compete    with    a   trained 
architect,    any    more     than    a    trained 
architect  could  c<nnpete   with   a  Royal 
Engineer   iu    the   construction  of  forts. 
When  they  asked  a  Royal  Engineer  to 
become  an  architect  they  asked  him  to  do 
something    that   was   outside  his    pro- 
fession ;  they  took  him  away  from  duties 
which  more  obviously  fell  upon  him,  and 
duties  therefore  which  must  to  a  certain 
extent  suffer  by  diverting  his  energies 
and  talents  into  courses  that  were  perhaps 
a  little  foreign  to  them.     If  they  were  to 
insist  on  their  barracks  being  built  by 
trained  architects  they  would  build  them 
cheaper  and  better  ;  the  sanitary  accom- 
modation  would   be  more  perfect,  and, 
moreover,  thej  would  leave  the  officers 
of  the  Royal  Engineers  altogether  to 
their  proper  military  functions. 

Sir  a.  ACLAND-HOOD  (Somerset, 
Wellington)  said,  he  had  questioned 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  reference 
to  the  condition  of  tbe  barracks  at 
Plymouth,  Devooport,  and  other  pUcet 
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in  which  troops  were  quartered  on  re- 
turning from  India  and  other  hot 
climes,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  while  those  barracks 
were  damp  they  were  not  cold. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  said  it  was  a  damp  clime  to  send 
them  to. 

Sir  a.  ACLAND^HOOD  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  further  stated 
that  the'  discretion '  as  to  where  the 
troops  were  to  be  quartered  was  in  the 
general  officer  commanding  the  dis- 
trict, and  therefore  the  War  Office  had 
no  responsibility  id  the  matter  ;  but  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
use  his  influence  in  the  right  direction  by 
recommending  that  trt>ops  returning  from 
hot  climes  should  not  be  sent  to  damp 
barrfecks.  With  regard  to  Wellington 
Barracks;  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  have  told  him  last  night 
that  the  married  men's  quarters  which 
had  been  destroyed  by  fire  had  been 
rebuilt,  and  that  the  other  married  men^s 
quarters  had  been  furnished  with  proper 
exits  in  case  of  Are.  He  had  that  morn- 
ing visited  the  barracks-^-every  corner 
of  which  he  knew,  having  been  stationed 
there  dozens  of  times,  and  months  at  a 
time — and  he  was  surprised  to  find  that 
the  place  which  had  been  burned  down 
was  still  a  vacant  space,  and  that  the 
exits  and  entranced  of  the  existing 
married  men's  quarters  were  exactly  the 
same  as  they  were  a  few  years  ago. 
The  bad  drainage'  nuisance,  to  which 
he  had  also  calleil  attention,  was  very 
much  worse  now  than  it  had  been 
when  he  resided  in  the  barracks.  In 
fact,  the  barracks  was  a  breeding  place 
of  disease.  An  insanitary  state  of  things 
existed  there  that  would  not  be  tolerated 
in  any  union  or  prison,  and  he  could  not 
see  why  our  soldiers  should  be  housed 
worse  than  paupers  and  convicts.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  last  night 
that  the  sum  required  for  the  drainage  of 
the  barracks  was  included  in  this  year's 
Estimates.  The  battalions  quartered  in 
the  Wellington  Barracks  would  soon  be 
leaving  for  the  Autumn  Manoeuvres  for 
five  weeks,  and  he  asked  the  right  h6u. 
Gentleman  to  have  steps  taken  to 
have  this  disagreeable'  and  dangerous 
nuisance  retnoved  during  that  period. 
He  would  also  like  to  haVe  an 
assurance  from  tbe  rig6t  faon.  Gentle- 
man that  there  would  be  a  sum  iticluded 


in  next  year's  Estimates  for  rebuilding 
the  married '  men's  quarters  which  had 
been  burned  down,  and  to  provide  proper 
exits  and  entrances  to  the  existing 
married  men's  quarters.  If  he  did  not 
get  those  satisfactory  assurances  he  would 
have  to  move  a  reduction  in  the  Vote  and 
to  go  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
said,  he  understood  it  was  never  intended 
to  rebuild  the  married  men's  quarters 
which  had  been  burned  down  at  Wel- 
lington Barracks ;  but,  taking  a  lesson 
from  the  fire,  the  remaining  married  men's 
quarters  were  so  altered  as  to  secure 
proper  exits  in  the  case  of  fire.  A  scheme 
for  the  reconstruction  of  the  entire  bar- 
racks was  under  consideration ;  but, 
pending  that  scheme,  small  improvements 
would  be  attended  to,  and  the  nuisance 
complained  of  was  included  in  the  Esti- 
mates and  was  being  dealt  with,  a  tender 
for  the  fittings  having  just  been  ac- 
cepted. He  was  told  there  had  been 
no  complaint  of  the  general  drainage 
of  the  barracks.  He  was  bound  to  say, 
generally,  that  when  such  complaints  were 
made  there  was  always  a  suspicion  as  to 
the  way  the  barracks  were  kept.  Un- 
doubtedly, in  many  cases,  the  evil  odours 
complained  of  were  due  to  the  regiment 
in  the  barracks  neglecting  to  properly 
flush  the  drains,  and  to  keep  things  in 
proper  order,  though  he  was  sure  that 
so  far  as  the  Wellington  Barracks  was 
concerned  all  those  things  were  properly 
looked  after.  But  if  any  evils  of  the 
kind  existed  the  person  responsible  was 
the  general  officer  commanding  in  the 
district.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  medical 
officers  to  report  those  evils  to  the  general 
officer  commanding  in  the  district;  and 
there  was  a  Standing'  Order,  so  to  speak^ 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  the  War 
Office,  that  a  question  of  money  should 
never  stand  in  the'  way  of  any  sanitary 
repairs  or  alterations  which  were 
urgently  required ;  and  if  proper  re- 
presentations were  made,  as  they  ought 
to  be,  to  the  general  officer  commanding 
in  the  district,  it  was  the  fault  of  the 
general  officer  that  the  evils  existed  ;  for 
if  he  forwarded  the  representations  to 
the  War  Office,  they  would  have  been 
at  once  attended  to.  It  was  very  easy  to 
say  that  our  barracks  wer^  such  that  the 
soldiers  could  not  live  "in  them,  but  it 
was  aH  the  greatest  nonsense.  The 
greater' number  of  batracks  showed  better 
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with  regard  to-  b^di  thuii  any  other 
buildings  in  which  mep.vf0re'oaiigregated* 
together,  Wjth  one,  or, two  flagraDt! 
ex9epiioii«,  whi^h  were,  hwg  dealt  with, 
4he  greater  pi^rt  of  the  barracks  were  io 
3  perfectly  good  aod  satisfactory  condition, 
if  they  hereto  judge  by  the  medical  reports. 
In  the  case  of  the  Weilingl^n  barracks, 
tfaeie  had  beenfnocomplaiiilv  pf  the  gene-' 
ral  drainage,  except-  that  in  the  married 
officers'  quarters  the  wife  of  an  officer 
JukI  died  .^om  puerperal  if ev^n  The, 
«anit|U7  arrangements  of  the  barracks' 
were  then  examined  by  Mr.  Tyndal,  the 
sanitary  engineer  of  the  War  Department' 
-^a  most  competent  offieer-^and  while  a 
few  minor  defects  were  found,  nothing  of 
a  seriou3  nature  was  discovered.  That 
showed  what  pains  were  taken  by  the 
War  Department  in  those  matters. 
Ag^iuy  a  lamentably  account  was  given 
last  night  of  the  drainage  of  that  fine 
building,  the  General  Officers'  Home  at 
Portsmouth.  A  general  examination  of 
the  drainage  of  the  house  was  made,  in 
1890  by  Mr.  Tyndaly  and  iie  reported  to 
the  War  Office.  But  not  content  with 
that,  his  predecessor  in  the  office  of 
Secretary  of  State  invited  Sir  Frederick 
Bramwell  to  examine  the  house,  and  the 
result  was  that  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell 
agreed,  item  by  item,  with  evexy 
one  of  Mr.  Tyndal's  recommendations. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Warwiokshire  pro- 
posed that  the  whole  business  of  building 
and  repairing  barracks  should  be  taken 
out  of  the  bands  of  the  Royal  Engineers. 
Everyone  might  not  agree  with  Uie  par- 
ticular kind  of  architecture  favoured  by 
the  Royal  Engineers,  but  anyone  whio 
went  to  AJderahot  and  examined  the  new 
buildings  put  up  there  would  see  that 
externally  and  internally  they  reflected 
the  very  highest  credit  on  the  Depart- 
D&ent  of  the  Royal  Engineers*  He  be*- 
lieved  that  the  Royal  Engineers  were 
admirably  qualified  to  erect  barracks. 
They  had  high  'civilian  assistanee  ;  they 
were  often  men  of  very  great  experience^ 
and  the  iutereste  of  the  bacraoks  were  in 
every  respect  well  looked  after  by  them; 
The  hon.  Member  auggested  that  the 
barracks  should  be  handed  over  to  ;the 
Office  of  Woriks.  He  did  not  wish  to 
say  anything^  as  between' one  Goirern* 
ment  Department  and  another,  of  ma  «n* 
favo^irable  character,  bathe  doubtedthat 
the  Royal  EnginWs  could  pro^kice  ao 
atifM)Jute  &  iailuija  ior  aU  the  purposes  for 
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.which  it  was  intended  than  that  block  of 
buildinge,  in  which  the  Foreign  Office, 
the  Hou^  Office,  and  the  Colonial  Office 

were  included* 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  :  I  must 
Atkt^Tfmjpti  tbe4'ig^  hon^  G^nllenian.  That 
building  was  not  built  by  the  men  to 
whom  I  alluded.  It  was  built  by  the 
Ute  Sir  Bajberl)  'SfO^^t^  pnA  not  by  the 
Office  of  Works, 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANKERMAK  : 
Probably  tke  Office  of  Works  had  some 
controlling  voice  in  the  matter.  The 
plans  had  to  wss  the  Office  of  Works. 

Mb.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  :  The 
pUns  were  sealed  by  a  committee  of 
taste. 

Mr.  CAMPBEIX-BANNERMAN 
said,  "  taste  **  very  miioh  depended  on  the 
idiosyncri^y  -of  the  individinal.  But  be 
would  come  further  down.  There  was 
the  new  Admiralty  buildings.  He  was 
not  finding  fault  with  the  Office  of  Works. 
No  doul^t  they  did  their  best  with  the 
circumstances  they  had  to  deal  with.  But 
were  the  Office  of  Works  such  models  of 
excellency  that  tbey  should  turn  up  their 
noses  at  the  barracks  built  by  the  Royal 
Engineers  ?  It  was  notorious  that  the 
great  block  o£  buildings  which  included 
the  Foreign  OMce  and  the  Home 
Office'  was  so  badly  constructed  with 
regard  to  sanitaiy.  acoonunodation  that 
the  drains  would  not  work,  and  a  big 
sum,  £20,000  or  £26,000,  had  to 
be  spent  on  thepn  to  put  them  into  a 
proper  condition;  That  experience  dki 
not  show  that  *the  Office  of  Works  would 
preserve  them  from-  some  of  the  evils  into 
which  thay  ocoaeiooaUy  fell  under  the 
directions  of  the  Royal  Engineers.  The 
Department  of  the  Royal  fingineers  was 
succeesfuUy  mafiaged^  Fault  might  be 
found  witli  their  form  of  architecture  as 
a  matter  of  taster  but  af  is>  the  substantial 
qtalitiea  of  the  (buildings  and  the  suit- 
ability of  ^  buildiogs  for  the  purpoaea 
for  which  thery  were  intended,  their  work 
was  exceedingly  well  done.  His  hoiK 
Friend  the  Member  lor  Guildford  ha4 
asked  him  whether  they  had  piaoed  the 
provisioos  of  the  Rifle  Ranges  Act  iatd 
operationu  The^  bad  m>U  One  of  the 
difficulties  found. with  the  Act  was  tbgt 
though  the  tWar  Offioa  might  pnrohaa^ 
property  I  they  oould  not  interfere  with 
rights  at  way^  *  r 

Mb.  FRJBEMAN.MITFORD  eaia« 
he.uadersfppd  thai  Ibe  sanitary  Mtaii^^ 
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neaU  of*  the  buildings  wludb  the  Tig^t 
ii<w.  GeDllenMMi  had  bo  <  sertousif  and  ; 
ieverely  criticised  were  eonstracted  en«>  i 
tirelj  under  tbe  diteotions'  06  jin.  offioer 
oi  the  BojFal  Engineers  who  \rm  at  the 
time  attached  to  the  Office  of  Works^ 

Sib  a.  ACLANDwUOOD  said,  the 
nuisance  in  the-. Wellington  Barracks  had 
l^eeu  reported  liwt  September,*  10  months 
ago,  and  the  Beport  was.  followed  by  a 
long  correspondence  which  occupied 
three  months,  between  the  officer  com- 
manding in  the  district — whom  tbp 
right  hon  Gentleman  said  was  the  re- 
sponsible person  in  the  matter-^—and  •  the . 
Commander-iuTChief,  but  nothing  had 
jet  been  done.  Meanwhile  the  soldier 
had  to  live  in  the.  .place^  which  he 
admitted  was  very  comfortable  if.it  was 
not  for  the  bad  drainage,  and  he  hop^ 
the  right  hon.  jG-entleo^an  would,  without 
anj  further  delay,  take  the  question  of 
the  drainage  seriously  in  hand. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  the  number  of 
complaints  which  were  made  of  the  de- 
fective saditary  arrangements  of  bairacks 
showed  how  essential  it  was  to  have 
some  person  in  authority  responsible  Unt 
the  barracks.  lie  did  not  know  what 
the  Royal  Bngiueers  might  be  as  atchi^ 
tecta  as  comp(a*ed:with  civSliaB^,  but  the 
fault  of  the  system^  la  bis  opinion,  was 
that  the  Royal  Engineers  were  not 
respoBsible,  as  the  right  hon,  Oentle- 
mao  seeimed  to  think,  for  the  barracks. 
The  whole  of  the  duties  in  conneotion  with 
the  building  iind  repair  of  barracks  were 
duplicated.  The  Royal  Engineer  and 
the  District  Surveyor  wotked  side  by 
aide,  and  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  say 
which  was  the  arehftect  and  whioh  the 
surveyor.  Then  when  they  had  made 
out  the  : plans,  they  wer#  submitted- to 
the  offioer  commandiiig  in^lhe  district, 
and  to  thecommandrngofficer  of  the  Royai 
Eogiiieers,  both  of  whom  reported  to  the 
War  Office  on  the  subject*  H^  would 
like  to  know  whioh  of  all  those  men 
inwre  responsible  for  the*  buitdiog  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BAN^NfiRMAN : 
The '  ^enerbl  offioer  >  e^mmai^diDg  in  *  the 
district.  .:      i. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said^  it,  therefore, 
appeared  sthat'the^man*  who  ^  was  responsl- 
Uei  for.  the:  baildntig.^s  a*  mititbry  tuau 
who  knewnatbkig9»a#ch4teclNir^y,  about 
it.  '  No-  wonder  <tfie  'bairaoks- Were  so 
had!  He  should  a.lso>  like  toik&«»w  wh«t 
trsiniikg  ffaad'ithe 'Royal  Englneorsi' for 


nrefaiteetut^liwork^bf  this  kind?  •  So  far 
as  he > understood,' t^ere  was^kt  ooHimander 
in  eadi  district,-  but  ho#  could  these 
eomManders  be*  expected  to  know  any- 
thing about  arohitecture  when  they  had 
no  training  ?  The  traioiiig  an  officer  got 
was  whilst'  he  was  a  lieutenant,  during 
the  six  months  that 'he' remained  at 
<?batham.  A 'man  might  be  sent  out  to 
India,  and  if  ho*  di<l  not  stop*  out  there 
altogether  the  training  was  of  very  little 
use  to  him,'  for  during  Uie' seven  or  eight 
years  he  was  in  the  Sco'Vice  before  he 
was  appointed'  to  a  district  he  only  re- 
ceived •six  months'  training  in  architec- 
ture;* He -thought  his  hon.  Friend  had 
made  out  a  good  case^  that,  looking  at  the 
fact  that  the  organisation,  was  bad,  these 
men  bad  not'  the  proper  training  for  -the 
work  they  were  called  upon  to  perform. 
•The'right  hoUi  Gentletnau'  rather  ques- 
tioned that ;  but  did  they  nfot,  year  after 
year,  have  conrpiaints  about  the  sanitary 
condition  of  these  barracks  ?  It  would  not, 
perbftps,  matter  so  much  if  the  War  Office 
could  be  treated  as  private  individuals, 
because  things  went  on  at  these  barracks 
that  could  be  indfoted  if'  the  property  be- 
longed to  priva4»  individuals.  A  great 
deal  was  allowed  to  go  on  that  was  much 
worse  than  -would  be  imii^iried.  There 
was  '  not  siifficient  accommodation,  and 
some  of  the  night  arrangements  were  of 
the  most  filthy  description,  and  if  they 
occurred  in  private  houses  would  form 
the  subject  el  a  prosecution  ;  therefore, 
his  hon.  and  gallant.  Friend  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  bringing  this  niatter 
forward.  Taking  the  married  quarters, 
did  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  tell 
him  that  in  any  cottage  bdonging  to  a 
private  individual  that  married  people 
wi^  a  family  of  three  dr  four  children 
wouM  be  allowed  to  huddle  into  one  room, 
as  was  the  case  in  many  of  their  old 
barraeksi?  He  would  like  to  get  a  re- 
turn lof  the  number  of  barracks  where  any 
prevtsiou  was  made  in  married  quarters 
better  than  one  room  for  a  married  couple 
and  three  or  four  children.  This  was  a 
thing  whi^b  the  War  Office  ought  not  to 
allow  to  go  on.  •  There  was  one  question 
be  wished  to  ask  as  to  this'  Ybte.  Wheu 
-the  Vote  was  under  disoussion  some  timb 
ago  great  blaine  was  attached  to  him  by 
the 'right 'hon.  X^eutleman  because  he  de- 
eUned  to. allow  the  Vote  to  be  taken  after 
about  'five- minutes'  discussion,  though  it 
iwas  stated' that  (t*  was  absolutely  neces- 
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sary  ^o  get  the  Vote  that  day.  Very 
strong  language  was  us^  ;  but  of  that  he 
did  not  comphiin,  becau9e  it  was  done  by 
everyone  in  charge  of  the  Vote,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  there 
was  no  absolute  necessity  for  passing 
the  Vote  at  that  time  by  delaying  to 
bring  it  forward  again  for  four  or  five 
weeks.  A  very  strong  appeal  was  made 
to  him  to  let  the  Vote  go,  as  it  was  said 
it  was  of  very  great  importance  that  the 
Vote  should  be  got,  even  in  the  last  five 
minutes,  on  account  of  the  commencement 
of  new  works.  What  he  wanted  to  know 
was,  how  this  Vote  differed  from  other 
Votes  as  to  make  it  more  necessary  to  get 
this  Vote  than  any  other  ?  Was  it  the  ^t 
that  the  money  that  had  been  voted  on 
other  Votes  could  not  be  transferred  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  for  the 
works  to  be  constructed  under  this  Vote, 
and  was  it  the  fact  that  under  other  Votes 
articles  of  warlike  stores  and  things  of 
that  kind  could  be  bought  without  re- 
ceiving Parliamentary  sanction,  but  that 
it  was  utterly  impossible  to  commence 
any  new  buildings  until  this  Vote  had 
passed  ?  For  the  benefit  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  information  of  the  House 
he  thought  they  ought  to  know  that. 
From  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  other  day  it  would  appear  it  was 
urgent  to  get  this  Vote  on  the  ground 
that  these  buildings  could  not  be  begun 
until  they  received  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament ;  if  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  justified  in  pressing  him  to  some 
extent ;  but  if  that  was  not  the  fact  he 
failed  to  see  the  justification.  He  wanted 
now  to  ask  a  question  about  the  barracks 
at  Fullwood,  near  Preston.  In  anything 
he  said  he  was  not  going  to  press  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  keep  troops  in 
Fullwood  barracks  for  any  local  reason, 
but  at  the  present  moment  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  accommodation  for  cavalry, 
provision  beiu^  made  for  380  men  and 
158  horses,  and  a  new  riding  school 
was  built  some  six  years  ago  at  a  cost  of 
£3,600.  If  it  was  not  to  the  public  ad- 
vantage to  send,  cavalry  to  Preston  he 
did  not  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  9end  them,  but  a  large  amount  of 
money  had  been  spent  upon  these  bar^ 
racks,  and  he  wished  to  know  if  that 
was  to  be  thrown  away.  He  strongly 
objected  to  troops  being  put  into  kfj|e 
towns  for  mere  police  purposes,  a  thing 
they  ought  all  to  protest  against ;  and  if 
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these  barracks  were  not  in  the  open 
country  he  would  not  have  brought  the 
matter  forward ;  but  he  said  that  there 
wa0  a  largO' amount  of  accommodation  at 
Fullwood  barracks,  and  if  the  right  hoa^ 
Gentleman  had  made  up  his  mind  to 
withdraw  the  cavalry  be  should  like  to 
know  his  reason  for  so  doing. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  he  had  not  with  him  the  material 
that  would  enable  him  to  answer  this 
question,  but  he  would  inquire  into  it. 
He  quite  sympathised  with  the  hon. 
Member,  and  no  doubt  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  his  constituents  to  have  a 
cavalry  barracks  there.  In  his  owu  con- 
stituency he  was  alwavs  being  asked  to 
send  a  battalion  to  Stirling  Castle  ;  there- 
fore,  he  quite  sympathised  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  most  dis- 
tinctly said  that  if  it  was  not  for  the 
public  advantage  then  do  not  send 
them. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BA^NEBMAN 
said,  he,  of  course,  understood  that ;  bat 
the  hon.  Member  alluded  to  a  larger 
question,  that  of  getting  the  Vote.  The 
matter  was  quite  plain,  but  he  was  in 
this  position :  as  if  he  wtt>e  a  humble 
scholar  being  interrogated  by  his  school- 
master, because  the  hon.  Member  was  on 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  and 
knew  the  rules  better  than  he  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  did,  who  had  to 
obey  the  hon.  Member.  On  this  W<Mks 
Vote  no  new  works  could  be  undertakea 
until  it  had  passed  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Id  the  case  of  any  other  Vote,  as 
the  hou.  Member  had  said,  they  ooold 
spend  money  on  them  and  transfer  the 
money,  as  it  were,  from  one  to  the  other; 
on  this  Vote  they  oould  spend  money 
on  any  service  which  was  already  ia 
progress,  but  they  oould  not  undertake  to 
spend  anything  on  a  new  work  until  the 
House  of  Commons  had  voted  the  money. 
He  believed  this  provision  eoold  be 
dispetised  with  in  some  itistanoes,  if 
cases  of  great  urgency  could  be  shown 
the  Treasury  in  some  instances  ovemiled 
the  restrictioQ.  Sometime^  when  this 
Vote  was  put  off  the  whole  of  the  best 
part  of  the  building  year  had  gone.  The 
other  ,day  he  did  not  say  there  was  an 
urgent  necessity  to  pass  it,  but  that  it 
was  urgent  that  they  should  get  It  as 
early  a^  they  could  in  order  that  they 
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might    have     the     advantage    of     fine 
weather. 

•Mb.  a.  C,  MORTON  (Peterborough) 

said,  he  was  in  favour  of  economy,  but 

he  was  also  in  favour  of  providing  proper 

accommodation  for  soldiers,  and  therefore 
be  wished  to  ask  one  or  two  questions 
with  regard  to  certain  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  For  instance,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  War  Office 
had  made  any  provision  for  rebuilding  the 
barracks  at  Londonderry  ?  Some  time 
ago  he  understood  they  were  about  to 
proceed  with  the  work,  which  he  believed 
had  been  in  hand  or  had  been  considered 
for  a  great  number  of  years.  From  his 
own  knowledge,  having  seen  the  barracks 
last  year,  he  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  they  really  wanted  re- 
building. He  was  sorry  that  the  Local 
Representative  was  not  present  to-day  to 
SHpport  him  in  his  appeal  to  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  necessity  for 
proceeding  with  these  barracks  as 
speedily  as  possible.  He  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
delay  the  matter  much  further.  Then 
be  wanted  to  know  something  with  re- 
gard to  Stirling  Castle  and  some  other 
Scotch  castles.  Stirling  Castle  was  in 
the  constituency  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, but  he  was  not  satisfied  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done,  or 
was  able  to  do,  all  that  was  necessary 
to  prevent  this  old  historical  castle 
from  going  to  ruin.  So  far  as  he 
could  understand,  the  only  amount  down 
in  the  Vote  out  of  which  the  work  could 
be  done  was  the  sum  of  £  1 ,000  for  ordnance 
store  buildings,  including  purchase  of  land ; 
he  was  not  aware  whether  there  was 
any  other  sum  included  in  the  lump  sum 
of  the  Vote  that  could  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  restoring  this  castle  ;  still,  he 
should  like  to  know  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  to  do  anything  more 
for  the  purpose  of  restoring  this  castle 
so  far  as  he  could,  and  putting  it  in  such 
a  condition  as  would  prevent  it  decay- 
ing and  being  destroyed  altogether  in 
some  short  time  ?  When  he  (Mr.  Morton) 
was  there  last  year  there  were  some  parts 
that  wanted  repairing  very  badly  in- 
deed. He  should  be  glad  to  know  that 
the  War  Office  had  some  general  power 
of  doing  what  was  right  and  proper  for 
the  preservation  of  an  historical  castle  of 
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this  nature.  Then  there  were  three  other 
castles  in  Sco2;land  he  should  like  to  say 
something  about.  He  saw  that  Edin- 
burgh was  mentioned  in  the  Vote,  and 
that  £1,500  was  taken  with  regard  to  it. 
He  was  aware  that  part  of  this  castle 
was  not  under  the  control  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  all,  and  he  was  sorry 
that  he  had  been  unable  to  get  the  Board 
of  Works  to  do  their  duty  with  regard  to 
that  part  of  the  building  under  their  con- 
trol. He  had  noticed  there  were  sums 
of  money  to  be  spent,  but  so  far  as  he 
could  judge  from  personal  inspection  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  did  not  propose  to 
spend  enough  to  put  it  in  a  satisfactory 
state,  either  for  its  preservation  or  for 
the  comfort  and  necessities  of  the  troops 
quartered  there,  consequently  he  should 
be  glad  to  get  some  further  information 
from  him.  Another  historical  castle  was 
Blackness  Castle.  This  old  castle  itself 
was  used  as  a  powder  magazine,  or  a 
magazine  for  old  stores  or  something  of 
that  sort,  and  had  been  allowed  to  go  out 
of  use  altogether  except  for  the  purpose 
he  had  mentioned.  There  was  another 
historical  castle  to  which  attention  had 
been  called,  and  that  was  Dumbar- 
ton Castle,  but  he  did  uot  see 
that  mentioned,  though  it  might  be 
included  in  the  lump  sum,  which 
for  works  under  £1,000  was  taken. 
He  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  do  the 
necessary  work  to  prevent  Dumbarton 
Castle  from  going  to  ruin  entirely  ?  He 
had  mentioned  these  four  castles  in  Scot- 
land because  they  were  supposed  to  be  the 
keys  to  the  Kingdom  of  Scotland,  and  it 
was  provided,  or  intended  to  be  so  pro- 
vided, in  the  Treaty  with  England  that 
these  castles,  together  with  the  two  Royal 
Palaces,  which  he  (Mr.  Morton)  had 
referred  to  on  other  Votes,  should  be  kept 
up  at  the  expense  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
He  was  aware  they  had  generally  been 
grossly  neglected  by  all  Governments ; 
but  now  that  they  had  a  War  Minister 
who  was  a  Scotchman  and  a  Scottish 
Representative,  and  that  most  of  the 
other  Members  of  the  Government,  if  not 
all  Scotchmen,  represented  Scottish  con- 
stituencies, one  would  have  thought  that 
these  buildings  would  have  at  last  an 
opportunity  of  being  taken  care  of.  He 
did  not  desire  to  detain  the  Committee 
now,  but  he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend 
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would  be. able,  ta  give  him  a  satiafaetory 
explanation  as. to  what  he  intended  to  do. 

•Miu  OAINE.  (Bradford,  E.)  said,  he 
h6ped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  Committee  some  information  as 
to  what  was. to  be  done  with  regard  to 
the ,  Bradford  Barracks  before  this  Vote 
was  taken. 

•Mr,  WOODALL  said,  they  were  all 
aware  that  the  Bradford  Barracks  did  call 
for  improvement,  and  they  hoped  to 
include  the  work  in  the  Estimates  of 
next  year. 

Mr.  CAINE  asked,  why  not  this  year  ? 
He  had  called  attention  to  this  matter  for 
some  considerable  time,  and  his  prede* 
cesser  had  done  the  same.  These  bar- 
racks were  a  disgrace  to  the  place. 

•Mr.  WOODALL  said,  they  could  not 
satisfy  all  requirements  at  once.  They 
had  demolished  a  portion  of  the  barracks, 
and  they  meant  to  effect  necessary  wcM*ks 
the  money  for  which  would  be  hicluded 
in  next  yearns  Estimates. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
that  on  the  item  of  telegraphic  and  tele- 
phonic communication  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  there  were  many  military  ports  and 
stations  that  were  not  provided  with  tiiis 
communication,  owing  to  the  Post  Office, 
before  making  such  communications,  re- 
quiring guarantees  of  a  certain  amount 
of  revenue.  But  there  were  considera- 
tions that  went  beyond  that,  and  he  had 
to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  case  of  Paull,  near  Hull,  for  having 
acceded  to  the  request  made  to  him  and 
over-ridden  the  Post  Office  Regulation, 
and  he  thought  there  were  a  number  of 
other  cases  where  it  should  be  done  also. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  item  for  sub- 
marine mining.  This  work  had  been 
extremely  well  done,  and  the  general  im- 
pression was  that  it  conduced  to  the 
efficiency  of  coast  defence ;  but  modem 
quick-firing  guns  were  not  always  in 
position  to  cover  the  mine-field,  though 
without  this  submarine  mining  was  use- 
less. 

Thx  chairman  :  I  must  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  fact 
that  we  have  passed  that  Vote. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  Then  I  cannot  pur- 
soe  the  sabject  ? 

The  CH  AIRMAN  :  No. 
•MR.BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley) 
wished  •  to  join  his  hon.  Friend  near  him 
(Mr.    Caine)    in    the    regret    that    Uie 

Mr,  A,  C.  Morton 


soldiers  of  Bradf9i?d  pbeuld  .  have  to 
wait  for  another  year  before  ,they, 
could  get  the  accon^ipcjdation  t^t  ifaa 
necessary  for  tbem  ;  fdr  no  town  in  the 
Kingdom  probably  w^re  the  working 
classes  better  boused  than  in  Bradford^ 
and  he  thought  it  waa  a-  very  great  pity 
that  only  those  in  the  service  of  the 
Queen  should  be  provided  with  snch  in* 
adequate  aecommodatioa«  However,  he 
notked  with  satisfaetion  the  definite 
promise  that  a  sum  of  sKMiey  would  be 
included  in  the  next  year*s  Estimates  to 
carry  out  the  work. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  asked,  if  he  could 
not  put  himself  in  Order  by  moving  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  £100  in  order  to 
draw  attention  to  the  question  of  sub* 
marine  mining  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tlemAn  cannot  do  that ;  he  cannot  go 
back  upon  another  Vote. 

Mr,  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras^ 
E.)  said,  he  wished  to  say  a  word  about 
Stirling  and  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  it  was  the  old  Parliament  House  of 
Sootladd. 

An  hon.  Member  :  One  of  them. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  said,  he 
claimed  it  to  be  not  only  one  of  thein> 
but  the  old  Pariiament  House  of  Scot- 
land. At  the  present  time,  the  room  that 
was  formerly  used  for  the  JParUament  of 
Scotland  was  used  as  a  dormitory  for 
the  soldiers.  Considering  this  was  ao 
(old  and  historical  building,  he  thought 
they  should  build  dormitories  out^de, 
and  keep  ^is  room  either  for  public 
meetings  or  for  the  future  Scottish  Par- 
liament 

C  o  L  o  ir  E  L  KENYON  -  SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  he  wished 
to  raise  a  question  relative  |o  tho 
recreation  grounds  in  London,  which  waa 
a  matter  in  which  he  thought  the  sym- 
pathies of  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
would  be  enlisted. 

Tu$  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  I 
L  cannot  find  fuiything  in  the  Vote  that 
would  ^ver  thi^. 

Mju  CAMPBELL..  BA?^NERMAN 
said,  thM  with  regard  to,  the  jquestii^a 
raided  by  tl^e  hon.  j^epaber  for  Petor^ 
borough  (Mr.  |iorton.),rei^peo^ng  London* 
deny  Btiracks,  it  was  tme  tW  tba^  had 
bung  fijre  son^ewb^  W.  U  was  no^  frxxm 
any  iaplt  of  .  theinu    T^  plaas  wer^ 
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oeeriy  comipleted,  bat  the  works  eoald 
QQit  be  proceeded  with  imtii  ,tbe.  neces- 
sftfjland  was  obtained,  and  itwastbif) 
that  had  caused  the  delaj. 

Mr:  )A.  a  MOBTOlir,  Asked,  if  the 
War  Office  coold  obt  takel  thio  land  under 
the*  pofwefk  the j  now  posstesed  ?  -  •  '   . 

3^,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
replied  that  they  could  not  tAk»  it  all 
at  once  ;  the/  were  getting   it  compul- 
sorflj.  >  With  regard  to  Stirling  Caatle, 
or  any  siich   building,  the   position   he 
took     up    was     thisl      It     had     two 
characters;  it  was  an  ancient  historical 
building,  and,  on  the  other  baud,  it  was 
a  barracks.      He  was  willing   to  spend 
any  money  Upon    it    that  was  requisite 
as    a    barrack,  but,  considering   all  the 
other    claims   upon   him,  he   could    not 
take   the   money  entruated    to   him  for 
the    health    and    maintenance     of     the 
Army,  and  give  it  to  an  outside  mattet, 
which  was   an   (esthetic   and    historical 
consideration.     He   should   like   to   see 
the  old  Castle  put  in  «  better  condition, 
but   it   could   not  be  done  with   Army 
money ;    the    Army  requirements    must 
be  satisfied,  and,  therefore,  it  must  be 
from  some  other  source  this  money  must 
be  provided.     He  had,  however,  given 
instructions    that    every    possible     care 
should  be  taken  of  the  building  bytbe 
troops,  and  that   in  case  of  any  repairs 
becoming  necessary  the  work  should  be 
intrusted  to   thoroughly  competent  men 
with  some  artistic  skill  and  appreciation 
of    the  eharaoter  of    the    buUding,  and 
not  to  an  ordinary  mason.     The  money 
taken  in  this  Vote  was  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  stores  for  ammunition.   With 
regard   to    Edinburgh,  the   money  was 
taken  for  the  building  of  a  new  hospital, 
and   the  plans   of    the    much^maligned 
Boyal  Engineers  were,  submitted  to  the 
City  authorities  and  approved  by  them  and 
the  Lord  Provost.    As  to  Blackness,  the 
pier  was  practically  destroyed  in  a  storm 
last  NoTember ;  and  as  to  Dumbarton, 
he   had  gone  carefkilly  intb   that  ques- 
tion,     it    ,ooixld  '   hardly     be     called 
a     military     position     at     all,     though 
nominally  under  his  <iharge.     So  far  as 
his  informatiod   went,   having   had  the 
building  inspected,  it  was  not  subjected 
tO'detetioration  ;'but  again  he  must  pro* 
testthat^he  couldMibt  find  money  out  of 
his  iVoteil''  to  spend*  on'  m^e  sBsthetie, 
sdntitneotei^     oth  'hidtorio^l     >groaQdft. 


Dumber  top  Castle  wi^  of  no  use  to  the. 
Army;  and  if  his  hon.  Frieuf],  or  any) 
number  ef    the  hour  Member's  friends^ 
would  joiu  in  takiug  charge  of  Dumbar-*. 
U>Xk'  Cast^e^  restprii^  the  building  and 
putting  it  into  a  better  cqudition  than  it 
waa  in  now»  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
see  it,  but  he  was  unable  to  spen^.Arui^ 
money   upon  it.     With  regard   to  tele- 
graphic communication,- he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Isliogtoit  (Sir. A. 
RoUit)  they  would  make  all  the  provision 
that  was  possible. 

Me.  a.  C.  MORTON  said  that,  with 
regard  to  Stirling,  the  right  honi  Gentle- 
man told  tliem  he  could  not  use  raonev 
voted  for  the  barracks  in  order  to  repair 
the  historical  rooms  in  the  Castle  ;  but 
why  had  those  historical  rooms,  including 
a  consecrated  chapel^  been  converted  into' 
dormitories  and  places  of  that  sort  ?  He 
did  not  blame  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
for  that ;  it  was  the  act  of  one  of  his 
predecessors. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM AX 
said,  the  hon.  Member  must  not  expect 
him  to  know  what  were  the  motives  of 
his  predecessors  of  100  years  ago. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  But  surely 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  put  right 
what  they  did  if  he  considered  they  were 
in  the  wrong. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  S.) 
asked  as  to  certain  repairs  to  Pigeon 
House  Fort,  Dublin.  He  assumed  the 
cost  of  those  repairs  would  be  defrayed 
out  of  this  Vote. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNT:RMAN  : 
I  am  sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member^, 
but  this  matter  was  brought  forward  last 
night,  and  was  ruled  to  be  out  of  Order 
on  this  Vote.  I  then  stated  that  the 
proper  Vote  for  discussing  it  was  the 
Vote  for  the  Array  Sanitary  Committee^, 
on  whose  advice  1  acted  in  the  matter- 
It  might  also  be  brought  forward  oa 
Vote  14. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  But  the  work 
was  done  on  the  advice  and  evidence  of 
persons  whose  charges  are  defrayed  under 
Item  A  of  this  Vote — namely,  the  Royal 
Engineer  Officers. 

Mr.  C AMPBELL-B ANNERMAN  : 
My  advisers   in  this    matter  were  the  ^ 
Inspector  General. of  jportifications  and 
his  officers. 

Mr.,  a.  O'CONNOR  :  If  the  cost  of ; 
theirepaijrs  are  not  provided  for  under  ' 
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this  Vote,  in  what  Vote  do  they  appear  ? 
I  am  quite  wiliing  to  accept  the  sng* 
gestion  of  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
the  discussion  on  this  matter  should  be 
deferred  until  we  reach  a  later  Vote,  but 
I  only  wish  now  to  point  out  that  I  had 
good  grounds  for  raising  the  point  on 
this  Vote. 


Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £114,500,  Establishments  for  Mili- 
tary Education. 

Mr.    JEFFREYS    (Hants,    Basing- 
stoke) asked  what  action  the  War  Office 
proposed  to  take  on  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  subject  of  Army  Ex- 
aminations ?    That  Conmiittee  reported, 
he  believed,  in  a  manner  not  acceptable 
to  the  general  public  or  to  the  opinion  of 
the  House;  at  any  rate,  in  so  far  as  it 
suggested  that  Latin  should  be  made  an 
optional  subject  in  the  examination  of 
candidates  for  the  Army.    Latin  was  com- 
pulsory at  the  present  time, and  bethought 
it  was  necessary  it  should  be  so  in  order  to 
induce  boys  from  our  great  public  schools 
to  come  up  for  these  examinations.  Latin, 
it   should   be  remembered,    was  an  im- 
portant branch  of  the  education  at  the 
public    schools.     He    believed     it    was 
generally  recognised  that  the  best  officers 
in    the    Army    came   from    our   public 
8cho6ls.       They    knew    what   was    the 
opinion  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  of  the 
boys  educated  at  Eton,  and  he  hoped  the 
War  Office  would  do  all  it  possibly  could 
to  encourage  those  public  school  boys. 
He  also  called  attention  to  the  dissenting 
Report  of  the  three  Commissioners  (Lord 
Francb    Hervey,    Mr.    Gipps,  and  the 
Member  for  Chelsea),  who  said  that  they 
saw  no  advantage  in  the  proposal  to  re- 
move Latin.     Next,  the  Committee  sug- 
gested that  the  medical  examination  of 
eandidates    should     be    carried    on    by 
Boards    of    Medical    Officers    specially 
selected  for  the  purpose.    It  would  cer- 
tainly be  more  satisfactory  to  the  candi- 
dates and  to  the  general  public  if  a  Board 
of  Medical  Officers  were  appointed  before 
whom  the  candidates  could  go.     As  they 
well  knew,  crammers  told  the  candidates 
what  was  necessary  to  be  known  when 
going    before    the    examiners  at  either 
Woolwich  or  Sandhurst ;  but  other  sub- 
jects— a  knowledge  of  which  was  equally 


hoped  the  authorities  would  give  weight 

to  this  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 

because  he  thought    it  would  be  more 

satisfactory  to  the  general  public  to  have 

a  Board  of  Examiners.     He  would  like 

further  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 

whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to  have 

the  medical  examination  first,  so  as  to  let 

the  candidate  know  at  once  whether  or 

not  he  was  fitted  for  the  Army,  as  if  a 

candidate  knew  beforehand  he  had  got  a 

medical  certificate,  he  would  go  into  the 

examination  with  all  the  more  heartinesi. 

In  conclusion,  he  again  appealed  to  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  to  continue  Latin 

as  a  compulsory  subject. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  was  in  this  position :  that  he  could 
not  with  propriety  express  any  opinion 
on  the  Report.     The  moment  he  received 
it  he  referred  it  for  observations  to  the 
Civil   Service  Commissioners  who  coo- 
ducted    the    examinations,  and    one  of 
whom    (Lord   Francis    Hervey)  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee.     He  had  not 
yet    received    those    observations,    and, 
therefore,    he  was  unable  to  pronounce 
any  opinion  on  the  topics  dealt  with  in 
the  Report.     The  main   and  governing 
objection  to  putting  the  medical  examina- 
tion before  the   literary  examination  was 
this :   that  the  examination  would  not  be 
applied  only  to  the  successful  candidates^ 
but  to  the  whole  body  who  might  come 
up  for    examination.       This  would   in- 
volve the  examination,  perhaps,  of  600  or 
700  candidates  instead  of  60  or  70 ;  and 
this  would  involve  a  tremendous  amount 
of  work. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  :  It  would  prevent 
physically  unfit  candidates  coming  up  for 
examination. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
have  the  examination  beforenand.  He 
was  in  favour  of  making  it  as  formal  aa 
possible,  and,  therefore,  there  was  one 
recommendation  of  the  Committee 
which  be  should  like  to  refer  to. 
The  Committee  said  that,  in  order 
to  prevent  as  far  as  possible  disappoint- 
ment, whatever  Regulations  of  the 
medical  test  might  be  made,  the  fullest 
publicity  should  be  given,  and  the  atten- 
tion of  parents  and  guardians  directed  to 
them  by  special  circular.     This  was  vm* 


desirable  in  the  interests  of  the  Army —  I  portant.     Take,  for  example,  the  quee- 
were  left  untouched,  and  he,  therefore,  f  tion  of  eyesight.    If  parents  knew  th^t 
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the  examination  was  bo  strict  in  that  re- 
spect^ and  due  intimation  was  given  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  test  to  be  applied, 
thej  might  be  able  to  apply  that  test 
themselves,  and  so  obtain  some  securitj. 
The  Committee  further  suggested   that 
the  medical  examination  should  be  carried 
out    by    a    Board    of  Medical  Officers 
speciallj  selected  for  tiiat  purpose.  That 
was  most  essential  in   order  to  secure 
authority  and  uniformity  in  the  examina- 
tion.    The  subject  of  Latin  appeared  to 
have  operated  on  the  nerves  of  the  head 
masters  of    the    country.      He   was    a 
Latinist  himself,   and   he  was    not    in 
favour  of  discouraging  or  excluding  it ; 
indeed,  he  would  go  further,  and  would 
maintain  Greek  as  well.     But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  he  was  speaking  under 
this  reservation  when  he  expressed  this 
opinion  :   that  he  had  yet  to  hear  the 
opinions    of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners before  he  formed  any  opinion  on 
the  Report.     But  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  appeared  to   have  been 
entirely  misunderstood,  even  by  the  head 
masters.     Latin  was  not  compulsory  in 
the  ordinary   sense  of  the  term  at  the 
present  time.     It  was  one  of  the   first- 
class  subjects  which  every  one  must  take 
up;     but    taking    up    the   subject   was 
satisfied  by  writing  a  name,  and  a  number 
at  the  head  of  a  blank  sheet  of  paper. 
There  was  no  rule  just  now  that  a  can- 
didate must  obtain  a  certain  number  of 
marks  in  Latin.     A  boy  could  go  up  for 
examination,  and  know  not  one  word  of 
Latin  at  the  present  time,  and  yet  pass 
very  high  among  the  candidates.     What 
was   proposed  in   the  Report  was   that 
Latin  should  be  put  in  Class  XL,  instead 
of  Class  I. ;  that  was  to  say,  it  should  be 
one  of  the  optional  subjects  which  a  boy 
could   take   up,   and   which  was  to   be 
marked  at  the  same  rate  as  now.     Latin 
at  the  present  moment,  therefore,    was 
only  compulsory  in  the   sense   that  no 
other  subject  could  be  substituted  for  it ; 
it  was  not  compulsory  in  the  sense  that 
marks  must  be  obtained  tor  it.     He  was 
not  a  partisan  on  the  side  of  crammers, 
or  on  the  side  of  public  schools.      His 
object  was  to  to  get  the  best  young  men 
into  the  Army,  to  ^'  tap/'  as  it  were,  the 
best  sources  of  supply,  and  he  wanted  to 
have  the  examination  so  arranged  as  to 
make  it  possible  for   any  well-educated 
youth  to  compete  with  a  fair  chance  of 


success,  whatever  the  nature  of  his 
education  might  have  bc^n.  As  he  had 
said,  he  was  not  a  partisan  of  the  class 
injuriously  called  *^  crammers,'^  but 
neither  was  he  a  denouncer  of  it. 
In  former  days,  it  should  be  borue  in 
mind,  many  of  the  public  schools  did  not 
teach,  and  failed  to  meet  the  educational 
wants  of  the  country  in  any  adequate 
degree.  However,  he  had  no  wish  to 
favour  either  crammers  or  schools,  his 
only  aim  being  that  the  examination 
should  be  the  fairest  possible  test  of  the 
general  education  of  the  best  young  men 
in  the  country.  That  test  ought  not  to 
be  confined  to  one  particular  kind  of 
education,  or  to  one  particular  set  of  sub- 
jects. For  example,  if  a  lad  had  an 
aptitude  for  scientific  subjects,  he  ought 
to  have  a  chance  at  theexamination,  just 
as  the  boy  who  had  been  educated  in 
classical  and  linguistic  subjects  ought  to 
have  his  chance.  That  was  the  object 
he  would  have  in  view  in  any  decision  he 
might  come  to.  The  hon.  Member  had 
suggested  that  he  should  give  weight  to 
the  recommendations  contained  in  the 
dissentient  Report,  but  surely  the  Report 
of  the  majority  deserved  great  weight. 
He  was  glad  to  liave  had  that  opportunity 
of  removing  a  misapprehension  which 
had  arisen  in  regard  to  tbe  subject  of 
Latin. 

•Sib  a.  HAYTER  (Walsall)  said,  he 
was  sure  it  would  be  a  matter  of  satis- 
faction not  only  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, but  to  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  recommendations  made 
last  year  by  the  Visitors  to  the  Military 
College  at  Sandhurst  had  been  loyally 
and  thoroughly  carried  out  by  the  new 
Commandant,  General  East.  In  the  first 
place,  it  struck  the  Committee  and  the 
public  generally  that  it  was  a  mischievous 
system  that  the  boys  should,  only  be  em- 
ployed four  hours  a  day,  but  General 
East  had  now  introduced  a  system  under 
which  the  cadets  were  employed  in- 
doors at  full  work  for  five  and  a-half 
hours  a  day,  while  other  arrangements 
had  been  made  by  which  their  time  was 
occupied  for  eight  hours  a  day.  Expensive 
amusements  like  polo  and  the  gymkana 
had  been  discountenanced,  and  the  gene- 
ral expenses  had  been  reduced  to  the 
Woolwich  standard.  The  outfit  of  the 
cadets,  however,  was  still  too  expensive, 
and     cost     £40,    as     compared    with 
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£32  lift  the  Woolwiefa  ofutfit.  The 
helmet,'  whi<lh  "knj^'uow  d€  rigttefir^  and 
the  iriess-jaeket  mfgbt  well  be  dispeased 
with.  Alterations  ought  to*be  made  'io' 
the  csDteett  atratigemeiits',  which  were 
insanitBry,  and  dangerous  from  its  ptnx- 
imitj  to  the  theatre.  The  eaoteeoMFastised 
bj  200  employes  of  the  College,  and  it 
was  essential  that  something  should  be 

'  done  at  once  to  improve  itf  With  regard  to 
modern  Fangnages,  it  "was  emions  that 
there  was  no  teaching  of  Freneb  *  or 
German  at  Sandhurst.  Even  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  appoint  pro- 

'  feasors  of  tho6e  languages  at  the  Col- 
lege, as  thej  had  at  Woolwieh,  he 
might  eneourage  the  study  of  French 
and  G-erman  by  directing  that  marks 
ehould  be  given  for  those  sub]ect»,'#hich 
were  dailj  becoming  more  and  mdre 
necessarj;  in  the  final  examination  for 
commissions. 
•Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  said,  he 
should  like  to  explain  what,  in  the  view 
of  the  dissentient  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, would  be  the  effect  of  making 
Latin  an  optional  instead  of  a  compulsory 
subject.  They  considered  that  a  distinct 
blow  would  be  dealt  at  Latin  as  a  subject 
of  education  if  that  language  were  put  in 
the  same  class  with  French  and  German. 
At  present  it  was  necessary  to  take  up 
Latin  and  one  foreign  language.  If  under 
the  new  system  it  should  become  possible 
for  candidates  to  take  up  both  French  and 
German  to  the  exclusion  of  Latin,  fathers 
would  be  tempted  to  send  their  sons 
abroad  to  learn  foreign  languages,  or  to 
crammers,  of  whom  perhaps  they  would  be 
able  to  learn  those  languages  more  easily 
than  they  woutd  ftt  publio  schooler,  fie  was 
sorry  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rather  ridicule  the  opinion  of  the  head 
masters ;  surely  they  were  the  best 
possible  judges  of  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  this  proposed  change  on  the 
education  given  in  their  schools,  and  as 
they  unanimously  agreed  that  giving 
effect  to  the  Report  of  the  majority  would 
be  a  deterrent  to  instruction  in  Latin  and 
would  make  it  harder  for  the  public 
schools  to  compete  with  crammers  in  the 
sending  up  of  candidates,  he  would 
suggest  that  while  the  Report  was  signed 
by  a  majority  of  the  Committee^the  views 
of  the  dissentients,  backed  u^  as  they 
#ere  by  the  educational  anthorities, 
were  eatitled  to  serioue  considei^tion.  It 

Sir  A.  Hayttr 


wae  admitted  by'tlMYfta|ei4#y«a#tiuellai 
by  the  mloorityjiSFii' IheCommHl^  tllat 
in  the  Inlsi^ts  <»f  the">Al«fy  every 
encooMgemeiii  siouM  btf  gtvantoi  wan- 
didatee  to  ^  go  straigbl'  Iroca  'fwUic 
schools  to  Ssndhursv  or 'Woolwich.  'The 
Comraitt<9e  also*  oanvs'lo^e  dOoeliisloD, 
after  thoroughly  eonStdeHiig"the  maHer, 
that  •  the  present  <  iystem  of  ttiadieal 
examination  was  a  rather  haphaaard  Otoe, 
and  iKit  nearly '^'iatWfaclory  IM  it  Mght 
to  be.  They  hOfted  that  in  the  futoftfUie 
medical  test  woald  be  made  aft  eiBbieot 
one  and  a  final  one,  as  it  was  a  v^y  hard 
thing  for  a  young  man  that  he  shotild^e 
allowed  to  go  up  to  Sandhurst  or  Woel- 
wich  lind  spend  time  there  uonocossarily, 
only  to  discover  eventually  that  heWs 
otffit  ttst  the  Army,  beMU^^be  was  medi- 
cally unfit  to  pass  the  ikiedical  examination. 

•Sib  a.  ROLLIT  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  proposal  to  make  Latin 
optional  was  a  movement  in  the  rigjit 
direction.  Personally,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  public  schools  had 
attached  too  much  importance  to  one 
particular  mode  of  instruction.  T)ie 
study  of  modem  languages  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  not  only  for  the  purposes 
of  intercommunication,  but  also,  for 
properly  understanding  modem  military 
systems.  The  Report  on  military  edu- 
cation seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  proper 
one. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  said,  it 
was  his  belief  that  a  careful  study  of  the 
ancient  languages  was  the  very  b^at 
training  that  a  young  man  could  bava  to 
enable  him  to  enter  any  Department  of 
the  Public  Service. .  ]f  he  had  this  pre- 
liminary training  he  would  very  readily 
acquire  the  modem  languages.  He 
thought,  therefore,  it  would  be  a 
very  great  pity  if  any  step  were 
taken  which  would  destroy  a  systom 
which,  after  all,  had  been  most  valuable 
to  public  servants,  both  military  and  civil. 

Sir  F.  FITZWYGRAM  said,  he 
hoped  that  public  opinion  would  ovmide 
the  classical  tendaacy  of  the  great  psblic 
schools.  He  Was  himself  turned  oQt  of 
Eton  without  the  slightest  knowledge  of 
any  subject  which  bad  been  of  tke 
smallest  use  to  him  in  after  life.  la  tbia 
examination  Latin  was  a  voluntary  sub- 
ject, but  it  was  not  so  at  Eton,  wb«re 
no  boy  was  allowed  to  jotn  the  HMkkstii 
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^da  antU.  ^/hod^aoqaired  a  suffioient 
.knowledge  of  Latin  fiortbe  if  tk  form. 

Mb.  PXEBPmNT  said,  he  queaUoned 

. whether  tlie study  of;  roodam  langnages 

.  would  not  as  welLoqcupj  the  minds  of 

boys  ^8  that,  of  the  ancient  languages. 

./Some  peisons  thought. that  Latin  was 

the  high  road  to  every  sort .  of  learning, 

i)ut  he  did  not.  tfakik  so^  .and  believed  a 

iad  wo|ild.  be.  better  employed  studying 

Hindustaoee.     Qar  Army  had  to  perform 

services. in  various  parts  of  the  globey  and 

it  was  most  desirable. that  the  officers 

should  be  acquainted  with  every  possible 

iangnage  that  they  might  be  called  upon 

to  use. 

^Mn.  BABTLEY  said^  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  modern  languages  were  the 
more,  useful  and  their  study  of  more 
importance  .than,  that  of  Latin  at  the 
present  time.  He  was  anxious  that  a 
system  should  be  introduced  by  which 
there  should  be  no  gap  between  the 
public  or  the  private  school  and  the 
military  colleges  at  Woolwich  and  Sand- 
hiursty  and  that  elever  boys  might  pass 
direct  from  a  good  school  without  having 
to  go  to  any  special  crammer«. 

Sib  B,«  temple  desired  to  remind 
the  House  that  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed whioh  inquired  into  the  curri- 
culum and  sohohMitic  organisations  at 
Sandhurst  and  Woolwich,  and  he*  should 
like  to  know  whether  their  recommenda- 
tions were  agreed  to,  as  he  understood 
they  would  be  ?  He  should  also  be  glad  to 
have  information  as  to  the  number,  of 
students  in  attendMice  at  the  colleges. 
With  regard  to  the  learned  topic  over 
which  they  had'  spent  some  time  that 
night,. he  wished  to  say  that  a  candidate 
lor  the  Army  just  now  must  take  up  two 
languages^  of  which  Latin  must  be  one  ; 
that  was  to  say,  he  might  take  up  Latin 
and  French,  or  Latin  and  German,  or 
Latin  and  Brussian.  Under,  the  new  rule 
Latin  would  not  be  obligatory.  The.  two 
languages  might  be  German  and  French 
or  French  and  Bussian.  He  feared  that 
owing  to  the  greater  facilities  for  learning 
French  and.  German  there  would  be  a 
temptation  to  take  on  those  lapguages  at 
the  expense  of  Latin.  -  Latin-  would 
continue  to  be  a^main  subject  in  our 
public  schools,  and  the..new.iTtil{e  would 
give  an  undue  preference  to  meiLeducated, 
say,  at  Bonn  or  Heidelberg  over,  those 
oducated  in  the  jMibiio  schools,  say,  at 


Bugby  or  Harrqiv:.  Xho  i:eal  question 
was,  which  wf|«i .  the  .more .  important 
to  a  British  officer,  fonn^tion  of  chariicter 
or  a  colloquial.. kn.ow)e4ge  of  modern 
languages ,;  and  whP :  ^'puld  ^ake  the 
best  British  officer,  a.  man  educated 
abroad  or  at  one  of  our  public  s^qhools? 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  new  rule,  if 
carried  out,  would  diminish  the  proportion 
of  young  men  of  British  training,  in  the 
Army,  and  increase  the  proportion  9f 
those  young  Englishmen  who  l^d  got 
their  eiducation  and  their  ideas, in  the 
countries  across  the  ChanneU 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMA!N 
said,  that  the  number  of  cadets  at  Sand- 
hurst was  350  and  at  Woolwich  200,^ 
these  figures  being  basl^  bn  the  average 
of  the  past  two  years.  The  Committee 
of  which  the  hon,  Member  opposite  was 
a  member  had  made  various  recommenda- 
tions. He  could  not  say  that  they  had 
all  been  carried  out,  but  Some  of  them 
had  been.  But  what  the  hon.  Member 
behind  him  had  referred  to  more  directly 
was  a  more  recent  recomtnendation,  or 
series  of  recommendations,  by  himself  and 
bis  colleagues  who  formed  the  Board  of 
Visitors  last  year.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  that  these  gentlemen  in  their  visit 
this  year  found  almost  all  the  recom- 
mendations bearing  upon  the  healthy 
efficiency  of  the  college  carried  out.  He 
had  taken  note  of  the  Mmarks  which  bad 
been  made  on  the  subject  of  foreign 
languages.  He  was  glad  so  much  had 
been  done  iu  the  way  of  reducing  the 
expense  for  uniforms,  and  he  hoped  that, 
if  reasonably  possible,  further  reductions 
in  expense  would  be  made. 

The  Case  op  Dr.  Cobbbtt. 
Mb.  CLANCY  said,  he  was  very  sorry 
to  be  obliged  to  interpose  before  the  Y ote 
was  taken  with  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  College  at  Netley.  He  re- 
gretted to  have  to  allude  to.  the  matter, 
as  he  had  made  an  effort  in  private  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  to  ^ome  to  a  decision  so  as 
to  avoid  the  necessity  of  referring  to  this 
subject  in  public.  He  Wfks  sure  the. right 
honw  Gentleman  would  appreciate  the 
reasons  which  induced  him  to  make  that 
private  representation  :to  him  rather  than 
mention  the  matter  in  public.  The  sub- 
ject ^  was  as  to  the  retireipent.  .p|.Pr. 
Corbett,  a    gi^ntleman   who    had  .hsen 
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studjiDg  at  Netley  for  some  time,  and 
who,  he  understood,  bnt  for  the  facts  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  was  going  to 
refer,  would  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks 
have  b^en  gazetted  to  au  appointment  iu 
the  Public  Service.  The  facts  of  the 
case  were  these  :  He  understood  that  last 
winter  a  dance  of  some  sort  or  other 
took  place  at  Netley,  aud  that  amongst 
the  persons  who  attended  that  dance, 
which  was  given  by  the  wives  of  the 
men  belonging  to  one  of  the  establish- 
ments, there  were  seven  or  eight  gentle- 
men belonging  to  the  Medical  Service  at 
Netley.  Unfortunately,  the  whole  of 
those  gentlemen  took  a  little  too  much 
to  drink.  So  far  as  he  could  find  out 
they  also  committed  what  he  believed 
was  an  offence  against  military  discipline 
•—namely,  they  treated  the  men.  He 
had  no  sympathy  with  persons  who  got 
drunk,  and  he  had  nothing  to  say  in 
defence  of  persons  who  offended  against 
military  discipline  when  they  knew  the 
rules  under  which  they  took  service.  But 
what  he  complained  of  in  this  case  was 
unequal  treatment.  This  gentleman  (Dr. 
Corbett)  was  brought  up  before  his 
superior  officer  and  talked  to  and  repri- 
manded. If  the  matter  had  ended  there, 
and  if  all  the  other  persons  concerned 
bad  been  treated  in  the  same  way  he 
thought  justice  would  have  been  done. 
But,  after  Dr.  Corbett  had  received  this 
reprimand,  and  after  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  whole  thing  was  over, 
he  was  ordered  up  for  trial  on  the  charge 
of  being  drunk  and  disorderly  on  the 
oocasion  of  the  dance.  The  result  of  the 
investigation  had  been  that  he  was  asked 
to  send  in  his  resignation.  He  (Mr. 
Clancy)  must  say  that  if  he  had  been  in 
the  place  of  Dr.  Corbett  he  should  have 
refused  to  send  in  his  resignation,  and 
should  have  allowed  himself  to  be  dis- 
missed. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  able  to  give  him  a  better  explana- 
tion than  he  had  given  already,  he  should 
retain  the  opinion  that  Dr.  Corbett  had 
been  treated  unequally,  and  for  a  very 
special  reason.  He  had  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  allow  him- 
self and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway  to  look  at  the  evidence  taken 
in  the  case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  refused  him  leave  even  to  reaxl  it. 
Therefore^  he  was  unable  \p  say  exactly 
what  was  the  wrong  give^  in  evidence 

3ir.  Clancy 


against  this  young  gentleman.    Bat  he 
was  able  to  say  this  on  the  statemeat 
which  Dr.  Corbett  had  made  to  him  :  that 
he  had  received  an  exoelleat  character 
from  the  Catholic  chaplain  of  the  place, 
and  there  were  evidencee  in  the  amooit 
of  his   wine  bill   to  show  that  bt»  bad 
been  the  reverse  of  a  dninkard,  and  that 
there  was  no  charge  against  him  barring 
this  particular  occasion.    In  fact,  be  was 
a  well-conducted  young  fellow.     Never- 
theless, he  was  requested  to  send  in  his 
resignation.     In  the  absence  of  the  doo«- 
ments  which  he  had  asked  for  he  (Mr. 
Clancy)  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
this  young  man,  out  of  six  or  seven  who 
sinned  in  a  similar  way,  wae  treated  in 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  been  treated 
for  the  reason  that  he  was  an  Irisfamao 
and  a  Catholic — the  only  Irishman  and 
Catholic  amongst  the  lot.     That  was  a 
reason    which    public     opinion,    at   all 
events  in  Ireland,  would  not  regard  as  a 
sufficient  justification  for  the  treatment 
to  which  Dr.  Corbett  had  been  subjected. 
He  (Mr.  Clancy)  did  not  desire  to  enter 
upon  a  long  discussion  on  this  matter, 
but  he  would  add  this  :   that  he  fancied 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had   refused 
redress  to  this  young  man  because  he 
did  not  like  to  override  the  decisioD  eoaie 
to  by  the  Military  Authorities  at  Netley. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  he  supposed    it    would    have  de- 
graded those  officials  in  the  eyes  of  those 
whom  they  were  engaged   in  teaching. 
That  might  be  a  consideration  of  some 
weight ;  bnt,  on  the  other  hand,  he  should 
recollect  the  injury  this  young  man  had 
suffered,  and  moreover  that  lihere  might 
be  many  persons   in  his  position   who 
would  shnu  Netley,  especially  Irishmen 
and  Roman  Catholics,  rf  conduct  of  this 
sort  was  allowed  to  go  on  with  impanitj. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  might  saj, 
perhaps,  that  no  great  harm  had  been 
done  to  Dr.  Corbett,  that  he  was  a  yoang 
man  on  the  threshold  of  life  in  hia  pvo- 
fession,  and  that  he  would  be  able  to 
practise  medicine  outside.      He  tmatod 
that  the  right  hon.   Gentleman   woold 
hardly  put  forward  that  plea,  beoenae  it 
was  obvious  that  this  young  nma  wms 
on  the  threshold    of   life  he  would    all 
through  his  career  have  this  ataiti  npoQ 
his  character,  and  probably  on  the  next 
occasion  when  he  sought  a  public   ap- 
pointment he  would  find  this  an  effiwteal 
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bar  to  bis  getting  it.  He  trusted  tbe 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  would  still  find  it 
possiUe  to  mitigate  to  some  extent  tbe 
injury  wbicb  be  bad  caused  Dr.  Corbett, 
and  would  reinstate  bim — ^formally,  at 
least. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  tbe  bon.   Gentleman  bad  brougbt 
forward    tbis    case    witb    great    mode- 
ration,   and    be    was     not    sorrj    tbat 
he  bad  brougbt  it  forward.     Tbe  case 
had    oome     under    bis    notice    imme- 
diately alter    it    occurred,  and  be  bad 
been  at  first  disposed  to  take  a  somewhat 
lenient    view    of    it.     Tbat    view   was 
shared  by  tbe  Inspector  General  of  the 
Army    Medical    Department;    but,    on 
looking  into  tbe  matter  more  closely,  be 
came  to  another  conclusion.     It  must  be 
remembered  tbat  Dr.  Corbett   was    at 
Netley  witb  some  comrades  as  proba- 
tioners ;  be  was  undergoing  a  course  of 
instruction  in  tbat  cbaracter  ;  be  was  not 
a  commissioned  officer  in  the  true  sense 
of  the  term.     He  had  misconducted  him- 
self on   this   occasion.     Need   be   (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)    tell    tbe    House 
that  if  he  had  tbe  slightest  suspicion  or 
ground  for  believing  tbat  Dr.  Corbett  had 
suffered  because  be  was  an  Irishman  or 
a  Catholic,  be  would  reinstate  him  to- 
morrow ;  but  be  assured  tbe  bon.  Gentle- 
man tbat  there  was  no  justification  what- 
ever for  that  suspicion.    Dr.  Corbett  did 
misconduct  bimself    on    tbat    occasion. 
Tbe  matter  was  inquired  into  by  tbe  pro- 
fessors at  Netley,  wbo  were  lus  proper 
military  superiors,  and  tbey  came  to  tbe 
conclusion  tbat    be  ougbt  to  be  called 
upon  to  resign.    Tbe  case  came  up  to 
headquarters.     Tbe  Military  Autborities 
wbo  were  consulted  in  tbe  matter  as  a 
question  of  discipline  took  a  strong  view 
upon  tbe  subject.    It  did  not  come  before 
him    (Mr.    Campbell  -  Bannerman)    as 
Secretary  for  War.     But  tbe  bon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  and  relatives  and  otbers 
interested   in  tbe  case   of  Dr.   Corbett 
drew  bis  attention  to  tbe  matter,  and  it 
was  a  question  as  to  wbether  be  sbould 
override  tbe  opinion  of  tbe  autborities  at 
Netley  and  interfere  from  a  disciplinary 
point  of  view  with  tbe  arrangements  there. 
He  bad  found  himself  unable  to  do  tbat. 
It  would  never  do  in  a  matter  of  tbis 
kind,  where  questions  of  discipline  were 
at  stake,  to  put  aside  tbe  opinion  of  tbe 
beads  of  tbe  institutions  in  wbicb  tbe 


persons  whose  conduct  was  complained 
of  were  serving.  Tbe  autborities  came 
to  tbe  conclusion  tbat  Dr.  Corbett  bad 
committed  tbis  offence,  and  tbat  tbere  was 
a  danger  of  bis  not  making  a  satisfactory 
member  of  tbe  medical  staff  if  be  was 
admitted  into  tbe  Service.  Tbe  bon. 
Gentleman  bad  made  rather  ligbt  of  tbo 
argument  tbat,  after  all,  in  the  case  of  a 
young  medical  man  such  as  Dr.  Corbett 
tbere  was  no  damage  done  to  him.  If  an 
officer  wbo  bad  passed  through  tbe  Army,, 
and  wbo  perhaps  bad  acquired  know- 
ledge of  a  technical  kind,  was  called 
upon  to  resign  his  position,  all  tbat  be  bad 
learnt  would  be  no  use  to  him  in  bis  future 
life  ;  but  a  doctor  wbo  had  passed  through 
B  medical  education  which  was  really  a 
stock-in-trade  to  him  would  be  able  to 
face  tbe  world  if  be  was  called  upon 
to  leave  tbe  Army.  He  did  not  wish 
to  be  bard  on  the  young  man,  or  to  say 
tbat  be  would  be  likely  to  misconduct 
bimself  in  another  situation.  But  having 
bad  tbe  opinion  of  half-a-dozen  authori- 
ties in  this  case,  be  did  not  think  it  would 
be  rigbt  for  bim  in  his  official  capacity  to 
interfere  with  tbe  decision  tbat  had  been 
come  to. 

Mr.  CLANCY  was  sorry  tbe  right 
bon.  Gentleman  bad  not  given  a  more 
satisfactory  explanation  of  tbe  harshness 

witb  which  this  young  man  bad  been 
treated.  The  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  had 
said  he  could  not  sanction  the  notion  tbat 
Dr.  Corbett  bad  been  treated  as  he  had  for 
the  reason  that  he  was  an  Irishman  and  a 
Catholic,  but  tbe  fact  remained  that  the 
young  gentleman  happened  to  be  the  only 
Irishman  and  Catholic  among  the  seven 
or  eight,  and  he  was  just  as  guilty  and  just 
as  innocent  as  the  rest.  In  stating  the 
case  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  considered  he  bad 
stated  it  rather  hardly  against  Dr.  Cor- 
bett, for  the  evidence  amounted  to  this,, 
in  tbe  language  of  one  of  the  non- 
commissioned officers  wbo  gave  evidence 
against  bim,  tbat  he  was  drunk  in  a 
military  sense,  but  not  in  a  civil  sense. 
He  took  tbis  to  mean  tbat  be  was  not 
drunk  at  all,  and  tbat  bis  real  offence 
was  drinking  witb  the  men.  If  that 
were  so,  and  there  were  six  or  seven 
others  guilty  of  tbe  same  offence,  and 
be  was  the  only  person  punished,  be 
being  a  Catholic  and  an  Irishman,  tbe 
inference  was  obvious. 


'1127  Snj^pl^Army  f  COMMONS} 

Mb.  CAMPBELLiBANNERMAN  : 
That  fs  not  net.  I  cannot  tell  whether 
he  wa«  th*  My  Irishman  present;  but 
there  were  no  others  guilty  of  the  satne 
offence.  He  got  drunk,  arid  there  is 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  medical 
«tafff  has  any  prejudice  agbinst  Irish- 
itoert.  The  medical  staff  is  full  of  Irish- 
men,  and  will  be  only  too  glad  to  have 
tnot'e  of  them. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gemtleman  grant  an  investigation  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No,  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  con- 
eiatent  with  the  Regulations. 

Mr.    HANBURY    said,   there  were 
certain  important  augge^tious  made  by 
the  Visitors  at  Woolwich  and  Sandhurst 
with  regard  to  buildings,  and"  he  should 
like  to  get  an  assurance  that  they  had 
be^n  darned    out.       The    Visitors   de- 
scribed one    building    as    **  dangerotis, 
discreditable,  and  insanitary."     In  refer- 
ence to  Woolwich  they  laid  great  stress 
<)n  the  condition  of  the  Hospital,  and  re- 
iterated the  opinion  they  expressed  last 
year,  that  the  accommodation  it  afforded 
was  inadequate  in  every  respect,  that  the 
construction  of  the  building  was  unfitted 
for  a  hospital,  and  that  no  reconstruction 
could   make    it    comply    with    modem 
sanitary    science.     He    should    like    to 
know  Whether   the   recommendations  of 
the  Visitors  had  been  carried  out.       He 
thought  the  Hduse  ought  to  see  more  of 
the   Report  of  the  Dh-ector  of  Military 
Education,  which   only   came  out  every 
four  years,  but  which  Was  really  a  very 
valuable  Report.      The  effect  of  the  last 
Report  was  to  show  that  the  education 
of  the  Army  was  very  much  below  the 
standard  attained  by  civilians  outside  the 
Army.      The  Director  was   of  opinion 
that  the  changes  made  in  Army  schools 
during  the  last  few  years  were  not  in  the 
right  direction.      He  admitted  that  the 
change  from  regimental  schools  to  garri- 
son schools  had  very  great  advantages, 
but  he  pointed  out  that  it  had  some  very 
serious  disadvantages.      He    said     that 
one  result  of  the  change  was  that  the 
commanding  officers  connected  with  the 
schools  took  much  less  interest  in  them 
than  they  used  to  do.  The  Director  was  of 
opinion  that  this  was  a  y^rj  serious  loss 
indeed.      Another  result  of  the  change 
was  that  the  schoolmasters  were  much 
more  frequently  moved  thau  they  used  to 


be,  ^'fid  this  dkraoted  Very  seriously  Mn 
the  efllcien(!fy  of  the  school^       Anotbtr 
result  vr^as  that  the  meu  did  not  attend  fa 
hfiuch  'as  tbey  fised  to  db^  beeauifp  tfaey 
Were  lat  I*  greater  distance  aiwiy.      The 
Director  remarked  that  the  effect -el' the 
men  not  attending  the  schools  waslhat 
when     they   becMue    hoo^mmissbaed 
officers^  not  having  had  «  preper  grounSl- 
iu^  in  the  schools,  they  found' the  nntiiit- 
'tion  giien  in  them  much  morediffledlt 
than  would    otherwise   have    been  'the 
case,  and  the  result  was  that  they  Vmi 
to  be  let  off  a  great  many  drills  and  dities 
which,  of  course,  fell  upon  other  ven. 
The     Director    of    Militaiy   BdoottUon 
also  called  attention  to  the  faet  that  Ae 
gas  was    not    lighted    in  barraeks  till 
half  an  hour  after  sunset,  the  result  being 
that  as  the  schools  were  held|  as  a  rale, 
from    half-past    4    to    half-past    5    in 
the  afternoon,  in  winter  months^  there 
was  very  often  a  long    period  of  ttee 
during    which     education     was     given 
practically  in  the  dark,  iind  ht  attributed 
this  as  one  of  the  reasons  for  their  defieient 
educatiou.      From  an  eduoatiooal  poitat 
of  view,  it  really  looked  as  if  the  eduea- 
tion  that  we  had   been  giving   to  tke 
country  of  recent  years  was  of  praotioally 
very  little  avail  after  the  ehUdreo  Mt 
school.  Judging  from  the  results  attained 
in  the  Army.     The  Dfreotor  stated  tiMit 
taking  the^  Army  all  through  the  state 
of  education   was  Umentably  defieieiit, 
and  he  affirmed  th4t  hanily  one  man  in 
9   or    10,  could    either    read    or  wrke 
properiy.     That  official  quoted  a  state- 
ment made  to  him  by  a  large  contractor, 
who  in  1890  had  to  obtain  a  number  of 
labourers    in   oounectibn   with  the  eon- 
struetton  of  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal, 
and  who  mentioned  that  only  5  out   of 
every  20  could  read  and  write,  and   in 
some  cases  the  proportion  was  only  1  in 
20.       In  another  case  a  score  of  moQ 
were  wanted  for  the    Railway    Gooda 
Departmeut  in  London^  and  the  oooditiona 
of  education  were  that  they  must  rmmd 
and  write  and  add  up  a  few  figureSf  ^>Mt 
that  20  men  could  not  be  found,  atthoogh 
they  ware  quite  capable  of  doing  the  work 
required.  The  Dfreotor  added,  that  if  thaU 
was  a  fair  sample  of  the  state  of  education 
in    the  country    among  the   labouring 
classes  following  upon    the  BdooMkui 
Acts,  it  was  not  surprising  that  the  slate 
of  education  in  Hie  Atuy  wan  wImiC.  it 
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was,  and  thal^  tbe  d^  wkeft  AffmjcsolMioIs 
for  adults  •  could  ^  be  dispeDSttl  .  with 
seemed  as  far  offi asetvh.  That  might 
be  a  justificalionior  the  totally  difibitet 
sjntem  whlek  theArmf  had  adopted  with 
regaKd  to  the  edaoatlom^f  chikhren  to 
•  that  adopted  un  ^  oitlinary  « leleineMtar j 
«ohool&'  '  ia  the  "Armj'  schools  i  he 
believed  that  there  wem>notii  testa  aad 
sample  O'saminatioos,  ^tk^  everj' child  was 
examined  indiTidnaUyb  There,  was^  how- 
ever, DO  such  thing  as  compulsory  at- 
tendance at  tbeee  tnilitarj  schools  fbr 
children,  and  the  Directors  complained 
that  the  attendance  was  veej"  irregular 
indeed.  He  would  like  to  obtaui  •  an 
opinion  from  the  Secretary  for  Waras 
to  whether  he  thought,  his  system  fbr 
Army  schools  was  better >  than  the  system 
of  the  Minister  for  Education^'  or  what 
was  the  reason  why  these  Array  schools 
adopted  «a  totally  different  system  from 
the  other  schools  in  the  country. 

Mr  .  C  AMPBELL-B  ANNERM  AN 
said,  he  took  th^  blame  upon  himself  with 
reference  io  the  canteen  at  Sandhurst.  It 
had  not  been  proTided  for  in  the 
Estimates;  because  he  had  found  better 
use  for  the  money  at  present.  With  re- 
ference to  the  hospital  at  Woolwich,  the 
medical  Itnd  other  authorities  did  not 
altogether' accept  the  views  taken  by  the 
Visitors,  howcA'cr  useful — and  they  were 
extremely  useful — ^they  might  bcv  But 
he  was  speaking  from  meracH'y,- and  would 
look  into  the  q^uestion.  As  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  Direetor  of  Military  Education, 
it  was  sometime  since  he  had  seen  tt;  but 
to  begin  with,  he  was  under  thc'iitipres- 
sion  that  the  Director  General  could 
report  as  often  as  he  liked,  it  had  been 
his  babit  to  report  eyery  four  years,  and 
that  had  been  found  to  answer  every 
useful  purpose,  but  he  did  not  think  there 
was  anything  to  prevent  him  reporting 
oftener.  The  change  from  regimental  to 
garrison  schools,  though  open  to  some  of 
the  drawbacks  which  had  been  pointed 
out,  was,  generally  speaking,  a  beneficial 
one.  It  dated  only  a  few  years  back, 
and  the  defects  would  be  from  time  to 
time  >  remedied.  The  hon.'  Member  had 
pointed  out  several  individual  evils,  as 
he  thought^— drawbacks  or  disadvantages. 
But  tbroughout  the  country  generally 
there  was  a  higher  standard  of  edocfttion 
now  than  formerly ^  He  beiieTcd  it  was 
ft  fact  which  was  only  too  true  that  chil- 


dveoiwiMi  had  been  it  eleaaMitut'  ^oboWs 
and  had  been,  taken  away  iit>ai  soaMWbikt 
early,  age  treselound  aiterwasds  tfO'bAve 
•foTgottcR  the  greater. part  rd  whatlh^y 
had  learned,  and  that  liad  beensoui^tito 
be  remedied  by  'Contioiiifitioa  aehooJs.  If 
those,  bohook  w^e  devolopad-  men  moffld 
not '  be  found  in*  >  thia .  state  of.  igiiorftJi^pe 
whtch  wias*  dascrtbedf  in  the.  .Report 
qooofced  by  the  hosu  Member.  Tbe>AX- 
pePienGe:  of  the  War  Office  waa,how^tver, 
that  recniits  wiare  better  educated  thani  in 
eariier  years.  He  would  look  info  all ttie 
questions. which  the  hon.  Member  (bad 
pointed  out.  They  had  a  very  enevgelic 
mas  at  the  head  of  the  Educati<»i  De- 
partment, and  he  would .  consult,  him  on 
all  the  points  whioh  had  been  brought 
forward  by. the  hon.  Member,  and  in  the 
light  of  that  Report  he  hoped  that  .any 
flagramt'  evil  would  be  entirely  remedied. 
The  hon*  Menlber  had  raised  the  point  as 
to  the  gas  not  being-  lighted  until  «fter 
sunset,  but  be  believed  that  was  the 
general  practice  in  all  public  affairs.  It 
was  not  an  unreasonable  thing  in  itself 
that  there  shoald  be  some  some  fixed  rule 
to  prevent  the  wanton  consumption  of 
gas.  He  was  under  the  impression  that 
half  an  hour  after  sunset  was  the  general 
rule.  He  would,  however,  as  he  had 
said,  look  into  the  point,  which  oidy 
wanted  a  little  commoutsense  brought' to 
bear  upon  it. 

Vote  agreed  to.    ' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  Bum,  not  exoeedlDgr  £130,000^  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chpge 
for  SuDdrv  Miscellaneous  Effective  ServiceSf 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  durinff 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1S96. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  .40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  he  regretted  thut 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  not 
present,  because  the  subject  to  which  he 
had  to  draw  attention  was  a  very  im- 
portant one,  and  one  to  which-  !«he 
specially  wished  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman'to  be  directed.  It  was 
a  matter  which  concerned  the  health  of 
300,OCO  people  in  Dublin,  therefore  he 
did  not  exaggerate  when  he  said  it  was 
a  very  important  matter  indeed  to  the 
wiiole  of  J>ublin.  That  city  had  for  a 
long-time  very  much  wanted  a  system  of 
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main  drainage.      Tbe  fact  that  it  was 
without  such  a  sjBtem  had  been  often 
commented  npon,  and  he  had  eyen  heard 
it  alluded  to  in  that  Hoose  as  an  argu- 
ment agaiost  Home  Rule.    In  the  dearai 
of    Unionist  arguments    against  Home 
Rule  he  had  absolutely  heard  the  fact 
that  Dublin  was  without  this  system  of 
main  drainage  meotiooed  as  a  sufficient 
reason  why  the  people  of  Ireland  gene- 
rally  should  not  be  allowed  to  govern 
themselves.     The  Corporation  of  Dublin, 
he  believed,  at  the  first  moment  their 
commercial  position  enabled  them  to  do 
so  had  taken  action  in  this  matter,  and 
at    great    expense    got   a    Bill   passed 
through  Parliament  for  the  execution  of 
an  important  scheme  of  main  drainage. 
That  was  three  years  ago,  and  people 
naturally  expected  that  the  work  would 
have  been  in  full  swing  long  since.     He 
himself  and  others    with   him   thought 
there    would  have  been   such   progress 
made  with  the  work  as   to  justify  the 
expectation  that  the  project  would  have 
been  completed  this  year.      But  not  a 
single  step  had  been  taken  to  carry  out 
the  scheme  which  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Bill   to   which   he    had    referred.     The 
reason  was  to  be  found  in  the  action  of 
the  right  bon.  Grentleman  opposite  [Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman    having    now    re- 
turned to  the  House],  and  of  his  omnis- 
cient Army  Sanitary  Committee.      The 
scheme,  it  appeared,  embraced  the  laying 
of  pipes  under  a  military   institution  in 
Dublin,   known   as    the  Pigeon   House 
Fort,  and  a  clause  in  the  Bill  enabled  the 
Secretary  for  War  to  stop  the  whole  pro- 
ject if  he  came  to  the  conclusion  on  the 
advice  of  bis  Committee  that  carrying 
the  mains  under  this  Pigeon  House  Fort 
would  be  dangerous  to  the  health  of  the 
troops  stationed  there.      No  sooner*  was 
any  practical  step  taken  in  the  matter 
than  the  Army  Sanitary  Committee  smelt 
danger  to  the  troops  at  the  Pigeon  House 
Fort  from  this  project.     The  Corpora- 
tion endeavoured  to  meet  the  objections 
of  the  advisers  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.      They    summoneid    to  their    aid 
several    very    competent  sanitary  engi- 
neers   and    others    skilled    in    sanitary 
science,    and  those  authorities    advised 
the  Corporation  that  the  fears  of  the  War 
Department  in   regard    to    this    matter 
were   entirely    unfounded.      The   Army 
Sanitary  Committee,   however,  held  its 
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coorse,  and  even  as  late  as  last  summer 
he  remembered  that  he  himself  and  the 
Member  for  the  St.  Patrick's  Division  of 
Dublin  made  vain  efforts  lo  convince  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  that  the  Army 
Sanitary  Committee  was  taking  a  Terj 
exaggerated  view  of  the  whole  matter. 
They  had  failed  to  move  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman,  and  so  the  whole  summer, 
which  was  a  very  fine  one  for  carrying 
out  work  of  this  kind,  was  lost,  and  coo- 
sequently  the  opportunity  which  might 
have  been  utilbed  of  pushing  their  work 
on  towards  completion  was  lost.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  advisers  of  the 
Corporation  took  the  right  view  of  the 
matter,  and  that  the  fears  of  the  Army 
Sanitary  Committee  were  entirely  Rrouod- 
less,  and  even  ridiculous,  for  he  be- 
lieved that  even  if  there  were  danger  it 
would  be  of  the  most  infinitesimal  cha- 
racter. Considering  that  there  were 
only  half-a-dozen  men  in  the  Fort  at  the 
time,  he  thought  the  idea  of  stopping 
the  execution  of  a  great  scheme  of  main 
drainage  for  the  benefit  of  300,000  people 
was  a  preposterous  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
passed  on  to  the  next  step  of  the  Military 
Authorities,  which  was  sanctioned,  of 
course,  by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman. 
They  proposed  that  the  Corporation 
should  end  the  difficulty  by  burying  the 
Pigeon  House  Fort.  The  Corporation 
were  perfectly  willing  to  end  the  matter 
in  that  way,  and  to  pay  a  reasonable  som 
for  this  absurd  and  antiquated  institution 
and  the  site  upon  which  it  was  built ; 
but  they  were  asked  to  pay  the  extrava- 
gant sum  of  £65,000*— a  sum  which  would 
have  added  actually  a  fourth  to  the 
whole  sum  needed  for  carrying  out  the 
entire  scheme  of  main  drainage.  Thaj 
did  not  accept  this  offer,  and  now  things 
had  become  infinitely  worse  than  ever 
they  were  before.  He  had  that  day 
taken  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining  how 
matters  really  stood,  and  he  had  before 
him  a  telegram  stating  that  the  demands 
of  the  War  Office  in  this  matter  had  bean 
much  increased  since  the  depatailoQ 
waited  on  the  right  hon.  Grentlenaan 
last  year.  [Mr.  Campmll-Banmebmam 
indicated  dissent.]  Last  year  the  de- 
mand of  the  War  Office  was  that  the 
Corpoiation  should  pay  £65,000  for  cbe 
Pigeon  House  Fort.  And  now  it  ap- 
peared that  in  addition  to  that  they  r«- 
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quired  that  the  harbour  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  should  be  maintained  and 
dredged  at  the  expense  of  the  Corporation; 
that  a  boat  and  boatman  should  be  main- 
tained for  the  use  of  the  troops  stationed 
there  ;  that  sites  should  be  provided  for 
quick-firing  guns  in  the  neighbourhood  ; 
and  also  for  a  submarine  mining  station. 
Thej  also  prohibited   the   Corporation 
from  using  the  fort  for  building  purposes 
in   connection  with   sewage  works,  be- 
cause of  the  possible  injury  that  it  might 
do  to  the  men  stationed  there.     Beyond 
this  he  was  informed  that  they  required 
the     Corporation    to    purchase   a    new 
site  for  the  military  stores  at  the  North 
Wall  measuring   some  200  feet  square. 
He  believed  from  his  knowledge  of  the 
financial  condition  of  the   Dublin  Cor- 
poration that  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
that  these  conditions  could  ever  be  com- 
plied with.     He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
terms .  proposed  by  the  War  Office  were 
nothing  short  of  ridiculous.  The  Govern- 
ment in  asking  the  Corporation  to  buy 
the  Pigeon  House  Fort  were  acting   a 
particularly  mean  part.     A  short  time 
ago  the  War  Office  acquired  in  the  City 
of  Dublin  a  site  and  a  building  which 
cost  the  Corporation  of  Dublin    in  the 
early  part  of  the  century  £100,000.     He 
referred    to  Richmond  Prison    and   the 
grounds  surrounding  it.    The  War  Office 
a  few  years  ago  laid  their  hands  upon 
that  building,  and  they  never  paid  one 
penny  to  the  Corporation  for  it.      Yet 
now  in  the  matter  of  a  great  drainage 
scheme  affecting  the  health  of  300,000 
people    in    Dublin    they    were    asking 
£65,000   for  the  Pigeon    House   Fort, 
whilst  they  had  £100,000  worth  of  Irish 
property    in    their    possession    without 
having  paid '  a  penny  for  it.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  smiled  at  that ;  but  was 
it  not  indisputable  that  the  Richmond 
Prison  belonged  to  the  Corporation — that 
they  had  paid  £100,000  for  it,  that  the 
Government  had  got  it  for  nothing,  and 
that  therefore  they  had  £100,000  worth 
of  Irish  property  in  their  hands  for  which 
they  had  paid  nothing,  whilst  they  refused 
to  give   up  this  absurd  and  antiquated 
institution    called    Pigeon   House  Fort  | 
unless  they  got  £65,000  from  the  cituEons 
of  Dublin  ;  and  thus  completely  stopped 
the  whole  scheme  of  main  drainage.     It 
Would  not,  in  his  opinion,  be  too  much 
if  I  under  the  circumstances,  the  Govern- 


ment were  to  hand  over  the  Pigeon 
House  Fort  free  of  charge  to  the  Cor« 
poration  of  Dublin.  He  could  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  would  be 
impossible  that  the  scheme  of  main 
drainage  could  be  carried  out  except  at 
an  additional  cost  of  £65,000  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  persisted  in  his  demand. 
The  only  other  alternative  open  to  the 
Corporation  was  to  come  to  Parliament 
again  and  ask  for  another  scheme,  and 
of  course  that  would  involve  a  further 
expenditure  of  several  thousand  pounds. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  come  to  some  decision  such  as 
would  enable  the  Corporation  to  go  on 
with  their  scheme  of  main  drainage.  He 
could  assure  the  Government  that  it  was 
only  the  pressure  of  other  matters  which 
had  prevented  an  agitation  arising  about 
this  matter  which  must  have  made  it 
more  troublesome  during  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Army  Estimates  than  the 
criticisms  of  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  For 
his  own  part,  unless  this  matter  was 
settled  satisfactorily  before  next  year  he 
would  make  it  his  duty  to  take  a  more 
active  interest  in  the  Army  Estimates 
than  he  had  ever  taken  before. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  the 
case  for  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  in 
somewhat  stronger  terms  than  the 
deputation  from  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin  which  had  waited  on  him.  But, 
as  he  had  told  the  deputation,  the  War 
Office  had  no  desire  to  put  any  impedi- 
ment in  the  way  of  this  great  improve- 
ment in  the  sanitary  condition  of  Dublin. 
As  the  hon.  Member  had  stated,  he  had 
had  personal  experience,  though  some- 
what limited,  of  the  present  condition  of 
the  Liffey,  and  was  fully  aware  of  the 
necessity  of  something  being  done  to 
improve  matters.  Again,  as  Secretary 
for  War,  with  a  great  many  troops 
quartered  in  Dublin,  he  was  intimately 
interested  in  any  movement  for  the 
cleansing  of  the  Liffey.  Therefore,  ou 
patriotic  grounds  and  on  departmental 
grounds  he  should  be  exceedingly  sorry 
to  hinder  in  any  way  an  improvement 
being  made  in  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the  city.  But  how  did  the  matter  stand  ? 
The  scheme  of  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 
was  to  collect  the  sewage  of  the  city  and 
eject  it  close  to  the  banks  of  the  little  piece 
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of  j^t^^d KO^ (XSctipfedby  Plg^ii  Hondo* 
F6H.  Plge6n  Hotise  Fort  tra«  thte  mAiii 
dl^p6t  f6r  o^HitAry  stor^'in  Ireland.  As 
a  place  of  military  defence  it  'was  of  little ' 
vtilnie  indeed,  but  the  fbrt  was  nseful  'A^n 
niilititry  stbretibuse^  and  so  Ibng  as  it  VaS' 
used  for  that 'purpose  a  certain  number  of 
officers  and  then  would  hive  to  b6  located 
thei^e.'  The  question  then  atv)s^  wheth^r' 
the  proposed  he  wage  scheme  would  iaffect 
the  health  of  the  soldiers  stationed 
at  the  fort,  and  hd  submitted  the 
point  to  the  Army  Sanitary  Committee. 
That  was  his  bounden  duty.  The  Army 
Sanitary  Committee  was  an  independent 
body.  Some  of  the  officers  of  the  War 
Office  were  appointed  on  it,  but  it  also 
contained  several  civilians  of  high  sani- 
tary knowledge  and  experience.  They 
reported  against  the  scheme,  and  sug- 
gested as  alternatives  either  that  the 
sewage  from  the  town  should  be  carried 
a  little  further  down  the  river  before 
being  discharged,  or  that  the  sewage 
should  be  let  out  only  upon  the  ebb  tide,  so 
that  it  should  be  carried  out  to  sea  and 
not  swept  back  on  the  bank  of  the  Pigeon 
House  Fort.  After  his  interview  with 
the  deputation  from  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin,  and  as  he  was  shaking  hands 
with  the  members  at  leave-taking,  it  was 
said  to  him,  *'  Why  not  settle  the  Whole 
thing  by  selling  us  the  Pigeon  House 
Fort  ?  ^  That  was  quite  a  new  point, 
which,  of  course,  had  not  been  con- 
sidered by  the  Army  Sanitary  Committee. 
The  War  Department  had  paid  £100,000, 
or  something  like  that  sum,  for  the  site 
of  the  Pigeon  House  Fort  to  the  Dublin 
Harbour  Board  many  generations  ago. 
But  he  did  not  ^o  upon  that  point ;  find, 
in  order  not  to  stand  in  the  way  of  this 
main  drainage  scheme,  which  he  knew 
was  of  great  importance  to  Dublin,  he 
put  no  value  on  the  Pigeon  House  Fort 
at  all,  but  said  to  the  Corporation,  ^  Here 
we  have  a  fort  that  is  very  useful  to  us 
.  as  a  storehouse,  but  we  will  let  you  have 
the  fort,  and  offer  no  further  impediment 
to  your  drainage  scheme,  if  you  will  give 
us  a  wharfage  on  the  north  side  of  the 
river,  and  a  sum  of  money  necessary '  to 
provide  a  btrifld^g  that  will  give  us  auf 
equivalent  ac6ommoda^ion  to  that  w^  at 
present  possess  at  the  '  Pigeon  House 
Fort.**  In  fixing  the  prite  to  be  paid- for 
it  by  the  Corporatioil,  he  had  not  bklctt^; 
lated  what  the  present  market'  Value' Of 
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tb^  p^Mpmf't^ht  b^  but  wMt  80Btt 
Would  be  stfffibi^ot  to  buOd  the  new 
premli^S  that  the  W^r' Office  woiild  b0' 
c6ttipMled  to  erect  in  their  stead:  He  hud 
the  mifctter  very  earefhtly  Investigated,  and 
it  Was  f6und  thiit  tb  «roM  bnHd?^  whicb 
would  give  aceomn^odatibn  equivalent' 
t<^  that  afltorded'  by  the  fort  would 
cost  -at  the  very  least  £65,000.  He 
went  to  the  Treasury  and  had  great 
difficulty  in  inducing  them  to  sanction  suck 
an  arrangement.  They  considered  that 
£65,000  would  not  provide  equivalent 
buildings,  but  in  the  end  he  indnced 
them  to  sanction  the  sale  of  the  fort  to 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin  for  that 
figure.  He  should  not  have  been  justt'^ 
fied,  in  the  public  interest,  in  handing 
the  fbrt  over  to  the  Corporation  unless 
he  received  this  money.  He  thought 
the  Committee  would  agree  with  him  in 
the  opinion  that  the  proposal  made  by  the 
War  Office  was  a  fair  one,  and  he  believed 
that  many  of  those  in  Dublin  who  were 
directly  interested  in  the  matter  thought 
BO  also. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  Do  you  refer  to 
members  of  the  Corporation  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERM an 
said,  the  impression  conveyed  to  him  hj 
the  deputation  was  that  they  consides^ 
his  offbr  a  fair  one.  The  War  Offiee 
asked  for  nothing  but  the  actual  amount 
necessary  for  erecting  other  buildings 
elsewhere,  and  it  was  to  be  borne  in  mind 
that  if  the  Corporation  thought  the  suiii 
asked  was  too  high  and  oould  not  accept 
the  offer,  there  were  two  other  propoealSy 
either  of  which  would  satisfy  the  War 
Office— namely,  that  the  sewage  should 
be  carried  further  out  to  sea,  or  ejected 
only  at  ebb  tide. 

Mr.  CLANCY  t  Were  those  alterna- 
tives possible  nnder  the  Main  Drainage 
Act? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  *  BANNBRMAN 
said,  he  did  not  know  that  there  was 
anything  in  tlie  Act  to  prevent  them. 
The  deputation  eame  to  him  on  Septeia* 
ber  12,  but  the  Corporation  did  not  send 
their  answer  to  the  offer  made-  natil  three 
months  alter,  bo  that  if  there  had  been 
delay'it  had  not  wholly  arisen  with  \km 
War  Offiee.  *  At  imy  rate^  the  Oorpon- 
tioKi  ^buted  Che  idea  of  paying  £M,M> 
ft>f  the'fort;  and  offlbred  dtS5,000  for  it. 
Of  ediirs^,'he  et^uld  not  accept 'sach  aa 
ofl^^S'tha«j'beeftQM'if  he  had  dene  to 


^ 


1137 


^Mjpiply—A^*^ 


{6  July  1894}        Estim(Ue9^  lS94r^.  U3<^r 


h«i  Bhpuld  have  bad  to  apply  t<x  I^arUa-- 
iqdQt  f pr  mo^ey  to,  provide  equivalent 
acoommodatiot)  elsewhere*  He  could  oiilj 
reply,  therefoire,  tO)  the  Corporittion  that 
b^  could  not  accept  their  offer,  JEIe  acted 
tl^oughout  oa  the  advice  qf  the  Arpay 
Sanitary  Conunittee.  Those  were  the 
plain  facts  of  the  case,  stated  without 
prejudice  or  exaggeration.  He  had  the 
greatest  sympathy  with  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  in  the 
matter,  and  he  had  endeavoured  in  every 
possible  way  to  meet  their  wishes.  No 
one  occupying  his  position  could  have 
gone  further  than  he  had  done^  and, 
imder  the  circumstances,  .the  responsi- 
bility of  further  delay  in  carrying  out 
the  drainage  scheme  must  rest  with  the 
Corporation  and  not  with  the  War  Office. 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  the  Teply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  exactly  what 
he  thought  it  would  be.  The  right  hon. 
Q^ntleraan  had  not  contradicted  a  single 
statement  he  had  made,  and  he  had  not 
even  mentioned  the  matter  of  Richmond 
Prison. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 

said  that,  speakiug  entirely  from  recollec- 
tion, he  believed  the  facts  in  regard  to 
Richmond  Prison  were,  that  the  prison 
having  become  a  *^  white  elephant "  in 
the  hands  of  the  Corporation,  it  was 
handed  over  by  them  to  the  Government, 
who  converted  it  into  a  barracks.  No 
doubt  the  erection  of  the  prison  origi- 
nally cost  the  city  a  large  sum  of  money, 
but  the  Government  spent  more  in  con- 
verting it  than  a  new  barracks  altogether 
would  have  cost. 

.  Mb.  CLANCY   said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  denied,  the  main  facts 
of  his  case  with  regard  to   Richmond 
Prison.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  Government  paid  £100,000  for  the 
site  of  the  Pigeon  House  Fort.      The 
Corporation    paid  £100,000    for  Rich- 
mond Prison.     Those  transactions  were 
closed.      The  Corporation  handed  over 
Richmond  Prison  to  the  Government  six 
or  .  seven  years  ago  }    and  the  Govern- 
meDjtn^ver  discovered  what  a  valueless 
institution  it  was  uptil  they  had  appro- 
priated, i^  beypnd  recall. :  Now  the  Cor* 
poratiojn,  in.  return  fpr  Richmond  Prison, 
a9ke4 .  the  Government  |or  the  .  Pigepn 
Hopse.Fort.,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  tljiS:  Corppr^tiop.  had  xofkde  a  lain^aUer 


demand  than  he, had  made.  .  He  was. 
not  surprised  at  that.  Irish  deputations 
were  too  soft  when  they  'Came  over,  .to 
London  to  interview  British  Ministers. 
If  the  Corporation  had  bis  experience  of 
British  Ministers  in  the .  House  of  Com- 
mons they  would  have  struok*  a  harder 
bargain.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  find,  him  making  such  a  pro- 
posal as  was  made  by  the  Corporation  ; 
and  when  he  heard  of  it  he  felt 
indignant  that  the  Corporation  had 
not  stuck  to  their  rights  and  asked 
that  the  Government  should  give  Dublin 
the  fort  in  return  for  the  prison.  His 
opinion  that  the  Government  were  acting 
a  hard  part  towards  the  Corporation  had 
not  been  in  the  least  shaken  by  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
conditions  imposed  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Corporation  to  accept,  and  the  drain- 
age scheme  could  not,  and  would  not,  be 
carried  out  if  the  War  Office  insisted 
upon  them.  The  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  unless  those  conditions  were 
accepted  by  the  Corporation  he  would 
have  to  come  to  Parliament  to  ask  foir 
this  £65,000  to  provide  equivalent  build- 
ings. He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  ought  to  ask  Parliament  for  the 
money,  and  this  was  a  most  appropriate 
yea^  to  ask  for  it,  considering  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  just 
passed  through  Committee  a  Bill  which 
would  add  £300,000  a  year  to  the  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland.  If  he  continued  in  this 
frame  of  mind  they  would  have  to  take 
what  steps  they  could  to  get  him  to 
change  his  view. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  this   dispute 
affected  other  people  besides  the  Govern- . 
ment  and  the  Corporation  of  Dublin.    It 
raised   the    important    question  of  the. 
favourable  treatment  of  the  local  rate- 
payer as  compared  with    the  Imperial, 
taxpayer.     He  eould  not  conceive  why 
a  special  consideration  should  be  shown 
to  the  local  ratepayer  of  Dublin,  which 
was  not  shown  to  the  rf^tepayer  of  any 
other    town*  .   Would    the  right    honfi; 
Gentleman  :  be    willing    to    apply  |to. 
other    ,towp/^.    the.   principle,    he     w^. 
willing  to  apply  to.  I)^blin,  but  which, . 
seemingly^    !Publin   ,ivaS;   not    inclinedj 
to  accept  ?      The  state  of  the  case  wfis. 
this.  ,  The  people  of  DnbUa  wanted  to 
carry  out  a  roi^in  drainage,  scheme.    Tho  • 
W^r  Offii^e.  li^  tb,at.towi^>,had  buildings : 
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which  cost  them  £100,000  some  years 
ago. 

Mr.   C AMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  site  alone. 

Mr.    HANBURY:     The    bundings 
would  have  cost  another  £10,000. 

Mr.   CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
More. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  should  like 
to  say  another  £100,000,  but  he  did  not 
wish  to  exaggerate.  The  land  and 
buildings  had  cost,  say,  £150,000. 
Surely  the  proper  thing  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  was  to  have  this  property 
valued  as  Imperial  property,  and  to  part 
with  it  only  upon  a  fair  price  being  paid. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  him- 
self unable  from  want  of  funds  to 
purchase  property  for  rifle  ranges  to 
render  the  British  Army  efHcient  in  the 
use  of  the  new  magazine  rifle.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  unable  to  provide 
£50,000,  He  understood,  however,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  willing  to 
hand  over  to  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 
this  building  and  land,  for  which  the  War 
Office  paid  about  £150,000,  at  £85.000 
below  its  value.  When  the  right  non. 
Gentleman  taunted  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  with  con- 
stantly urging  him  to  increased  expendi- 
ture he  should  be  reminded  that  the  best 
way  of  saving  the  money  of  the  public 
was  not  to  be  extravagant  in  dealing  with 
public  property. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  that  because  in  the  early  days  of 
the  century  the  Government  paid 
£100,000  for  land  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  they  ought  to  obtain 
that  amount  for  it  when  they  wished  to 
sell.  But  the  actual  value  now  was 
nothing  like  £100,000.  They  claimed 
merely  what  they  would  require  to  re- 
construct the  buildings  they  would  want. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  that  whether 
the  land  had  depreciated  in  value  or  not, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have 
taken  a  course  which  would  have  put 
the  War  Office  altogether  above  sus- 
picion. He  should  have  had  a  careful 
valuation  made  and  have  sold  the  land 
to  the  Corporation  under  that  valuation. 
That  would  have  been  a  business-like 
proceeding. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  displayed 
lamentable  ignorance    of  the  question. 

Mr^  Hanbury  \ 


The  British  had  never  paid  a  penny  for 
the  Pigeon  House  Fort.  The  land  wms 
purchased  previous  to  1817,  when  the 
British  and  Irish  Exchequers  were 
amalgamated,  and  it  necessarily  followed 
that  the  price  was  charged  on  the  Irish 
Revenue.  It  was  not  until  the  amalga- 
mation of  the  two  Exchequers  that  these 
charges  fell  on  the  British  Revenue. 
Therefore,  the  ignorant  speech  they  had 
just  listened  to  fell  entirely  flat.  The 
English  and  Scotch  taxpayers  had  never 
paid  a  penny  for  the  land. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  Item  G, 
grant  in  aid  of  certain  institutions,  one 
being  the  Association  for  Providing  Em- 
ployment for   Discharged   and  Reserve 
Soldiers.     He  wished  to  induce  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  increase  the  grant  to 
the  amount  of  last  year.    Every  year 
25,000  soldiers  were  discharged  from  the 
Army.     These    either    went    into    the 
Reserves  or  found  what  work  they  ooukl 
on  the  land  or  in  the  towns.     The  ques- 
tion was,  what  became  of  the  men  who 
did  not  find  Government  employment 
and  could  not  get  work  in  other  quarters  ? 
A  responsible    authority,    Mr.    Arnold 
White,  who  was  well  known  in  the  East 
End  of  London,  and  who  gave  evidence 
before  the  Sweating  Committee  and  before 
the  Labour   Commissioners,  said  that  a 
considerable  part  of  the  casuals  in  London 
were  Reserve  and   discharged  soldiers. 
In     General    Booth^s     book.     Darkest 
England,  which  seemed   to  have  some 
amount  of  truth  mixed  up  in  it,  it  was 
stated  that  on  a  certain  night  at  a  certain 
time  10  per  cent,  of  the  casuals  whose 
cases  were  investigated  by  the  *^  Salva- 
tion Army  "  officials  were  Reserve  or  dis- 
charged soldiers.     These  facts  ought  to 
be  taken  into  consideration  by  the  War 
Office.     These  facts  exercised  a  deterrent 
influence  on   intending  recmits  for  the 
Army,  and  the  Inspector  General  of  Re- 
cruitmg — General     Fielding — said     last 
year  that  he  thought  recruiting  would 
never  be  in  a  satisfactory  condition,  and 
they  would  never  get  the  sort  of  men  to 
join  the  Army  that  they  wanted  until  the 
Government  did  something  for  the  men 
who  left  the  Service  and  joined  the  Re- 
serve.   It  was  said  that  manufacturers 
should  be  ready  to  employ  these  men,  who 
were  young,  of  good  character,  and  well 
able  to  perform  a  good  day^s  work  ;  bat 


/ 


1141  Supply— Arm^  {6  Jdxy  1894}  E$Hmate8,2S94'5,         1142 


manufactnrers  showed  no  particular 
alacrity  to  employ  discharged  soldiers, 
their  content  ion  being  that  if  the  Govern* 
raent  did  not'  set  an  exampte  thej  failed 
to  see  that  any  patriotic  duty  rested  upon 
them  to  take  a  step  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  taken.  One  hon.  Member 
who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side  'of  the 
House,  and  who  represented  a  division 
of  Shropshire,  employed  a  large  number  of 
these  men.  He  looked  out  lor  them  and 
did  his  best  to  get  them,  and  he  (Major 
Rasoh)  honoured  biiA  fbr  it,  but  Reser- 
vists were  not  «s  a  rale  employed  by 
manufactnrers  for  the  reason  he  had 
stated.  This  failure  an  the  part  of  the 
Goverment  to  provide  adequate  employ- 
ment for  discharged  soldiers  had  no 
parallel  in  any  country  in  Europe  or  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic.  In 
America  there  was  an  enormous  pension 
list,  chiefly  applied  to  old  soldiers,  and 
now  amounting  to  £28,000,000  a  year. 
In  France  every  noo^oommissioned  officer 
who  had  served  14  years  was  entitled  as 
of  riglit  not  only  to  pension,  but  to 
Goveratnent  employment.  In  Germany 
there  were  something  like  90,000  posts 
open  to  soldiers,  and  in  Austriia-Hungary 
something  like  80,000  posts.  No  doubt 
the  Secretary  for  War  would  reply  that 
in  this  country  there  was  no  State  mono- 
poly of  the  railway  service  as  thwe  was 
in  Adstria,  which  threw  a  great  many 
posts  open  to  the  disposal  of  the 
State.  Still,  onr  Government  might 
do  ar  great  deal  more  than  they  did. 
There  were  sometbhig  like  4,000  or  5,000 
berths  at  Enfield  and  Woolwich  which 
might  be  made  available  for  the  unskilled 
labour  that  Reservists  and  old  soldier&r 
could  render. 

The  chairman  :  This  question 
was  dealt  with  on  Ydte  1.  I  think  it 
was  brought  forward  by' the  hen.  and 
gallant  Member  on  the  question  that  I 
do  leave  the  Chair. 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  apart  from  thid;  he  would  make 
an  appeal  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman. This  matter  had  been  discussed 
and  the  Government  had  agreed  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  investi- 
gate this  whole  question.  Under  the 
cirenmstances,  the*  most'  ■  satisfaclory 
course  would  be  to  wait  for  the  Report 
of  the  Committee.  > 

Maxor  RASCET'  said,  that  under  this 
Vote  a  sum  of  money  was  allocated  to  the 
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Association  for  ProTiding  Employment  for 
Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Do  not  mis- 
understand me.  It  is  quite  open  on  this 
Vote  to  discuss  the  subscription  to  the 
Institution  referred  to,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  is  competent  to  go  into  the  whole 
question  of  the  employment  of  Army 
Reserve  men. 

Major  RASCH  said,  he  bowed  to  the 
Chairman's  niling.  He  only  wished  to 
say  that  a  great  dear  had  been  done  by 
private  institutions  to  whieh  the  War 
Office  had  allocated  funds.  The  asso- 
ciation to  which  he  had  referred  had 
found  work  for  7,000  men  with  wages 
aggregating  nearly  £750,000.  If  a 
private  institution  could  do  as  much 
during  the  last  seven  years,  surely  the 
Gk>vernment,  with  all  the  resources  of 
the  Empire  at  its  back,  ought  to  do  a 
great  deal  more.  If  the  Government 
would  devote  a  sum,  say,  of  £5,000  a 
year,  to  the  object  of  finding  employment 
for  these  men,  they  would  be  on  the 
high  road  towards  the  solution  of  the 
difficulty. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  should  Kke  to  knoW  why  the  grant 
to  hospitals  and  charitable  institutions  had 
been  reduced  by  £800  and  a  new  item 
introduced— subscription  to  the  Army 
Temperance  Fund,  £500  ?  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  Army  Tempieranoe  Fund, 
which  was  doing  good  work,  receiving 
attention,  though  the  sum  given  to  it 
was  a  large  one>-*as  large  as  that  given 
to  the  United  Service  Institution.  What 
be  objected  to,  however,  was  a  part  of 
the  money  being  taken  from  the  snbscrip* 
tion  to  hospitals  and  charitable  institii* 
tibns.  In  these  days,  when  everyone 
thought  they  should  do  so  much  for  the 
old  eoldier,  they  ought  not  to  take  away 
£300,  or  12  per  cent.,  from  their  subscrip- 
tions towards  Army  hospitals  and  chari- 
table institntions. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  the  lalst-named  subscription  did  n^yt 
take  anything  from  the  others.  The 
subscriptions  to  '  the  different  charitable 
institutions  •  were '  proportioned  to  the 
subscriptions  received  from  the  public. 
He  had  thought  it  right  to  make  a  hand- 
some contribution  to  the  Army  Temper^' 
ance  Society,  feding  that  the  society, 
which  bad  been  carried  on  in  India  under 
the  auspices  of  Lord  Roberts,  would  do 
good  work  in' advancing  the  principles  of 
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iemperauc^  iu  the  Armj.  As  the  8ootety 
haJ  ju8t  beleu  «et  up  iu  this  oomiljry,  he 
hiiU  tboughft  it :  only  rigfat  to  nuike  a 
bandsoioa  subeoriptiOD  to  ito  r^aourees  to 
aftsist  t  itt  ltd  orgtuiisatioii.  He  believed 
that  if  the  ABsooiatioa  did  anythiag  la 
Great  Britain  abd  Ireland  comparable  to 
what  it  had  done  in  India,  it  would  be 
one  of  tihe  greatest  blessing*  to  tbtt 
soldier,  and*  etioirtnoildlj'  iu^reaae  the 
practkaL  strength  of  the  Anny. 

Ma.    BARTLEY   said,    he  did   not 
object    to    the    subscription     to     the 
Anny  Tetnperatioe  Society*     He,  how- 
Over,  thoaght  it  a  mistaken   policy  to 
make    the  amount  of   subscriptiods   to 
other' charitable  Itiiititntiana  depeiud  on  the 
SMis  contributed  by  the  publiou    It  waa 
hand  that  in  times  of  commercial   de* 
pression  thefioldter  shoukl  suiBter  not  only 
in   the  faUingM>fl    of    subscnptjyoil*  re* 
ceived  from  the  public,  but  in  a  consequent 
decreaee  of  the  subscriptions  Irom    the 
Governments    The  system  did  not  seem 
a  wholesome  onew  Another  year  they  must 
endeavour  to  agitate  so  as  to  edsure  that 
the  soldier  should  not  suffer  unneceesai^Uy 
from  bed  times* 

CoLOfiUL  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)Baid,  the  whob  Army  had  re* 
oogni^  with  great  pleasor^  this  hand* 
some  gift  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
GentletnaH  of  £500  towards  the  Army 
Temperanoe  Fundi 

8iK  R.  TEMPLE  said,  be  wiahed  t» 
call  attention  to  Sul^head  B  of  the  Vote, 
oomprising  £75,000  interest  npon  the 
Imperial  Defence  {Loan.  Under  Piirt  2  of 
the  Imperial  Defenoet  Act,  51  and  52 
Victoria,  tlie  Q«vemment  was  authorised 
to  Issue  from  the-  Consolidated  Fund,  or 
^•e  to  borrow  £2,600,000  for  i  certain 
great  woricft  'Of  <  Imperial  deleocb  set 
forth  in  the  second  SeiMdule  of  the  A6t, 
such  as  miltliry  stations,  harbours,' aisd 
ooating'statidBB,  and  the  £7^,000  repre- 
sented interest  upon  this  sum'  at  3  per 
cent.  Thill  snoi  was  {Mdd  out  of  :the 
qsoney  aanimlly  p^ovi4ed  by  Pariiambtat 
for  Army  Servie^.  .They  mighct.  inf^ 
that  the  whole  amount  haid  -beea  tseoed 
from  tbe  Coastxlidated  Fund,  and  Applied 
to  tbe  wonk».  He  should  like  to  aiHc  ia 
passing  if  all  the-  works  neHtioBed  in  thb 
Schedule  bad  been  nompleied.  Six  yeam 
hud  elapsed  siooB  the  Act  was  passed  tn 
188^4  If  Sbe  whole  amount  iMd  been 
iasliod  and, all  interest  charged,  one  or 
two  important  qu^tSons  arose  As  to  the 

Mr^  CampheU^Bannerman 


character  of  <the;debt-^whetber  it  was 

to  be  considered  a  permf^nent  debt  or  a 

floating  and  non**permAnent  debt.  ^  On  this 

poibt  he  drew  aAtentm  lo  Sub-watiea  B 

of  CUuee  4.    By  that  enb-eeetioo  it  wae 

provided  that  all  dividends  paid  from  the 

Iftt     July      last    in    respect    of    tbe 

Suez   Canal   shares  should    be    applied 

in     paying      the   .  prinqlpal      of      the 

amount  bcH-powed  for  ImperUl   defence. 

Nothing  could  be  more  expVcit  than  that 

tbe  df videddb  were  to  be  applied  t»  the 

reductioD  of  theeapital  HiSn  of  £2,600/)0a 

It  was  understood  at  .the  time  tbe  Aet 

was  passed  that    the-^bt   wae   to  be 

treated,  not  as  a  permAtient  dqbt,  but  aa 

a  temporary  debt^  and.<that  it  was  to  be 

extiilguished  by  tb^  interest  on  the  8nea 

Canal  shares;    This  proooss  of  exjtiac* 

tidn  ought  to  have  been  begun  and  to  be 

going  on  now  ;  it  wits  a  matter  of  ctm^ 

mon  knowledge  that  tbe   value  of  the 

shares  was  very  gre$^,  and  thftt  the  yearly 

dividend  was  probably  £1,000,000  sfer^ 

ling,atMl  if  thai  were  so  ooly  e  qumler  of 

tbe  £76,000  ooujd  be  dtie  now.    Yet  by 

some  curkmi  process,  Which  he  for  one 

could  not  nadecstliod^  ike  Chancellor  of 

the  Exdhe^er  ilk  this  Budget  was  taking 

Sues  Gadal  ebare  dividend  td  the  «xteiit 

of  £260,000,  and  addhig  ^  the  Bevenoo 

for  1894^96.     He  couM  not  nnderstaiMl 

how  the  right  bon.  Gentlessan  could  Uw- 

fully  make  that  appropriation.    Tbore 

WHS  anoth^  point  as  to  whether  the  debt, 

bcong  considered. a  non^p^nnanent  OB«y 

ought  notto  oome  in  Cor  isxtinotion  under 

the  new  S^nkiing  Fund  ef  £24,000,000  ? 

It  was  of  imperUnee  to  koow.^hetber  » 

solemn  obligatk>n    undertaken    by   tlm 

House  and  ratified  by  Act  of  Fariiaroeot 

was  being  fulfilled. 

Mr.  CAMPB£XL^BAJNiVEBMAN 
said,  tMs  iwasi  a  Tnbasury  matter  miber 
than  a  War  Offied  matter.    As  far  as  tb« 
fh^mil^  of  the  EstiknaSes  was  ooooenMdY 
the  estimated  interest  dn  the  loan  wsia 
£76,169,  Mr  A  Small  redtwtion  froni.in- 
terestt    on    tbe  Sues  Canal  sbarfa..    A 
memeraodtim   be  had  showed  how  Um 
simount  of  itatei^esS  wea  mafdbttip.    The 
amount     of     debt     oatatanding    -"mmm 
£2,477,000.     By    the   {msent   Budget 
£2,600^0001  the  capital  sum  expended  oa 
the  Imperial  Defence  Losin,  would  be  fiaid 
ofi;  and  tberotoe  She  £7^,000  wotUd .  ba 
saved.    Of  course,  pendiiig  the  cerrjrii^K 
into  law  the  FJaaii6e  BUli^baat  could  tXiot 
come  to  paea. 
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Stand'   that  €hi^    tfetn  -  ^vHl  Mt '  tecArj 
again  ?  . '  .i  .     .     ji.i     »     i    .    . 

Mr.  CAl^PBELL4B(A.NN%RliAN  :i 

Not itfter  t^e'  Pitiii^e  'Bill  hn^i^iiseM.'  -  ; 

Sir  R.  temple  :  I  do  tidt  see  i^h;^ 
thc^FitiaiiH!^  BfH  ifaottid  be  broaght  itttol 
the  matter  at  nil.  "       i   '    j 

Mr.  HAl<^filJRt  :  If  hhk  Fii^ancei 
Bill  passet^,  irtli  thid  tnoney  be.pfaid  into 
the  Exchequer  ?  »     , .      .     . 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNfeRMAN' ; 
Yes.       •••■.■  ■  ...  I 

SrR  R.  TEMPLE :  Then  the  PitiaMq 
Bill  does  not  hold  to  the  obligatibn  iiii-| 
posed  by  the  Act  ?  •  • 

Mr,  CAMPBELLjBANNBRMAN  ; 

It  supersedes  it.  >  ..     .  •.       , 

Sir  R.  temple  :  Does   it  viphiAd 

the  obligation  ?  i 

Mr.  CAMPBEI/L-BANNERMAN  : 

No. 

Sir  R.  temple  :  Then  what  wilt 
the  Gkrveroment  do  in  this  respect  ?        i 
Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  It  will  pay 
the  amount  at  once. 

Mr.  BARt^LBY  said,  he  8ta6uld  like 
to  point  one  that  th^^'Illlp^HlA^  Defesce 
Acty  which  the  Finance  Bill  did  not  l*e-i 
peal,    provided    that  -  the,  interest    on 
.  the  Sues  Caaal  shares  ishouid  on    the 
1st     of     July^     lS9if     be '   tiBed     to 
liquidate  tke    Imperial    Defence    debt. 
That  Acct  w^  atill  in  force,  aad  it.waald 
not   be.rdt>ealed  .by   the  Finance  Bill. 
Yet  the  Govern rneni  wisre  proposing  to 
.set  aside  an  obligntioiii  .ijapos^  by  the 
Act  1     He  djtfl  not  think  thjiA  £7^»00Q 
was  wanted,  and,  h^  {^It,  that  tbey  were 
bound  to  move  the  re4 lection  of  the  Vote 
by  that  amount  in  view  of  the  very  un- 
satisfactory explanations  %hioh  had  been. 
•  tenderet)  to  them*    .       >       ,<    ; 

•Ms,JI.Ji.  F0^<L£8eKplained  that 
the  Army  Estimates  had  tq  be  laid  on 
'the  Table  within  ten  days  of  Supply 
being  set  up,  aftid  therefore  the  -  autho- 
rities knew  bo  tnoi<e  about  the  Budget 
than  tW  hon.  Member.  The  Army 
£0tim8te8>irlBfre  framed  on  the  assumption 
•that  the  existing  law  would  remain  in 
force  ;  but- the  House  had  now  before  4t 
the  Finabee^BUl,'  Which  upset  and  altered 
the  -  ''Wh6kf '  of.  «h^ '  ah*angements  of '  the 
former  Act'^i'morided  that  the  l^flez 
CansA  sharbb  f^mild'bepbi^l  into  the  E*«  , 
eiieqtier.  Tbtis'  tlie  loan  would  be  at 
once  paid  <Mj  htii  until  the  Finance  Act 
received  the  Royal  Assent  the  War  OflSce 


Stk  R.  TEMPLE  said,  -that  ■ 'was 
exMstty  #hlat  ^e  a^d  tiis  .fd6rDdd<>Mr#% 
cbntendittg.  ^he  EstiM«t€(s  w^  f r^th^ 
-on  the  basis  of 'the  law  as  it  stood,' '«M 
that'laW-  be  hid  read  out  to 'the  HdttM. 
Cons^ueiitly  'the'  Iteih '  6f  £7©,000 
oughU^Wt  W  kppear'  fn'tbfem;  '^tM^^^ 
thercfot^  moved  .t&  red^^e  the'^<»m<% 
£25,000.  L       .  .  .  ..  j: 


V  >:- 


u 


Motion  made,  and  Question  pjropose^^ 

T^t  the  ^temP,  £75,099,  Interest ^9^ 

the  Imperial,  Defence  X^oan,.  bq  re4u9^ 

by  £25,000;MS*>  J^  Te^P^M  .[\  » 

M«.  A.  C.  MORTON  thoiightftirther 
eitplanations ' 'Ought  to  be  giv^n  to  the 
House.  'Phey  were  told  tbAt  il'  tlfe. 
Finance  Bill  passed  the  mo  beywould  not 
M  spent,  but  the  probability  was  that  the 
War  Olfice  would  treaft  the' attpuni  As 
savings,'  and  would  evettt*Al1Jr  s^t^'lt 
on  matters- not  mentioned  in  thb  Votid  At 
all.  They  ought  to  hav^  a^  distinct 
understanding  an  the  point,' find' be  would 
suggest  that  the  better  plati  'wottld  be  iki 
withdraw  the  item  altoi^her,  '61"  ib  give 
a  pledge  that  it  should  not* be ^  treated  As 
savings.        ••''"=     ,(':!'.;■•'  •«- 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
SAid,  that  the  War  Office  6omnitrn!catMi 
with^'thO'Treastiry,  who  informed  theuk 
that,  although  t^e  8ne^  Canal  shkMs: 
were  hypothecated,  no  inoney,  except  'm. 
small  sum,  would  he'SfvkHflbliB  idilric^^the 
current  year.  Utlder  these  ctrcumstandes 
the  ferum  of  £76,Op6was  put  dovm.  The 
Finance  Bill  was  not  yet'an  accomplished 
fact,  and  the  War  Office  c6uM  not  act,{n> 
framing  the  Estimates,  ^  if  it  irere.    ^ 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  'sidd 'that,  quite 
apart  fro^  the- Financial  Bil!' the 'Chan- 
cellor of  the   Exch^uer'  sh^iild  *in'hk- 
Financial'  Statement,  that  he  i^xpetited  to' 
•receive  some .  dividends    on  the  -  Stiez 
Canal  slianes  during  the  currisnt  year, 
and   rf  fk>,  the  whole'  oF  the  £7o,QQt) 
could  not  be  required. 

Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Peck'^ 
ham)  said,  that  so  far  as  he  understood 
the  point  it  was  that  the  interest' wiould 
terminate  on  the  1st  Jul^  this  year,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  to  taker  th^wh^l^ 
amount  for  the  year.  But  ntcttiially  biilf 
£87,600  would  be  reqtiTted,  as  i^ter^t 
would  only  have  to  be  paid  for  slid 
months  ;  consequently  they  ought  not  to 
vote  £75,000. 
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Mb.  HANBURY  Bald,  that  when  he 
inuoceotly  Muggested  that  the  money 
should  be  paid  mto  Uie  Excfaequev  he 
forgot  the  power  of  the  War  Office  to 
deal  with  savings.  If  thej  passed  this 
item  they  would  be  deliberately  voting 
money  for  the  War  Office  to  spend  exactly 
as  it  liked,  for  it  would  not  be  ear- 
marked in  any  way,  and  the  authorities 
would  not  be  under  any  obligation  to  pay 
it  into  the  Exchequer,  but,  so  long  as 
they  got  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury, 
they  would  be  entitled  to  use  the  money 
for  any  sub-head  in  the  Vote.  They 
were,  in  fact,  asking  for  unlimited  dis- 
cretion to  spend  it  as  they  liked. 

Mb.  BAHTLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
Government  should  ride  either  one  horse 
or  the  other  ;  they  should  either  stick  to 
the  Finance  Bill  or  to  the  existing  laifr* 
If  the  War  Office  were  going  on  the 
existing  law,  they  knew  that  only  part 
of  this  sum  could  be  wanted,  and  the 
Committee  were  asked  to  vote  a  large 
sum  for  a  purpose  that  thp  Go- 
vernment knew  it  could  not  be  wanted 
for.  In  that  case  they  knew  [as  members 
of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  that  it 
would  be  applied  to  other  purposes.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  War  Office  were 
going  on  tiua  afsomption  that  the 
Finance  Bill  would  become  law,  they 
knew  that  none  of  .  the  money 
would  be  •  wanted.  This  was  an 
attempt  to  obtain  £75,000  un4er  this 
Vote  to  be  used  for  some  other  purpose. 
Such  a  course  was  contrary  to  consti- 
tutional practice  and  to  the  usage  of  the 
House,  and  he  hoped  the  present  attempt 
would  be  noted.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  always  ei^hibited  Spartan 
virtue  in  keeping^  sums  to  the  year  and 
for  the  purpose  under  which  they  were 
voted,  let  here  he  was  taking  money 
borrowed  ostensibly  to  pay  off  a  debt,  and 
was  going  to  use  it  for  some  other  purpose. 
•Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  hoped  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  press  this  matter  to  a 
Division,  because  if  hon.  Members  were 
defeated  the  Department  would  certainly 
do  as  it  liked  with  the  money.  Could 
they  not  get  an  undertaking  that  if  the 
mon^  were  not  wanted  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  voted  it  should  be 
reiurned  to  the  Exchequer,  and  not  used 
for  any  other  purpose  ?  There  was,  no 
doubt,  an  unfortunate  practice  of  creating 
new  sub-heads,  and  of  transferring  the 
money  to  other  votes,  and  then  spending 


on  them  what  were  called  pavings ;  and 
although  the  Treasury  were  supposed  to 
protect  the  Exchequer,  they  nearly 
always  gave  way,  and  there  was  too 
great  a  tendency  to  expend  the  money  in 
ways  not  previously  sanctioned  by  the 
House,  and  thus  avoid  the  necessity  for 
Supplementary  Estimates. 

Mb,  0AMPBBLL*BANNERMAN 
said,  they  could  not  avoid  making  this 
provision,  seeing  that  the  Budget  Bill 
bad  not  been  pMsed.  The  money  could 
not  be  applied  to  any  other  purpose 
without  the  consent  of  the  Treasury, 
and,  as  he  was  sure  that  in  this  case  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury  would  not  be 
obtained,  he  had  no  objection  to  give  the 
undertaking  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  that  the 
money  should  not  be  applied  to  any  pur- 
pose other  than  that  for  which  it  wae  pot 
down  in  the  Vote. 

•M»,  TOMLINSON  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  must  be  pressed  to  a 
Division.  The  Governmant  bad  per* 
sistently  ignored  their  arguments  that, 
apart  from  the  Budget  BUI  altogether, 
this  sum  ought  never  to  have  appeared 
in  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  HANBURY  thought  the  Seore- 
tary  for  War  had  made  a  very  unusual 
suggestion,  and  one  inconsistent  with  the 
business-like  treatment  of  the  Vole.  He 
asked  the  Committee  to  grant  him  the 
money,  and  he  added,  ^  I  will  undertake 
not  to  spend  it.*'  That  was  a  ridieukMU 
proposition,  and  he  could  not  assent  to  it. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
best  plan  would  bo  that  a  portion  of  the 
Vote  should  be  withdrawn. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  26  ; 
Noes  93;— ^Division  List,  No.  151.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HANBURY  oaUed  attention  to 
the  item  £25,400  for  police  employed  at 
Government  Establishments.  He  did  not 
understand  upon  what  principle  theae 
police  were  paid  for  by  the  Government. 
At  some  of  the  Government  establish- 
ments the  police  were  chai;ged  under  tlua 
Vote,  while  at  others  they  were  charged 
under  another  Vote.  Where  did  the 
money  con^e  from,  the  War  Offioe  or  the 
Admiralty  ?  That  was  a  point  aboat 
which  he  should  like  to  have  some  in* 
formation. 
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Mr.  BARTLET  daid,  h^  Bhould  like 
to  know  if  the  police  fpT<S9  iu  iCjpvue 
was  put  dowD  under  this  Vote  ? 

The  chairman  said,  any  discus- 
sion on  that  matter  v^uld  b^*  out  .of 
Order. 

*Mr.  WOODALL  stated  that  until 
very  recently  the  naval  and  military 
stores  were  kept  conjointly.  There  had 
now  been  a  separation,  but  the  geo- 
graphical distinction  between  the  two 
was  so  small  that  it  was  found  more  con- 
venient to  have  the  police  in  charge  under 
one  organised  staff, 

Mr.  HANBURY  pointed  out  that  a 
general  statement  had  been  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Admiralty  to  the  opposite 
effect. 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
explained  that  the  Admiralty  made  a 
payment  to  the  War  Office,  who  paid  the 
police  in  charge  of  Ordnance  stores, 
whether  military  or  naval. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

*'ThAt  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £257,eOO,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chaige 
for  the  Salaries  and  MisGcllaneous  Charges  of 
the  War  Office,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March,  1895." 

Mr.  HANBURY  asked  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  really  intended 
to  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  this 
important  Vote  ?  There  had  been  a  dis- 
tinct understanding  that  Progress  should 
be  reported  at  1 1  oVlock  in  order  that  the 
second  Order  on  the  Paper  might  be 
brought  forward. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM an 

said,  the  Government  imtended  to  act  iu 
accordance  with  the  understanding  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  reason 
why  he  had  not  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress was  that  it  was  not  yet  quite  11 
o'clock.  Had  he  made  that  Motion, 
the  objection  might  have  been  taken 
that  be  was  proposing  to  report  Progress 
too  soon. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  asked  when  the  con- 
sideration of  these  Estimates  would  be 
resumed  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
That  depends  largely  on  the  hon.  Member 
himself. 


Mr.  BARTLBY  :  That  answer  may 
be  very  witty,-  but  it  conveys  no  infor- 
mation. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
What  I  meant  was  that  the  matter 
depends  upon  the  course  of  bnshiesB,  -and 
that  the  course  •  of  business  is  largely 
influenced  by  the  hon.  Member  and  hi^ 
friends. 

Motion  made,  and  Question^  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,** — {Mr,  Campbell- 
Bamierman,) — put  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 
next ;  Committee  also  report  Progress  ; 
to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (RBGISTRATIOiT. 
ACCELERATION)  Qre-eommUted)  BILL. 

(No.  2820 

COMKiTTE£.     [/Vo^rcM,  Srd  July."] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
16,  after  the  word  ^'  shall,*'  to  insert  the 
words  "  if  possible."  —  {Mr,  Grant 
Lawson,) 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  grant  LAW60N  said,  that  in 
answer  to  the  request  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  and  also 
the  representations  made  to  him  by  the 
Leader  of  his  own  Party,  he  ventured  to 
make  a  suggestion  which  he  hoped  would 
accelerate  the  course  of  this  Acceleration 
Bill — namely,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  see  fit  to  mske  a  statement 
to  the  Committee,  the  Committee  being, 
be  thought,  at  the  present  moment  some- 
what at  sea  as  to  the  object  of  this  Bill. 
He  and  many  of  his  hon.  Friends  who 
sat  around  him  considered  this  Bill  a  great 
waste  of  public  money.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assured  him  that  the  objection 
to  the  Amendment  now  before  the  House 
was  that  it  would  upset  the  Bill.  Then 
it  became  material  to  consider  of  what 
value  was  the  Bill  which  the  Amendment 
would  upset.  It  was  very  obvious  public 
nK9ney  would  be  expended  in  obtaining 
the  object  sought  by  the  Bill,  and  it  '^as 
their  duty  carefully  to  consider  any  pro* 
pesal  to  spend  public  money.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman   would   give 
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then  some  iofomAtioiliaii  to  jlbe;itiiiottiit 
of  aeoeleration  ibis  Bill  would  soonrei 
that  was,  bj  how  mAD j  days  would<  the 
first  eleotioo  of  the  Pladsh  Conncib  be 
accelerated  by.  the  paseage  of  ihia 
iDeasure ;  and,  ib>  the  second  place,  at  what 
cost  would  the  aeceleratiou  be  effected  ? 
They  knew  that  part  of  the  cost  woukl  be 
that  all  the  dates  of  registration  to.  which 
people  were  accustomed  would  be  upset, 
or  at  all  eveutff  a  good  mauy  of  them. 
They  had  heard  time  and  again  there 
was  an  urgent  necessity  for  passing  this 
measure.  First  as  to  the  necessity.  He 
knew  very  well  what  it  was,  but  he  did 
dot  believe  it  bad  been  stated  by  the  pro« 
motors  of  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  remember  that  he  (Mr. 
Grant  Lawson)  took  a  friendly  interest  in 
the  discussion  of  the  Parish  Councils 
Bill  to  which  this  was  an  appendix.  On 
Clause  84  of  that  Bill  there  was  con- 
siderable .  dioa)is9ion^  and  that  clause 
mentioned  the  date  of  the  election  as 
some  day  to  be  fixed  by  the  Local  Go- 
yernment  Board,  and  if  he  remembered 
rightly  he  ,  thought  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  aooepted  an  Amendmeot 
from  his  own  side  to  insert ''  in  1894.** 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  Hi  H.  Fowlbr,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  It  was  there  already. 

Mb.  GRANT  LAWSON  eaid,  that  at 
aoy  rate  it  was  there  bow.  The  Register 
did  not  come  in  undl  the  1st  of  January, 
so  that  until  some  method  was  provided 
for  registratioii  before  1895  the  election 
could  not  take  plaee.  It  was  not  their 
desire  to  stop  an  electiOD  taking  place ; 
but  it  was  their  desire  that  if  it  was  to  be 
hurried  on  by  a  few  weeks  or  days,  as  he 
believed,  at  the  expense  of  the  public,  it 
should  be  done  with  an  open  aoknow« 
ledgmeot  that  in  objeoting  to  the 
measure  and  to  Clause  84  they  were 
right,  and  that  the  Government  had 
made  a  mistake. .  He  thought  this  Bill 
was  a  mere  skiliol  Party  artifice  for  oob<* 
cealing  that  they  were  persuaded  during 
last  Session  to  pass  a  Bill  that  would  not 
work,  and  thai  if  it  was  to  work  he  sop- 
posed  this  Bill  now  belbre  them  was 
necessary.  He  would  like  to  point  oat 
that  if  the  Parish  Councils  were  elected 
in  December  this  year,  by  the  first  clause 
of  the  Parish  Gonnciis  Act,  sab-seetion  4, 
the  Parish  Consoils  were  to  go  out  in 
April  next. 

Mr.  Grant  Lawson 


Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLBR;  :  Va^tm. 

Mft.  GRANT  LAWSON  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  he 
correct.  ' 

Mft.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  It  will  be 
April,  1896. 

Mr.  grant  la WBON  said,  he  was 
g^Ud  to  have  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  opposite  to  him,  as  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  knew  every  word  and  letter  of 
the  Act ;  but  he  (Mr.  Grant  Lawson) 
bsid  looked  through  thd  provisions  and 
found  there  was  a  provision  with  regard 
to  the  District  Councils,  but  he  did  not 
come  across  one  with  regard  to  Palish 
Councils;  still,  he  admitted  that  he  might 
be  ymmgt  The  true  necessity  for  this 
Bill  was  because  Clause  84  provided  for 
the  first  Parish  Couooil  being  elected  in 
1894.  He  denied  the  immediate  necessity 
for  this  measure.  The  date  appointed  by 
the  measure  was  in  September,  and  as 
there  wai»  nearly  the  whole  of  July  and 
August,  why  should  not  the  Local 
Authorities  spend  some  of  the  time  in 
carefully  considering  the  measure  ? 

Mb.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.\  on  a 
point  of  Order,  asked  if  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  were  relevant  to  the 
Amendment  before  them  ? 

Mb.  grant  lawson,  on  the 
point  of  Order,  said,  he  would  like  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  objection 
taken  was  that  the  Amendment  would 
upset  the  whole  scheme  of  the  Bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  cannot  say  that 
the  remarks  of  the  bon.  Member  hare 
strict  reference  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee. 

Mb.  grant  LAWSON  said,  he 
would  conclude  by  merely  asking  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  them  some 
information  as  to  how  far  the  matter 
would  be  accelerated,  and  what  the  cost 
would  be  to  the  country. 

•Thb  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevbk,  Bradford,  Central)  said,  thai 
if  the  Bill  were  not  passed  it  would  be 
necessary  to  amend  the  Act  and  to  pro- 
vide for  its  coming  into  force  on  some 
future  day  in  the  coming  year.  As  the 
Bill  stood  it  would  accelerate  registra* 
tion,  and  therefore  the  first  meetings  of 
the  Parish  Councils,  by  five  or  six  wedoB^ 
The  day  fixed  for  the  completion  of  the 
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Begktmv  v4b  Notember  30  %  the  first 
elections  might  take  place  between 
December  10.  ^ml  L7,;iaad  the  first 
meetings  woitld  probably  take  pUqe 
early  id  the.  new  yean 

Mr.  BABTLEY  asked  if  they  were 
to  uoderftaod  that  these  jists  would  be 
prepared  by  the  30th  I^ovember,  and  that 
(be  el^tions  were  to  begin  about  the 
first  or  second  week  iu  December  ?  • 

Mb*.  SHAW-I^PEVBB  :  Yes. 

Mr.  B  ABTLET  said,  if  that  was  the 
arrangement  he  would  like  to  point  out  that 
it  was  a  very  inoonyenient  plan,  as  they 
would  not  be  able  to  get  the  list  of  Tbters 
until  two  or  three  days  befdre  the  election. 
That  might  be  all  right,  but  it  was  not  the 
general  rule  with  regand  to  these  elections, 
and  it  was  only  fair  that  people  should 
know  who  were  the  electors  more  than  a 
few  days  before  the  election.  It  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  for  all  persons 
engaged  in  the  election,  as  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  some  of  these  parishes 
were  large,  and  extended  over  a  vast  area. 
Further  than  that,  the  electors  were  dif- 
ferent to  the  Parliamentary  olectorsy  as 
they  included  ladies,  so  that  it  would  be  a 
completely  different  register. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  said,  the 
point  had  been  fully  considered  ;  and  as 
the  elections  would  take  place  somewhere 
between  the  lOsh  and  I7th  of  December, 
it  was  felt  that  there  would  be  time  for 
the  lists. to  be  printed  i^nd  distributed. 

Mr.  BBOMLEY  -  DAVENPOBT 
(Cheshire^  Macclesfield)  said,  the  dOth  of 
November  would  not  see  the  end  of  the 
work^  because,  by  a  subsequent  Amend- 
ment, a  new  list  was  to  be  made  ;  still,  he 
thought  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
elections  to  take  place  on  the  10th  or 
17th  of  December.  It  would  be  e<|ually 
possible,  if  the  Begistei'  came  into  force 
on  the  1st'  of  January,  for  the  elec- 
tions to  take  place  on  the  10th 
or  17  th  of  January,  so  that  the 
present  Bill  oeuld  only  accelerate  the 
efteetions  by  one  montb,  and  what  they 
wanted  to  know  was  what  they  were  to 
pay  for  that  ?  He  did  not  know  what 
his  hon.  Friend  pfcxiposed  to  do  with  the 
partioular  Amendment  before  them,  but 
he  wQiald  suggest  that  he  should  with- 
draw it.  VU  found  hunself ;  in  entire 
disagreement  .with  the  hon.  Member,  as 
his  own  view  was  that  the  Be  vising 
Barristera  would  ha^e  the  heavy*  burden 


thrown  opon'tbem^Aad  that  it  .would  ROt 
be  >  thrown*  «pon  the  Town  •  Clerks  and 
Clerks  of  County  iCeuncils.  *  The  prin- 
cipal work  of.  K\$t  c)eric»  ,w^ald  be  to 
pi^Dvide  for  tbe/priutiogwhen  th^.Qevinr 
ing  Barristers  hiMJl  done  thpir  work,  anl^ 
i&e  thpugbt  this  work  ought  to  be  aooom^ 
plished  betwe€^i  the  22iid  of  Sepjkembier 
add  the  30th  of  ^oy^mben    .   ,  ,^.^ 

Mb.  GBDSFXELD  ^Lincoln,)  poini^ 
out  that  in  Municipalities  no  great  diflj^ 
Gulty    was  found   iu.  getting  the  lists' 
printed  and  revised  for  the  elections  that 
took  place  ou  the  1st  of  November. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Lrverpool,  We^t 
Derby)  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  npt 
press  the  Amendment,  becaiise  there 
could  be  no  question  that  the  objection 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  was  a  very  sound  one.  The 
Amendment  was  to  give  to  the  clerks 
the  power  of  deciding  for  themselves 
whether  they  could  complete  their  lists 
within  the  time  or  not,  in  which  case  no 
doubt  some  of  them  would  say  they  could 
not.  He  thought  it  would  be  better  for 
the  Committee  to  run  the  risk  of  there 
being  more  inaccuracies  in  the  list  than 
anyone  could  desire,  a  risk  which  be  did  not 
think  was  .very  great.  As  the  House  of 
Commons  baa  decided  these  elections 
should  take  place  this  year,  this  Bill 
was  the  simplest  Way  of  bringing  them 
about. 

CoMMAKDER   BET  HELL    (York, 

E.B.,  Holderness)  said,  the  difficulty  in 

the  Way,  certainly   in  his  district,  was 

the  printing.     His  hon.  Friend  thought 

there  was  no  difficulty  in  that,  but  the 

Clerk  of  the  East  Riding  County  Council 

assured  him  that  the  real  difRculty  he 

experienced,  and  which  he  doubted  if  hjB 

could   overcome,   was   getting    the  lists 

printed  in  time.     He  did  not  think  the 

right   hon.  Gentleman  appreciated    the 

small  facilities  there  were  for  printing  in 

small  country  towns.  Later  on,  no  doubt, 

the  Parish  Councils  would  have  to  s^ 

up  printing  arrangements  of  their  owd, 

and  then  they   would   be   able  to  cop^ 

with  the  work,  but  in  the  meantime  they 

had  no  facilities.:    The  right  hon.  Gen- 

tlemaa  said  that  if  the  Amendment  were 

accepted  it  would  destroy  the  Bill.  That 

might  be  true,  but  if  they  could  not  be 

possibly,  carried  out  wh^t  were  they  to 

do?-  No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentief- 

maA  had  satisfied  himself  that  it:Cout(^ 

be  done,  but  Jie  bad  very  gravednnbll^ 
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irhether  in  a  good  many  agricultural  dis- 
trictSy  where  the  facilities  were  limited, 
whether  it  could  be  done. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  he  did 
not  desire  to  press  the  AmendmeDt,  bat 
be  must  confess  that  without  it  the  Bill 
would  be  left  in  this  position  ;  that,  whe- 
ther they  could  do  it  or  not,  they  were  to 
do  it  by  the  30th  of  November.  For  his 
part,  he  did  not  quite  see  the  objection  to 
naving  the  elections  at  different  times, 
because  the  12,000  elections  would 
involve  a  good  many  ballot-boxes. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  thought  the 
Amendment  was  most  reasonable,  and 
ought  to  have  been  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment. They  were  told  that  if  this 
Bill  was  not  passed,  they  would  have  to 
bring  in  an  amending  Act,  but  ho  con- 
sidered, and  had  frequently  told  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  bring  in  a  good  many  amending  Acts 
before  they  would  make  the  Parish 
Councils  Act  possible.  The  question 
was  whether  the  work  could  be  done  in 
the  time,  and  he  was  told  by  a  gentleman 
who  knew  a  good  deal  of  the  matter, 
that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  hurry 
forward  a  matter  of  this  sort  in  the  way 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  apparently  (de- 
sired. The  question  of  area,  the  ques- 
tion of  registration,  the  question  of 
getting  voters  put  upon  the  list  according 
to  their  different  parishes  and  localities, 
would  not  be  such  an  easy  matter  ;  they 
could  not  arrange  the  voters  until  they 
had  arranged  the  area,  and  the  areas,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew,  were 
very  difficult  matters,  and  were  taxing  to 
the  utmost  the  abilities  of  the  County 
Councils  in  every  part  of  the  country. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought 
they  would  do  well  to  put  in  the  words 
"  if  possible." 

Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  could  give  them  any  information  as  to 
the  extra  cost  that  would  be  occasioned 
by  the  passing  of  this  Bill  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  can  go  into  that,  as  I 
do  not  think  it  arises  upon  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  was  informed  that  one  of  the  causes  of 
the  difficulty  was  the  number  of  borooghs 
in  which  the  municipal  borough  was  not 

Commander  BelAeli 


oo-terminous    with    the    Farliaiaeiitarj 
borough. 

The  chairman  : .  Order,  order  I 
The  Amendment  is  simply  to  insert  after 
"  shall "  the  words  "  if  possible.'' 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  was  told 
that  was  the  real  difficulty,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  if  the  right  hon.  Gent1eiii«o 
could  give  them  any  information  upon  the 
point? 

•Colonel HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
he  could  assure  hon.  Members  that  their 
fears  were  groundless.  They  had  an 
acceleration  Bill  for  registration  porpoees 
in  1867,  and  that  worked  thoroughly 
well.  The  officials  were  accustomed  to 
the  work,  and  the  printtfs  were  able  to 
produce  the  lists  at  the  proper  time.  Id 
most  cases  the  type  was  kept  stand* 
ing  from  the  Overseers*  Lists.  He 
thought  it  was  very  desirable  these  elec* 
tions  should  take  place  before  Christmas, 
and  an  Act  of  Parliament  having  been 
passed  they  were  bound  to  obey  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*^ 

Mr.  BROMLEY  -  DAVENPORT 
said,  that  before  they  passed  this  clause 
he  wished  to  point  out  liiat  on  Sab- 
section  6  they  came  to  a  very  important 
question.  He  believed  this  sob> 
section  provided  for  the  cost  of  the 
additional  Revising  Barristers  who  wete 
to  be  paid  out  of  moneys  provided  by 
Parliament.  He  should  like  to  know  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fonaed 
any  estimate  of  the  number  of  additional 
barristers  required,  and  in  the  next  pleee 
he  would  like  to  know  by  whom  these 
Revising  Barristers  were  to  be  employed, 
whether  they  were  to  be  employed  by  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  Judges  on 
Circuit?  And,  above  all  things,  were 
the  existing  staff  of  Revising  Barristers 
to  be  allowed  to  have  any  say  in  the 
matter,  were  they  to  be  allowed  to  meke 
any  suggestions  or  to  put  in  any  claani 
for  extra  help  in  conseqoenoe  of  ths 
extra  work  they  would  have  to  do  ? 
Further,  he  should  like  to  know  bew 
much  they  were  to  be  paid,  wb«tber  it 
was  upon  the  existing  scale,  and  wbetber 
they  were  to  be  paid  travelliiig  expensss  ? 
It  had  always  been  a  mj9t/earj  to  bim 
why  tbey  were  not  paid  travelling 
expenses.      The    Judges     weie     paid 
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travelling  expeiftes  when  on  Circuit, 
receiving  as  much  as  £7  7s.  a  day.  Then 
it  appemd  to  him  that  the  sub-seotion 
was  misleading,  as  it  seemed  to  imply 
that  the  whole  additional  cost  would  be 
borne  bj  Imperial  Parliament  and  out  of 
the  funds  of  Parliament,  and  that  no 
additional  cost  would  be  thrown  on  the 
rates  or  any  other  source.  That  was  clearly 
not  the  case,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
what  the  extra  expense  (^  printing  and 
other  incidental  items  would  be  ?  The 
Act  of  1888,  which  was  incorporated  with 
this  Bill,  recognised  there  were  other 
incidental  expenses,  as  it  provided  for 
them,  but  this  Bill  ignored  them  alto- 
gether. One  item  of  additional  expendi- 
ture must  be  the  remuneration  that  would 
have  to  be  given  to  the  Overseers  for  their 
extra  time  and  trouble.  These  Overseers 
in  rural  districts  were  farmers  and 
agriculturists,  and  consequently  their 
time  was  valuable.  They  had  to  go  long 
distances  to  attend  to  Revising  Barristers' 
Courts,  they  had  to  cover  a  large  extent 
of  ground  in  looking  up  the  voters  who 
were  to  be  placed  upon  the  list,  and  as 
this  work  might  possibly  have  to  be  done 
in  harvest  time,  when  a  f armer^s  time  was 
extremely  valuable,  they  would  have  to 
be  remunerated  for  it,  as  they  had  been 
Id  the  past,  by  the  Revising  Barristers, 
who  always  exercised  their  power  of 
awarding  remuneration  to  the  Overseers 
for  the  time  and  labour  they  had  ex- 
pended in  the  work.  He  thought  the 
Committee  had  not  realised  how  largely 
they  were  going  to  increase  the  labours 
of  the  Overseers  by  this  measure.  The 
extensi<ni  of  the  female  franehise  had  been 
in  itself  a  very  large  additional  labour 
and  worry  to  the  Overseers.  He  had  been 
told  by  an  Overseer  that  he  had  had  the 
utmost  difficulty  in  extracting  from  lady- 
voters  their  Christian  names.  They 
seemed  in  some  instances  to  regard  a 
request  for  their  names  as  being  in 
the  nature  of  a  liberty,  and  an  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  Overseer  to  obtain  the 
disclosure  of  something  of  a  domestic 
secret.  The  Revising  Barristers  would 
certainly  have  very  considerably  to  in- 
crease the  remuneration  paid  to  Over- 
seers at  present.  This  Bill  was  rendered 
necessary  by  the  action  of  Parliament, 
and  Parliament  therefore  ought  to  bear 
the  cost  which  the  carrying  out  of  the 
Bill  involved.  Owing  to*  the  length  of 
time  occupied  in  passing  the  Local  Go- 
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vemment  Act  of  last  year^ [Mm*- 

t^rial  ^keers:']  Yes,  owing  to  the  ridi* 
onions  folly  or  the  Grovemment  in  pro- 
ceeding with  it  at  the  end  of  the  Session 
instead  of  the  beginning,  it  was  fbund 
impossible  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  without  the  additional  ex- 
penditure which  this  Bill  wonld  involve. 
That  being  so,  he  respectfully  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Gk>vernment  Board 
(Mr.  8haw-Lef evre)  to  see  that  the  addi-^ 
tional  cost  was  borne  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  and  was  not  thrown  on  the 
local  rates. 

•Mb.  SHAW  -  LEFEVERE  :  This 
sub-section  was  inserted  at  the  expresa 
desire  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
and  was  part  of  the  condition  on  which 
the  agreement  was  made  last  Session.. 
The  number  of  additional  Revising 
Barristers  will,  I  believe,  be  very  small. 
I  do  not  think  the  total  cost  will  be 
more  than  about  £2,000.  They  will  be 
paid  £5  a  day  without  travelling  expenses, 
and  the  appointments  will  be  made  by 
the  Judges.  As  to  the  question  whe- 
ther this  clause  should  be  extended  to 
other  expenses  of  the  Retivning  Officers, 
such  as  printing,  I  may  point  out  that 
that  additional  cost  is  not  caused  by  the 
acceleration  of  the  registration.  There 
may  be  additional  cost  for  bringing  into 
effect  the  general  Act,  but  even  if  this  Bill 
were  dropped  those  costs  would  still  have 
to  be  paid.  By  this  Bill  I  am  giving 
the  Returning  Officers  exactly  the  same 
time  as  they  now  have  for  printing. 
There  may  be  some  additional  cost  for 
printing  under  the  general  Act,  but  there 
is  none  under  this. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) 
pointed  out  that  it  would  be  contrary  to 
general  practice  to  throw  these  expenses 
upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  although 
as  this  was  an  acceleration  Bill  he 
thought  there  was  some  reason  for  doing 
so.  He  must  point  out,  however,  that  the 
measure  had  been  introduced  by  a  Go- 
vernment which  was  always  talking 
about  their  great  virtue  in  not  allowing 
Parliamentary  taxes  to  supplement  local 
taxation.  That  was  one  of  the  cardinal 
principles  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Sir  W.  Harcourt),  although  he 
was  perhaps  one  of  the  greatest  offenders 
in  existence  with  regard  to  it.  No 
doubt  this  sub-section  was  inserted  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  but  it  would  not 
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within  reM4mbl0^  tm^  He  looked  wHh 
groat  iuspipipOhOD  this  largeadditioDAl. 
expeiKlitave,#Dd  ho  thought  thiit^  iq^toad 
of. £2,000  beiBg  ooe4od,  atloMt  je20,00a 
would  ho  roquirod*  £2,000  would  only 
coyer  400«daj9'  work,  and  it  9eom«  abfturd 
to,9uppofio%hatihi8  would  be  enough  for 
dealing  with  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

4 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  2. 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That 'the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill/' 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  moved, 
in  page  2,  line  40,  after  "  purpose,"  to 
ins,ert— 

*'ProYidetl.  tbftt  when  tfaf  Tmxa»  q£  a  peison 
is  upon  the  existing  li^t  of  ownerabip  voters  for 
a  parish  which  is  divided  or  altered  "by,  or  in 
pnrsaance  of,  the  Loeal  Gover^ititot  Act, 
1894,  thealerk  of  the  Oonnty  Ot^onoil*  ^hall 
enter  the  niune  of  such  person  on  the  list  of 
ownership  voters  in  each  parish,  or  portion  of 
a  parish  so  divided,  in  which  the  qualification 
is  situated.^* 

He  said  this  Amendment  was  moved  in 
the  Committee  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tewkesbury  Division  of  Gloucester- 
shire (Sir  J.  Dorington).  Unless  some 
such  Amendment  were  adopted  an  owner 
whose  property  extended  over  several 
parishes  would  be  placed  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  County  Council,  .per- 
haps residing  a  ^reat  many  miles  away 
and  knowing  nothing  of  him.  It  was  the 
policy  of  the  Local  Government  Act  that 
a  man  should  be  entitled  to  vote  in  every 
parish  in  which  be  had  property.  He 
thought  everybody  was  agreed  that  the 
first  Pnrisb  Council  would  have  a  great 
influence,  for  good  or  evil,  on  its  suc- 
cessors^ but  many  an  owner  Of  property 
might,  under  the  law  as  it  stood,  be  shut 
off  from  voting  for  the  First  Council  by 
the  negligence  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
County  Council.  The  Bill  provided  that 
owners  might  send  in  their  claims  up  to 
the  30th  of  August.  The  County  Coun- 
cils had  not  in  any  way  completed  their 
work  of  dividing  parishes  yet,  and  a' man 
might  therefore  have  to  claim  to  vote  in 
a  parish  which  did  not  exist  on  the 
30tn  of  August  and  might  never  exist. 

Amendnent  propoaed,  in  page  2,  Uue 
40^  after  the  word  ^^  purpose/*  to  iqseo't 
tfao' word^* 

Mr.  Bariley 


, ",  Pijovlded, .  that  rWhen,  the.^m*^  of ^  fmpB 
is  upon  the  existing  iift  of  ownerahip  rotes  B>t 
A  tArish  'whi^ild  dmded  otSkeM^^ay^^ 
ptttsttanoe  of,  tto  Loeal  <BWen{lheiie'Jiaii»  1994; 
thfi.<]lirk  0t  ^hmGonntti  OounottiteUeMler  «b» 
namf  of.^ach.  pfBysfp. , ofi  f^  liat, ,oC ..oyiieriii^ 
vo^rs  in  each  parish,  oi;  portion  of  ,a  narlal^  jm» 
ditided,  in  which  the  t^aliflcatiort  ill  ^Kuate't.*' 
(Mr.ff^irULdwsdn;,^'  '      n     ^m  .  ;       .if 

.  Question  proposed^  '^  That  those  worda 
be;  therei  iuferte^.^  , - 

♦Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  :  As  the 
hon.  Member  says,  this  Amendment  wmi^ 
moved  by  the  hon.  M^ber  for  Tewkes- 
bury in  tne  Committee.  It  was  very  care^ 
folly  considered  by  the  Committee,  ana 
rejected  on  the  ground  that  it  woul^ 
introduce  a  new  principle — namely,  thai 
of  permission  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
County  Council  to  introduce  the  nanae 
of  the  owner  on  to  the  list  without  the 

g)88ibility  of  an  appeal  to  the.  Revising 
arrister;  The  v<>ii>^i^^^^  considered 
^at  tliat  would  be  a  dangerous  precedent, 
and  they  refused  to  accept,  the  Amend- 
ment, although  it  was  admitted  that  there 
was  some  reason  for  it. 

♦Si«  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gioucesterahire, 
Forest  of  Dean)  agreed  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  it  would  be  undeeirable 
to  introduce  the  new  principle  in  the  way 
proposed,  but  said  it  waa  a  fact  that  very 
great  difficulty  would  occur  on  the  sah- 
ject,  and  it  was  doubtful  whether  aa 
amending  act  would  not  be  necessary  to 
meet  the  case.  , 

Mb.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  Weat 
Derby)  said,  he  was  aft^id  the  difficulty 
was  one  whioh  eoald  not  be  got  orer« 
The  AmenddMnt  was  open  to  tka  objee- 
tion  stated  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  that  It  would  plaoa 
in  the  hands  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Cotmtj 
Counoii  the  power  to  do  that  whidi 
nobody  else  oonld  do  except  under  cer» 
tain  statutory  oondittona.  The  Aet  ol 
1894  had  added  to  the  list  a  new  daas  of 
voters,  who  were  not  to  be  found  on  the 
Regieter  beloro    ■— ■ 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Only  the 
married  women. 

Mb.  W.  LOKG:  The  right  hoiu 
Gentleman  entirely  ignores  the  owners 
who  will  vote  in  respect  of  qualifications 
for  which  their  names  do  not  aj[^>ear  ou 
any  existing  list  at  all. 

Mr.  IL  U*  FOWLEB  :  They  appMr 
on  the  Parliamentary  list. 
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numerods  people  who  are  charged  with 
the  trork  of  regtstratidn  that  ia  many 
cases  these  ownere  do  not  appear  oa  tlia 
Farliamentarj  Begister,  and  that  their 
names  will  now  havte  to  be  i^ertained. 

Ms.  H^  H.  FOWLEB ;  J^o  person 
except  a  married  woman  can  be  a  paro* 
chial  elector  whose  name  is  not  on  the 
Farliamentarj  or  the  Parochial  Register. 

Mb.    W,   long    went   on     to    say 
be    was     informed     tl^at     there     were, 
numerous    cases    in    wbJQh    the    names 
of    men    who    became     electors    under 
this  Bill  would  not  Jbe  on  the  Registei*  in 
respect  of  the    qualifications  on  which 
thej  wonld  have  to  vote  in  future.     He 
thought  one  case  was  that  of  an  owner 
of  property  in  an  electoral  division,  either 
Parliamentary  or  County  Council,  which 
extended    into    several    parishes.      His 
name  woald  not  necessarily  appear  on 
the  list  in  respect  of  each  of  his  proper- 
ties, and  it  would  have  to  be  so  entered 
on  the  list.     If  he  was  rightly  informed 
many  owners  had  not  hitherto  claimed 
sufficiently  often  to  give  them  the  votes 
they  were  entitled  to  under  the  Act  of 
1894.    He,  himself,  as  an  owner,  claimed 
in  resp^t  of  property   in   a  particular 
polling  district,  but  he  had  never  claimed 
in  respect  of  each  parish.     It  was,  how- 
ever, no  good  now  to  argne  that  question 
and  he  believed  he  was  strictly  out  of 
Order  in  discnssing  it. 
♦The     CHAIRMAN:    I    think    the 
Amendment,  now  that  I  have  considered 
it,  is  not  relevant  to  the  Bill.     It  seems 
to  me  that  it  is   giving  power  to   the 
Clerk   of   the  County    Council    to  pnt 
people  OQ  the  Register  of  his  own  motion. 
It  is  not  within  ^e  scope  of  the  Bill;     I 
most  mle  it  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  W.  long  :  That  being  so,  I  am 
saved  from  bringing  the  guillotine  down 
upon  my  own  neck. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  moved  the  omission 
of  Sub-section  (2)  in  order  to  obtain  an 
explanation  of  what  it  really  meant.  It 
seemed  to  him  to  be  most  extraordinary, 
both  in  English  and  in  meaning. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Sub-seetion  (2). — {Mr,  Bariley.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  Sub-section 
(2)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

*Sui  C.    W.    DILKE  said,   the  sub- 
seetion  'had  been  inserted  to  meet  a  diffi- 


'  cttUy/tbat  bad  arUea  in.<r0nMqY0iioe.(^:the 
oterfcsof  certain  cauntiea<aatiog  on  aioircyirr 
I  lar  iorwasded  to  them  by  the  AssooiatioQ. 
of  Clerks  •of  Geuui(^  Connelly , ,  Xh#j^ 
ciifealar  was  bai^  upoi>«  a  mistaken  view? 
<  of  the  law.  The  Clerk  of  the  I/ancashiref^ 
County  Coanetl  hftd  ilsu^d  difectigsnp  to 
'his  Overseers  which  were  outsicje.  tb^ 
existing  law^  and  had  asked  the  Com- 
mittee to  put  in  the  sub-section  in  order 
to  legalise  what  he  had  donoy-and^to 
authorise  the  carrying  on  of  a  practice 
which  was  very  convenient.  *  It  might, 
perhaps,  be  considered  before  Report  Whe- 
ther the  words  used  in'the  silb-eection^ 
were  the  best.  • 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,^ 
the  sub-section  would  be  better  if  thq 
concluding  words  were  omitted. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York, 
E.R.,  Holderness)  remarked^  that  the, 
words  of  the  sub-section  were  rather 
wide?  It  was  rather  a  strong  thing  to 
call  upon  the  Overseers  to  obey  the  Clerk 
of  the  Council  in  all  matters  relating  to 
registration. 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he. 
would  consider  the  matter. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  it  was  some- 
what strange  that  the  Minister  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  should  have  to  hand  over  the 
explanation  of  the  clause  to  a  gentleman 
who  was  not  in  the  Government.  The 
shipshod  way  in  which  Bills  and  Amend- 
ments were  now  frequently  drawn  was* 
startling.  He  thought  the  proper  course 
would  be  to  omit  the  sub-seetion  and  put 
in  a  new  oneson  Report.  He  was  rather 
suspicious  of  provisions  that  were  put 
into  a  Bill  in  order  to  legalise  something 
that  ought  not  to  have  been  done. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LBIGHTON 
(Sluropehiref  Oiwe^ti^)  said,  thp  Com* 
mittee  had  a  right  to  expect  that  some 
explanation  should  be  given  respecting 
the  sub-section  by  the  Minister  in  charge 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  long  appealed  to  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bartley)  not  to  persist  in  his 
proposal  to  omit  the  sub-section,  which 
was  really  necessary  for  legalising  work 
that  had  been  done  in  certain  cases  with  the 
object  of  making  the  Register  complete. 
It  might  not  be  strictly  proper  that  such 
an  arrangement  should  have  been  made  ; 
but  the  difficulties  that  had  to  be  over- 
come were  very  great,  and  the  sub-aeotion 
had  been  accepted  by  the  Committee  as 
a  whole. 
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Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  was  anxious 
that  the  GoTeninient  should  get  the  Bill 
at  that  sitting,  and  if  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  go  into 
the  question  on  Report  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  indicated 
assent. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause 
Btond  part  of  the  Bill.'* 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  he  had 
put  down  several  Amendments  to  this 
clause,  but  did  not  intend  to  move  them. 
He  felt  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  involve  considerable  expense  to 
the  country,  but  the  responsibility  of 
having  incurred  that  expense  was  on  the 
heads  of  the  Government,  and  the  Oppo- 
sition would  make  what  capital  they 
could  out  of  it  in  the  country.  Clause  3 
would  place  owners  in  a  very  awkward 
position,  as  it  would  make  them  claim  in 
respect  of  a  parish  which  did  not 
exist. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

CONTAGIOUS       DISEASES       (ANIMALS) 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  297.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.Gardner, 

Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  which,  he  ex- 
plained, was  a  short  measure  to  simplify 
various  matters  which  were  now  rather 
difficult,  and  to  remedy  some  anomalies 
existing  under  various  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment referriug  to  this  matter.  The  Bill 
proposed  to  give  more  elasticity  in  the 
way  in  which  these  Acts  were  adminis- 
tered by  the  officers  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  and  he  honed  the  House 
would  permit  it  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  propoeed, 
*^That  tlie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (JIfr.  H.  Gardner.) 


Mr.     BROMLET  *  DAVENPO&T 

said,  thifl  was  the  first  time  the  Bill  bad 
been  before  the  HooBe,  and  he  considered 
Members  should  be  afforded  ao  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  the  Bill  before  they 
consented  to  passing  this  stage. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  It  has  been  cir- 
culated for  some  time,  with  a  very  long 
Memorandum  explaining  the  matter. 

Mr.      BROMLEY-DAVENPORT : 

Yes,  but  there  are  so  many  Bills  which 
the  Government  have  no  intention  of  pro- 
ceeding with 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  Onler ! 

Objection  being  taken. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  (VACATING  OP 

SEATS). 

MOTION    FOR  A   SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  and  report  on  the  circumstances  aUend* 
ing  the  inne  of  the  Writ  for  the  Atterditfe 
Dividon  of  SbofBeld,  on  the  26th  day  of  Jone, 
1S94 ;  and  also  to  inquire  into  the  Law  and 
Practice  of  Parliament  in  reference  to  the 
Vacating  of  Seate  in  the  House  ot  Commona, 
and  whether  any  and  what  changes  it  is 
desirable  should  he  made  therein.'*-^Jvr.  Strr*^ 
tary  Asquith,^ 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth)  considered  the  right  hoiu 
Grentleman  ought  to  give  some  explana- 
tion of  the  necessity  for  the  appointment 
of  this  Conunittee.  He  thought  everybody 
knew  of  the  circumstances  attending  the 
issue  of  the  writ  for  the  Attercliffe  Division 
of  Sheffield,  and  they  did  not  require  to 
know  much  more  about  it.  What 
this  inquiry  to  be  ?  Was  it  to  be 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  this  House  in 
issuing  the  Writ  ?  Surely  this  House  w«« 
not  going  to  allow  itself  to  have  its  con* 
duct  inquired  into  by  a  Select  Com* 
mittee  I  Were  they  going  to  inquire 
into  the  position  of  ^'  Mr,  Coleridge  ? 
He  did  not  know  whether  he  was  Ibfx. 
or  Lord  Coleridge,  and  he  would  call  him 
Citizen  Coleridge*  Were  they  going  to 
have  him  before  the  Committee,  and 
examine,  {^ross-examine,  or  inspect  him 
to  find  out  whether  he  was  a  Peer  ?  It 
would  be  rather  an  extraordinary  Com* 
mittee,  and  he  shoald  like  to  hear  a  Httle 
more  about  it  before  they  agreed  to  its 
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appoinlment.  He  should  think,  at  anj 
rate,  that  thej  might  leare  out  that  part 
of  the  Motion  which  referred  to  the 
Attercliffe  Division,  so  that  the  Motion 
should  read  that  the  Committee  should 
be  appointed 

**to  iaqaire  iato  the  }aw  and  practice  of 
Parliament  in  reference  to  the  vacating  of 
seats  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  whether 
any  and  what  chaogw  it  is  dedrabte  should 
be  made  therein." 

That  was  quite  sufficient  without 
all  thb  stuff  about  Attercliffe.  If  he 
were  allowed  to  move  the  omission  of 
the   words   referring   to  the   Attercliffe 


Division  he  would  do  so,  so 
Motion    should    read    as    he 
indicated. 


that   the 
had  just 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  words  '^  report  on,'*  in  line  1,  to 
the  word  "  into,"  in  line  3,  inclusive.** — 
(^Sir  W.  Lawson,) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  ASQUITH  observed  that  this  was 
a  Motion  which  was  aot  made  bj  any  desire 
of  the  Government,  but  in  order  to  carry 
out  an  undertaking  given  bj  them  and 
assented  to  in  all  quarters  of  the  House 
to  inquire,  first  of  all,  whether  the  Writ 
issued  for  an  election  in  the  Attercliffe 
Division  was  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  practice  of  Parliament,  and, 
next,  into  the  general  question  how  far 
the  existing  law  of  vacating  seats  ought 
or  ought  not  to  be  amended.  He  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Baronet  ought  to  object 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Motion,  because 
the  Attercliffe  case  was  a  concrete  case 
which  brought  to  the  front  a  great  con- 
stitutional question  on  which  the  Com« 
mittee  could  act,  and  inquire  into  the 
general  question.  The  terms  of  the  Motion 
did  not  reflect  upon  the  competence  of  the 
House,  but  merely  by  reference  to  a  par- 
ticolar  case  proposed  to  raise  a  question 
of  grave  importance  with  reference  to  the 
position  of  Peers,  or  persons  succeeding 
to  Peerages  vacating  seats  in  this  House. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  that  the  circumstances  in 
this  case  were  precisely  similar  to  the 
circumstances  which  rendered  the  seat  for 
North  Berwickshire  vacant  on  the  aooes- 
sion  of  Lord  Tweedmouth  to  the  Peerage. 
r**  No,  no  I "]  It  seemed  to  him  that  so 
iar  as  the  great  constitutional  question  to 
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which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded  was  concerned  it  amounted  really 
to  this — •*  When  are  you  a  Peer  and  when 
not  a  Peer?"  He  did  not  think  it 
mattered  in  the  least  to  decide  that  ques- 
tion, and  the  undertaking  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  somewhat  precipitately 
given  was  apparently  an  undertaking  to 
satisfy  the  curious  cravings  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  who  had 
not  taken  the  trouble  to  be  in  his  place 
that  night  to  defend  the  Motion  which 
was  the  resnlt  of  his  own  ingenuity. 
There  were  much  more  important  matters 
requiring  discussion,  and  it  was  simply  a 
waste  of  time  to  appoint  such  Com- 
mittee. The  great  constitutional  ques- 
tion was  one  of  small  consequence,  and 
there  must  have  been  cases  of  a  similar 
kind  on  many  former  occasions. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  in  reference  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne 
had  stated,  he  ventured  to  point  out  that 
in  the  case  of  Lord  Tweedmouth  the 
Writ  was  issued  on  the  allegation  that  he 
had  received  a  summons  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  whereas  in  the  case  of  the  Atter- 
cliffe Division  the  Writ  was  issued  on 
the  allegation  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
accepted  the  Chiltern  Hundreds. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  Is  that  true  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  do  not  know.; 
that  is  one  of  the  points  into  which  the 
Committee  will  inquire.  The  matter  may 
fairly  be  submitted  to  the  Committee, 
and  I  do  not  really  think  my  hon.  Friend 
ought  to  object. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  said,  that  he  would 
not  press  his  Amendment,  and  thus  put 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division^ 
but  at  the  same  time  he  regarded  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee  as  a  very 
useless  matter. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  and  report  on  the  ciroum- 
stances  attending  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the 
Attercliffe  Diyision  of  Sheffield,  on  the  26th  day 
of  June,  1894,  and  also  to  inquire  iato  the  Law 
and  Piactioe  of  Parliament  in  reference  to  the 
Vacating  of  Seats  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  whether  it  is  desirable  that  any,  and,  if  so, 
what,  changes  should  be  made  therein. 

The  Oopamittee  waa  aooordingly  nominated 
of,— Mir.  Secretary  Asquith,  Mr.  Attorney 
Oeiieral,  Mr.  Balfour,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain,   Mr.    Curzon,    Sir    Charles    XUlke,    Mr. 
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Indimmtjf, 
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iMftarice  Healy,  Mr. . Hunter,  fiir  Henrj!  James ' 
Mr.  Gnuit  Lawipn,  Sir  George  Osbocne  Mongui, 
,6ir  John  Mowbray,  Sir  Joseph  Peafle,  and  Vis- 

count  Wolmer. 

i 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  havje  power  to 
send  for  perions,  and  papers,  and  reconls. 

Oideied,  That  ?|vc  Iw  the  quorum*    . 


filiECTBIC      LIOHTINO      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  XNo.  ST)  BILL  [Urdf\.     " 
(No.  284.) 

Read  the  third  timey  and  pa88edv  with- 
out ameodment« 

ELECTRIC      LrOHTINQ      PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (Na  4)  BILL  [ZordM}, 

(No.  285.) 

ttead  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with- 
out ameDdmeot. 

ELECTRIC  WGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  5)  I^ILL  [Z<>ri2«].      , 
(Na  0890 

'  Reftd  the  third  time,  and  paused,  with- 
•eut  timendment.  * 

GAS    ORDERS    CONFIRMATION   (No.    1) 

'  BJLL  [ii^rrff].— (Nq.  288.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with- 
*  out  amendment.  *  ' 

GAS    ORDERS    QONFIRMATION    (Noi.   2)' 
BILL.[Zord#].— (Na  286.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed^  with- 
out amendment. 

'  •   /    i 

WATER   ORDERS   COKFIRMAtlON  BILL 
[Zorrf#],..^a  283.) 
As  ameod^^  oonsider^d  ;  to  bci  read 
the  third  time  upon  Mondajr  oast. 

INJURED   ANIMALS  BILL  [ehanffed  J^wn' 
POLICE  (SLAtTGHtBR  Oil"  rifJtlRED 

ANIMALS)  BILL].^(Ka  208.) 
Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 

forthwith;    consideced,  and  agfeed  t^, 

with  an  Amendment. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THS  LOBDSw    . 
That  thej  hi^t^e  agre^  Uk^^  >     • 

Ptblfie  I^ibraries  (Scotland)  B!ll^     '     I 

Burgh  Police  (Scotlaad)  Aot  (1892)^ 
Amendment  Bill,  1 


Merchandise  Marks  (Proeeootttaa) 
Bill,  without  Amendmevt. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Biui  iotital^ 
^*  An  Act  to  eoniinn  certain  FrbyisioDal 
Orders  made  bj  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  *The  Tramways  Act,  ISWl,*  re- 
lating to  Croydon  Corik>ration  Tramwajs, 
Croydon  Tramways  (Extensions),  aind 
South  Staffordshire  Tramways**'  [Tnta- 
ways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill 
ILotdt'].'] 


TRAMWAYS     ORDERS     CONFIBMATIOK 
(No.  2)  BILL  [Zo**<i#]. 
Read  tbe  first  time  ;  and  referred    to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  PriTafe 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  307.] 

StJPPLY— REPORT. 
Besolutions  [6th  July]  reported. 

ARMY  K8TIMA.TES,  1894-95. 
.  h  "  That  tk  sum,  not  eaoeeding  £789,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chaise 
for  Clothing  BstahliBhrnentB  and  Senrioes  which 
will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  jear 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1896.** 

2.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,807,000.  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Snpply  and  Repair  of  Warlike  and  other 
Stores,  which  will  come  in  ooarw  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st  day  of 
March,  1695." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 


PBTROLSUM* 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  the  Select  CSoa* 
mitteeoQ  BxpldHive  Sahstanoes  in  SeMiea  1874, 
together  with  the  Miuates  of  BTideoce,  he  re- 
fenred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Petroleani.— 
(Mr.  MundetU,-) 


ZANZIBAR   INi>EXNITT. 

Considered  in  Committee, 

(tn  the  Oommlttes^) 

ReK)lTe4i  Thai  it  ia  eapedient  to  aothodae 
the  Treasury  to  indemnify  the  Bank  ol  Ki^and 
with  raqiect  to  the  Transfer  ol  OooaoUdated 
Baiik,4nn«ities  standing  in  the  name  o(  the  late 
j^altip  of  Z^nrihar,  v^ ,  to  fts^fb^aht  •  the*  |iay- 
D^ent,  oat  of  the  (^onsoUdiU«d  Food  of 
th^  United  I^^lngdom,  of  any  money  psjaUe  Id 
pnrsaanoe  of  sach  lndenim'(y> 

-    Betolaiion<  te.  ha  .reported    npon   Mondaj 
naKt.  <  '      . 

I  1  *      ' 

House  adioarned  at  a  qnarler  after  Twelfv 

o'dock  tm  Monday 
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HOUSE      OFLORDS, 
Monday,  9th  July  1894. 


LICENCES  IN  LEWIS. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Lord  Chancellor  whether  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  following 
extract  from  the  newspaper  To-Day 
(26th  Maj,  1894)  :— 

"  My  remarks  upon  the  disgraceful  attempts 
of  the  Stornoway  Magisterial  Bench  have 
brought  me  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  now 
stopping  in  Lewis,  which  I  print,  a  little 
shortened : 

"  '  There  are  three  hotels  on  the  island,  and 
every  year  for  the  last  four  years  the  renewals 
of  the  licences  have  been  refused  by  the  local 
Justices.  No  reason  is  given  for  the  refusals. 
These  fanatics  have  openly  stated  that  they  will 
vote  against  every  and  any  licence  being 
granted  to  anyone  on  the  island.  Now  look  at 
the  results  of  this  action.  In  the  first  place, 
the  three  hotel-keepers  are  compelled  to  travel 
to  Dingwall  and  back  again,  a  distance  of  280 
miles.  It  takes  a  day  to  get  there,  one  day  to 
get  back  again,  and  one  day  for  the  hearing  of 
the  appeal  in  court — in  all,  three  days.  Bach 
hotel-keeper  has  to  take  his  agent  with  him, 
and  engage  counsel  from  Edinburgh  to  plead 
for  him.  The  expenses  of  the  three  people 
concerned  amounted  in  all  to  £180,  exclusive 
of  the  loss  of  being  away  from  business  for 
three  days.* 

"My  correspondent  also  points  out  the 
terrible  inconvenience  experienced  by  there 
being  only  three  public-houses  to  a  population 
of  38,000.  He  tells  me  that  from  7  to  10  on 
a  Saturday  night,  when  the  fishermen  are  land- 
ing, all  the  three  houses  are  literally  stormed, 
hundreds  being  unable  to  get  near  them. 
Lewis  affords  a  very  useful  object-lesson." 

Whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  will  cause 
inqairj  to  be  made  to  ascertain  if  the 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the  extract ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  inquire  of  the  Justices 
their  reason  for  refusinf;^  to  renew  the 
licences  referred  to  ;  and  if  he  will  take 
steps  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  evil 
complained  of?  He  said,  that  he  had 
been  asked  to  bring  this  question  before 
the  Grovernment  and  the  House  on 
account  of  the  want  of  opportunities  and 
other  difficulties  which  had  prevented  its 
being  raised  in  another  place,  and  those 
who  complained  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Lewis  Magistrates  preferred  having  re- 
course to  an  unbiased  person,  like  him- 
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self,  rather  than  to  a  supporter  of  the 
brewers*  interest.  The  advance  of  tem- 
perance was,  no  doubt,  highlj  to  be 
desired  ;  but  liberty  and  freedom  were  of 
more  importance,  and  if  the  state  of 
things  at  Lewis  were  trulj  described  in 
the  extract  on  the  Notice  Paper,  it  would 
seem  that  much  tyranny  was  exercised 
against  men,  whose  habits  and  race,  and 
whose  calling  as  fishermen  in  the  stormy 
seas  that  surround  the  Hebrides,  made  these 
restrictions  more  gulling  than  they  would 
be  in  the  case  of  toilers  on  land  less  exposed 
to  the  vicissitudes  of  the  weather.  This 
case  of  Lewis  exemplified  one  of  the  bad 
principles  of  the  Local  Veto  Bill  ;  not 
that  which  would  sanction  confiscation 
and  the  suppression  of  public-houses 
without  adequate  compensation,  but  the 
other  bad  principle  of  a  total  disregard 
for  the  wishes  of  a  minority,  by  the  im- 
position of  restrictions  in  regard  to  wants 
allowed  and  not  prohibited  by  their 
relicrioD.  There  is  an  error  in  the  state- 
ment  quoted  in  the  Notice  Paper  ;  the 
population  in  1891  was,  according  to  the 
Official  Census,  27,045.  The  38,000  was 
probably  arrived  at  by  taking  the  ad- 
joining Island  with  Lewis.  This  figure, 
according  to  the  Bishop  of  London^s 
scale  of  one  public-house  to  600  of  popu- 
lation, should  give  45  public-houses  in- 
stead of  three.  As  he  took  personally 
the  same  views  in  these  matters,  generally 
speaking,  as  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  and 
the  United  Kingdom  Alliance,  he  desired 
to  explain  why  in  this  case  he  had  parted 
company  with  them.  It  had  resulted  from 
the  conviction  after  assiduous  reading  of 
the  Alliance  newspaper,  that  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson  was  not  a  genuine  water-drinker 
— that,  in  fact,  he  was  not  so  fervent  an 
admirer  of  Pindar  as  his  opponents  were 
of  Anacreon — that,  in  other  words,  he 
subordinated  his  temperance  views  to  his 
Radical  politics.  The  conduct  of  the 
Alliance  in  thwarting  Mr.  Goschen^s 
Bill  was  a  great  blow  to  the  interests 
of  temperance.  At  every  annual 
meeting  of  the  Alliance  they  ap- 
pointed their  chairman  from  among 
the  extreme  Radicals,  and  sometimes  dis- 
credited Radical  politicians.  The  late 
Lord  Beanchamp  had  in  that  House  led 
a  minority  of  lY  upon  the  question  of 
the  restriction  of  bars  in  railway  stations, 
and  the  Alliance  had  no  reason,  therefore, 
for  treating  the  temperance  question  as  if 
it  was    an    exclusive  possession  of  the 
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either  no  public-honses  in  Lewis,  or  else 
a  safficient  number  without  a  fight  at 
the  doors.  He  would  be  glad  of  any 
information  the  noble  andlearued  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  could  give  npon  the 
subject. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  my  attention 
had  not  been  called  to  the  statement  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  Lord  until  I  saw  it 
in  his  Notice  on  the  Paper.     I  am  not 
aware  whether  the  newspaper  To-Day  is 
English  or  Scotch— it  has  not  before  been 
brought     to     my    notice.      The    noble 
Lord    asks    whether   I    will    cause    in- 
quiries to  be  made  as  to  the  statements 
contained  in  the  newspaper  extract  he 
has  read,  the  object  of  the  inquiry,  as  he 
points  out,  being,  that  I  am  to  interfere  in 
the  matter  to    prevent    the    recurrence 
of  the  evil  complained  of.     The  law  has 
committed  to  certain  Justices  the  duty  of 
determining    what    licences    are   to    be 
granted  and  what  licences  are  to  be  re- 
fused.    Upon  another    tribunal  is   con- 
ferred the   duty    of   hearing  appeals  if 
licences  are  considered  to  be  improperly 
granted  or  withheld ;  and  those  duties  seem 
to  have  been  discharged  by  the  respec- 
tive Justices  on  the  present  occasion.  The 
original  Licensing  Justices  thought  the 
licences  ought  not  to  be  granted  ;  the 
Justices  to  whom  appeal  was  made  re- 
versed  that  decision,    and  granted    the 
licences.     If  I,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  were 
to  interfere  in  this  case,  I  do  not  see  what 
ground  I  should  have  for  refusing  to  in- 
terfere  in  every  case  where  it  was  alleged 
that  licences  had  been  improperly  either 
refused  or  granted  ;  because  if  the  Lord 
Chancellor  were  to  interfere  in  one  class 
of  case  it  is  obvious  he  should  interfere 
in  the  other.     That  is  to  say,  it  is  sug- 
gested that  he  should  always  interfere  if 
the  appellant  takes  a  different  view  from 
the  Justices.     Now,  it  is  obvious  that 
would  be  undertaking  a   duty  quite  be- 
yond  the    scope     of    those    who     hold 
my  office  ;  and  indeed  it  would  clearly  be 
impracticable  for  me  to  attempt  to  review 
the  decisions  of  the  Licensing  Justices.  If 
I  did  I  should  in  ail  probability  make  a 
great  mess  of  it,  and  the  matter  would  be 
worse  conducted  than  it  is  by  the  Justices 
who  have  that  duty  to  perform. 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 


INCOMK  TAX  ON  LIGHTHOUSES. 
QUESTION.      0B8ERVATIOXK 

Lord  STANLEY  of   ALDERLEY 
asked   Her  Majesty^s   Government  how 
many  lighthouses  in  England  and  Wales 
pay  Income  Tax  ;  and  why  ;  and  how  In- 
come Tax  Commissioners  are  appointed  ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  amend  the  method  of  their  appoint- 
ment ?      He  said,    this   question  might 
appear  to  be  either  a  coDundmm  or  a  bad 
joke.     It  was  nothing  of  the  kind,  bat 
was  a  serious  question.     He  had  broa|;ht 
the  matter  before  their  Lordships  because 
now  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  making  a  concession  of  12  per  cent, 
from  Income  Tax  on  landed  property  for 
repairs  and  such  like  outgoings,  and  while 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman's   supporters 
were  saying  that  was  too  much,  those 
best  acquainted  with  the  subject  contend- 
ing, on  the  other  hand,  that  it   was  far 
from  sufficient,  it  was  well  their  Lord- 
ships  should  know  how  great  was  the 
stress   of  Income   Tax   upon    propertv. 
Everything  in  the  shape  of  propierty  was 
subject   to   it — even   lighthouses.      The 
way  he  discovered  that  fact  was  rather 
curious.     He  had  built  a  covered  market 
at  a  cost  of  £600,  to  afford  shelter  to 
poor  women  who  had  to  sell  their  e%f^ 
fish,  and  so  on,  in  an  uncovered  market. 
After   it   was   built    he    found    it    was 
assessed  for  rating  purposes  at  £16  per 
annum,  which,  on  his  remonstrances,  was 
reduced  to  £8.     It  was  also  assessed  for 
Income  Tax  at  £8,  though,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  market  was  not  at  all  a  pro- 
fitable affair  (indeed,  it  was  not  intended 
to  be  so),  as  it   only  produced   on    an 
average  £3  17e.  8d.  a  year.     On  com- 
plaining to  the  Income  Tax    Commis- 
sioners he  was  told  it   did  not  signify 
what  it  brought  i n,  because  a  certain  lisrht- 
house  near  there  had  to  pay.     He  failed 
to   understand   on  what  principle  light- 
houses were  charged,  unless  belonging  to  a 
Dock  Company,  and  even  in  that  case  the 
Dock     Company    would     probably     be 
paying     twice    over,    first     upon    tbeir 
total      profits,      and      then      by     sepa- 
rate   assessment     on     the    lighthouses. 
Their  Lordships  might  not  be  aware  that 
even  on  sheets  of  water  Income  Tax  had 
to  be  paid.     Every  kind  of  property  paid 
Income  Tax,  quite  regardless  of  whether 
it   was    productive    or    not.     His    next 
question    was,   how    the    Income   Tax 
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Commissioners  were  appointed  ?  Many 
people  thought  the  object  was  in  order 
to  put  the  screw  on  more  severely. 
Upon  inquiry  recently  from  an  autJio- 
rity  of  Somerset  House  he  was  told 
their  object  was  to  avoid  fric- 
tion between  the  Crown  and  the 
taxpayers.  Last  year  he  received  a 
letter  from  a  farmer  and  two  traders  at 
Holyhead  complaining  that  the  Income 
Tax  Commissioners  sitting  for  that  dis- 
trict did  not  understand  their  business 
and  would  grant  them  no  relief,  and  ask- 
ing him  to  get  a  business  man  appointed. 
Accordingly  he  wrote  to  the  Inland 
Revenue  Office,  and  was  informed  that 
they  had  no  authority  to  appoint  Com- 
missioners, but  that  they  were  appointed 
by  the  Land  Tax  Commissioners,  who 
were  appointed  by  Parliament.  Such  an 
instance  of  circumlocution  had  rarely 
been  beard  of.  He  then  tried  to  ascer- 
tain who  were  the  Land  Tax  Commis- 
sioners, and  after  a  search  in  all  the  usual 
channels  of  information,  Whitaker^s 
Almanacky  and  similar  sources  of  infor- 
mation, he  at  last  arrived  at  the  Com- 
missioners for  Land  Tax  redeemed,  who 
referred  him  to  a  publican  at  Valley, 
the  Clerk  of  the  Commissioners.  A't  last 
ft  meeting  took  place,  but  the  gentle- 
man who  was  proposed  was  objected 
to  on  private  grounds  apparently, 
but  the  excuse  was  that  he  was  too 
much  mixed  up  in  business.  That  was 
just  the  very  thing  that  was  wanted.  It 
seemed  to  be  necessary,  before  being 
appointed  an  Income  Tax  Commissioner, 
to  be  a  Land  Tax  Commissioner.  So 
that  here  was  a  repetition  of  the  old 
controversy — "  Which  came  first,  the 
hen  or  the  egg  ?  *'  It  seemed  that  the 
Land  Tax  Commissioners  must  first  get 
appointed  or  nominated  by  their  County 
Member,  and  then  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  every  year  confirming  the 
names  of  all  those  appointed.  He  re- 
commended his  correspondent,  therefore, 
to  apply  to  his  County  Member,  who 
could  do  nothing.  He  (Lord  Stanley) 
then  wrote  to  his  County  Member,  and 
Mr.  Lewis  replied  that — 

"The  Act  appointing  the  Land  Tax  Com- 
missioners was  passed  in  June  last  year,  and  it 
was  now  too  late  for  him  to  nominate  the  gen- 
tleman mentioned,  and  that  another  Act  for 
the  purpose  was  not  likely  to  be  passed  for  some 
years," 

How  could  an  appointment  be  obtained 
under  those  circumstances  ?     He  should 


mention,  however,  that  two  vacancies 
having  occurred  among  the  Income  Tax 
Commissioners  instead  of  two  gentlen>eD 
in  the  Holyhead  district  suitable  for  the 
place  having  been  appointed,  appoint- 
ments were  made  in  the  Amlwch  district, 
one  being  Chairman  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil who  could  not  have  much  experience 
in  Income  Tax  affairs.  One  of  the 
Commissioners  complained  of  had  been 
paying  Income  Tax  wrongly  himself  for 
nine  years,  and  if  he  could  not  take  care  of 
his  own  interests  he  would  not  be  likelv 
to  act  in  those  of  other  taxpayers. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  :  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Lord  asks  two  distinct  questions' 
here.  The  first  is,  how  many  lighthouse* 
in  England  and  Wales  pay  Income  Tax  ? 
The  noble  Lord  is,  no  doubt,  aware  that 
there  are  three  Lighthouse  Authorities  :: 
one  for  England,  one  for  Ireland,  and  one 
for  Scotland.  All  lighthouses  under  those 
three  Public  Authorities  pay  no  Income 
Tax  by  Section  430  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act,  1854.  They  are  freed 
from  local  rates  or  general  taxes.  But  I 
suppose  the  noble  Lord^s  question,  refers 
to  private  lighthouses,  many  of  which  are 
provided  for  harbours  under  local  Acts 
of  Parliament.  The  Government  have 
no  information  with  regard  to  those  light- 
houses, and  therefore  I  cannot  give  a 
reply  as  to  them. '  I  can  only  tell  the 
noble  Lord  that  none  of  the  public  light- 
houses under  Public  Authorities  pay- 
Income  Tax.  The  second  question  is  r 
How  Income  Tax  Commissioners  are 
appointed  ?  The  noble  Lord  does  not 
seem  to  be  aware  that  at  the  commence- 
ment of  every  Parliament,  Land  Tax 
Commissioners  are  appointed  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  Last  year  there  was  a 
special  Act  passed  (as  is  done  at  the 
beginning  of  every  Parliament)  appoint- 
ing them  during  that  Parliament.  There- 
fore, I  hope  the  noble  Lord  is  right  in 
saying  there  will  be  no  more  Acts  passed 
for  several  years,  and  that  we  may  not  re- 
quire another  Parliament  before  that 
time.  The  Income  Tax  Commissioners  aie-. 
appointed  by  these  Land  Tax  Commisr 
sioners,  and  with  regard  to  the  last  part 
of  the  noble  Lord's  question,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  amend  the 
method  of  their  appointment,  we  see  no 
reason  for  changing  the  nature  of  their 
appointment.  The  object  is  to  obtain 
Commissioners  who  are  independent  of 
both  the  Government  and  the  taxpayers 
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— ^that  there  may  be  Commissioners  of  an 
independent  character  acting  between 
both.  Her  Majestj^s  Government  have, 
therefore,  no  intention  of  proposing  any 
method  for  altering  the  appointment  of 
the  Income  Tax  Commissioners. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
asked  whether  the  noble  Lord^s  state- 
ment was  that  it  was  not  necessary  for 
the  Income  Tax  Commissioners  to  be 
Land  Tax  Commissioners  ? 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  :  The  Land  Tax 
Commissioners  are  the  appointors  of  the 
Income  Tax  Commissioners.         * 

UNSANITARY  CONDITION  OF  MALTA 

HARBOUR. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  his  attention  was  being  directed 
to  the  unsanitary  condition  of  Malta 
Harboar ;  if  so,  whether  any  remedial 
measure  was  in  contemplation  ?  He  would 
be  glad  if  the  noble  Marquess  would 
inform  the  House  whether  any  official 
Report  had  been  received  of  the 
unhealthy  state  of  this  harbour.  This 
was  a  very  serious  question,  as  we  had 
already  lost  a  gallant  and  distinguished 
officer.  Captain  Hammond,  whose  death 
was  reported  to  have  been  caused  by  Malta 
fever  ;  and  he  was  informed  that  a  long 
list  of  officers  and  men  who  had  succumbed 
to  the  malady  had  been  laid  before  the 
public.  Those  who  had,  like  himself, 
experienced  the  effect  of  a  hot  season  at 
Malta,  must  be  aware  that  the  pestilential 
odours  in  that  confined  harbour  were 
dreadful.  Formerly  the  evil  was  not  so 
great,  for  merchant  vessels  used  to  lie  off 
the  Custom  House,  but  now,  in  conse- 
quence of  recent  improvements,  most  of 
the  merchant  vessels  in  the  harbour  were 
moored  at  its  upper  end,  which  was  un- 
affected entirely  by  either  wind  or  water. 
There  was  no  agitation  of  the  water 
there,  and  consequently  the  smell  in  the 
hot  weather  was  terrible.  He  was  aware 
that  the  drainage  of  Valetta  was  now 
carried  away,  but  that  did  not  improve 
matters  for  the  crews  of  Her  Majesly^s 
ships  which  lay  in  a  part  of  the  harbour 
beyond  the  influence  of  wind  or  waves. 
He  suggested  that  the  noble  Marquess 
should  appoint  a  body  of  experts  to  in- 
quire and  report  as  to  the  best  means  of 
preventing   the  evil  of  which  he  oom- 
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plained  by  chemical  application  or  other- 
wise. During  the  hot  weather  it  would 
be  wise  to  moor  our  ships  as  far  from 
Valetta  as  possible.  At  the  time  he 
served  in  the  Mediterranean  it  was  a  sort 
of  '*  canon-law  **  applicable  to  ships  of 
war  that  they  should  be  kept  as  little  as 
possible  in  Malta  Harbour.  At  Dockyard 
Creek  the  Admiral  could  scarcely  live  in 
his  house  during  the  hot  weuther.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Marquess  would  consider 
the  adoption  of  some  course  for  the 
amelioration  of  the  present  bad  con- 
dition of  the  harbour,  and  he  would, 
if  in  order  in  doing  so,  move  for -a  Re- 
turn of  the  number  of  deaths  at  Malta, 
showing  whether  they  had  occurred  or 
not  from  the  effects  of  Malta  fever. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (The  Marquess  of 
Ripon)  :  My  Lords,  as  far  as  any  in- 
formation in  my  possession  goes,  I  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  lamentable 
deaths  to  which  the  noble  Vincount  has 
referred  were  caused  by  the  insanitary 
condition  of  the  harbour  of  Malta.  It 
may  have  been  so,  but  I  hope  and  be- 
lieve that  it  was  not.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
received  information  to  that  effect.  No 
recent  complaint  of  the  insanitary  con- 
dition of  Malta  Harbour  has  been  re- 
ceived at  the  Colonial  Office.  Last  year 
my  attention  was  drawn  to  a  statement 
in  a  foreign  newspaper  with  regard  to 
the  insanitary  condition  of  the  harboar, 
and  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  ask  the  then 
Governor  (Sir  Henry  Smyth)  for  any 
statement  he  might  have  to  make  on  the 
subject.  In  April,  1893,  the  Governor 
(Sir  Henry  Smyth)  reported  as  fol- 
lows : — 

*'  it  has  been  showD  by  bacterioloeical  ana- 
lysis and  by  the  expert  examination  of  the  phr- 
sical  characteristics  of  the  sea  water  of  the 
harboar  that  it  is  now  in  a  very  satlsfftctofj 
condition.  It  is  of  a  clear  bine-green  colour, 
limpid,  and  free  from  any  bad  smell  both  in 
summer  and  winter;  although  before  1883  it 
used  to  become  of  achocolate  colour  in  summer, 
and  to  show  at  the  surface  unmistakable  exi* 
denoe  of  fermentation.  Large  sums  hare  re- 
cently been  spent  by  the  civil  as  well  as  by  the 
naval  authorities  in  dredging  the  harbour,  and 
in  embanking  portions  of  the  foreshore.** 

Although  that  Report  was  of  a  satisfactory 
character,  the  Colonial  Government  are 
not  neglecting  their  duty  in  the  matter. 
On  the  contrary,  they  are  continoallj 
spending  considerable  sums  in  the  im* 
provement  of  the  drainage  system,  and  * 


\ 


1177 


Industrial 


{9  July  1894} 


Schools  Bill. 


1178 


Select  Committee  was  appointed  in 
February  of  this  jear,  consisting  of  three 
official  and  five  unofficial  members,  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  upon  the  further 
drainage  works  to  be  undertaken  bj  the 
Government  and  the  funds  to  be  pro- 
vided for  that  object.  That  Committee 
decided  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Osbert  Chadwick,  C.E.,  on  the  subject, 
and  more  particularly  on  a  project  to 
pump  the  sewage  out  to  sea  through 
submerged  pipes.  Mr.  Osbert  Chad  wick 
has  visited  Malta,  the  funds  for  his  visit 
having  been  unanimously  contributed,  I 
believe,  by  the  members  of  the  Council, 
and  his  Keport  may  shortly  be  expected. 
Id  reporting  this  decision  on  the  23rd  of 
April,  Sir  Arthur  Fremantle,  the  present 
Governor,  said — 

'*  I  consider  that  no  effort  should  be  spared 
on  the  part  of  the  Govemment  to  hasten  a  solu- 
tion of  the  urgent  questions  to  be  dealt  with  in 
Malta  with  regard  to  drainage,  water  supply, 
and  sanitation." 

I  hope,  therefore,  the  noble  Lord  will  see 
that  in  the  first  place,  the  state  of  things 
is  a  great  deal  better  than  it  was  some 
years  ago  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  that 
the  improvement  had  not  led  the  Go* 
vernment  of  Malta  to  neglect  their  duty, 
as  they  are  now  taking  active  steps  to  do 
what  is  necessery  for  the  thorough  sanita- 
tion of  the  Island. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he  would 
give  instructions  to  the  Naval  Com- 
mander-in-Chief to  keep  Her  Majesty^s 
ships  ae  much  out  of  the  harbour  of 
Malta  as  possible  during  the  hot  weather, 
and  whether  the  ships  were  not  kept 
there  much  more  than  used  to  be  the* 
case? 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Earl  Spencer)  :  My  Lords, 
of  course  the  subject  which  has  been 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  noble 
and  gallant  Viscount  will  be  carefully 
considered  by  the  Admiralty.  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  has  been  any  great  in- 
crease of  fever  in  Malta  this  year.  The 
fever  varies  very  much.  Some  years 
there  is  much  more  of  it  than  others. 
One  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  was  in  the 
harbonr  for  three  months  during  an  out- 
break of  fever,  and  hardly  one  of  the 
men  was  struck  down  with  it,  though, 
unfortunately,  two  officers  had  died  of 
the  malady  and  another  was  invalided 
home.     That  will  show  how  difficult  it  is 


absolutely  to  trace  the  cause  of  the  fever. 
As  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  has  said,  the 
Colonial  Government  has  done  a  great 
deal  to  improve  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the  harbour,  and  the  Admiralty  have  of 
late  years  done  a  great  deal  in  the  way  of 
dredging  an  immense  quantity  of  had 
matter  out  of  the  Creeks.  In  that  way 
they  have  assisted  the  Local  Authorities  in 
improving  the  condition  of  the  place.  The 
Admiralty  will  bear  in  mind  the  fact  that 
in  repairing  ships  of  war  now  the  men 
are  detained  longer  in  the  dockyards  than 
in  former  days,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Commander-in-Chief  will  do  his 
utmost  not  to  detain  ships  when  there  is 
any  cause  for  anxiety  as  to  fever  at 
Malta,  and  in  that  way  will  carry  out  the 
views  expressed  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Viscount. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL.— (No.  64.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  LEIGH,  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  it  only  con- 
tained three  short  clauses  and  was  in- 
tended to  amend  the  Industrial  Schools  of 
1866.  A  great  deal  of  good  had  been 
done  by  that  Act  since  it  had  been  in 
existence.  The  Report  of  Colonel  Inglis 
showed  that  no  fewer  than  85  per  cent, 
of  the  poor  children  sent  to  Industrial 
Schools  did  well,  and  the  percentage 
would  be  considerably  increased  if  the 
managers  had  the  increased  powers  which 
it  was  the  object  of  this  Bill  to  confer 
upon  them  by  Clause  1.  Under  the 
Industrial  Schools  Act,  1866,  the  mana- 
gers had  no  control  over  the  children 
after  they  reached  the  age  of  16.  That 
was  a  most  critical  age,  especially  in  the 
case  of  girls,  and  very  often  when 
children  attained  that  age  bad  and  worth- 
less parents  watched  their  opportunity 
to  take  them  away  and  corrupt  them. 
A  Commission  sat  to  inquire  into  this 
subject  some  ten  years  ago,  and  it  was 
recommended  in  the  Report  that  power 
should  be  given  to  school  managers  to 
keep  children  under  their  control  for  a 
further  period  of  two  years  beyond  the 
age  of  16 — that  was  to  say,  not  actually 
to  take  them  back  to  school,  except  per- 
haps for  a  short  time,  but  in  order  to 
take  care  of  and  look  after  them.     That 
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was  the  recommendation  of  Lord  Aber- 
dare^e  Commission  ;  and  in  bis  Report  for 
this  year  Colonel  Inglis,  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Reformatory  and  Industrial 
Schools,  stated  that  that  was  the  one 
amendment  needed.  This  Bill,  therefore, 
propoFed  to  extend  the  age  to  18,  as  sug- 
gested ty  the  Commission.  In  illustration 
of  the  langer  arising  from  worthless  and 
bad  parents  and  friends  taking  children 
away  at  16,  he  cited  two  cases  which 
could  be  multiplied  enormously.  A  girl, 
Maud  Hesketh,  was  sent  to  an  Industrial 
School  in  October,  1889,  having  lived 
with  her  aunt,  who  kept  a  brothel.  She 
was  then  12  and  was  now  16.  Her  term 
expired  30th  October,  1893,  when  she 
was  sent  to  service  with  an  outfit. 
Within  a  week  she  ran  away  to  her  aunt, 
who  sent  her  £1  to  enable  her  to  go.  No- 
body had  any  authority  to  take  her  away 
from  the  aunt,  who  refused  to  let  her  go. 
The  next  was  the  case  of  a  boy  whose 
parents  took  him  away  and  pawned  his 
clothes,  and  the  boy  tramped  bis  way 
back  to  the  school  a  most  pitiable  object. 
He  would  not  weary  the  House  by  mul- 
tiplying instances  to  show  how  desirable 
it  was  that  Industrial  School  managers 
should  have  additional  control  over  the 
children  till  they  were  18.  That  power 
was  proposed  to  be  given  in  Clause  1. 
Clause  2  provided  that 

"  Section  thirty-four  of  the  Industrial  Schools 
Act,  1866,  shall  be  read  and  construed  as  if 
the  three  offences  therein  severally  specified 
there  were  added  the  following  offence  ; 
namely — 

FoUBTH. — Knowingly  assists  or  induces, 
directly  or  indirectly,  a  child  living  under 
the  8Uj>ervi8ion  of  the  managers  to  escape 
from  any  person  with  whom  the  child  is  so 
living,  or  prevents  the  child  from  returning 
to  any  person  aforesaid." 

Under  the  existing  Reformatory  and  lu- 
ilustrial  Schools  Acts,  as  their  Lordships 
were  aware,  power  was  given  to  Magis- 
trates to  punish  parents  and  friends  of 
children  who  knowingly  assisted  them  to 
escape,  and  this  Bill  proposed  to  extend 
that  power  to  the  age  of  18.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  consent  to  give 
the  Bill  a  Second  Reading. 

Lord  ROOKWOOD  said,  although 
some  amendment  in  the  drafting  of  the 
Bill  would  probably  be  necessary  in  Com- 
mittee, he  earnestly  joined  with  his  noble 
Friend,  as  one  who  had  taken  a  con- 
siderable part  in  the  management  of  these 
schools,  in  hoping  that  a  Second  Reading 
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would  be  given  to  the  measure.  Mana- 
gers of  industrial  schools  had  found  them- 
selves very  often  in  great  difficulty  from 
the  fact  that  children  going  out  of  their 
jurisdiction  at  the  age  of  16  fell  agaiD 
immediately  into  the  hands  of  those  who 
had  previously  corrupted  them.  The 
addition  of  two  years  would  give  an  im- 
mense further  security  and  safeguard  to 
children  admitted  to  Industrial  Schools 
turning  out  decent  citizens  in  the  futnre. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD  : 
My  Lords,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
I  have  only  to  say  that  though  in  Com- 
mittee it  may  be  considered  necessary  to 
introduce  Amendments,  they  heartily  ap- 
prove of  the  object  of  the  Bill,  and  de- 
sire to  give  it  their  support. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday 
next. 

QUARRIES  BILL.— (No.  149.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD, 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  explained  that  the  first  section  of 
the  Act  was  to  make  the  Bill  apply 
to  every  quarry  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Factory  Act,  1878,  any  part  of 
which  was  more  than  20  feet  deep. 
Clause  2  provided  that  certain  sections 
of  the  Metalliferous  Mines  Regulation 
Acts  specified  in  the  schedule  to  the 
Bill  should,  subject  to  the  modifications 
therein  specified,  apply  in  the  case 
of  every  quarry  under  the  Bill  in  like 
manner  as  they  applied  to  a  mine. 
As  the  law  now  stood,  undergroond 
quarries  were  under  the  regulations  of 
the  Metalliferous  Mines  Act,  while  open 
quarries  were  under  the  Factories  and 
Workshops  Acts,  and  were  regulated  hj 
them,  though  not  as  to  blasting  opera- 
tions and  fencing  of  galleries  and  bridges. 
Clause  2  of  the  Bill  proposed  to  bring 
open  quarries  under  the  Inspectors  of 
Metalliferous  Mines,  and,  as  it  bad  been 
thought  undesirable  to  have  two  sets  of 
Inspectors  it  was  provided  that  in  open 
mines  the  Inspectors  of  MetaUiferons 
Mines  should  enforce  the  provisioDs  of 
the  other  Acts  in  relation  to  those  minea. 
When  the  Bill  became  law  special  Rales 
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would  be  made  as  to  the  safety  of  work- 
men in  regard  to  blasting,  and  so  on.  In 
fact,  special  Rules  hud  been  already 
drafted  by  the  Quarries  Departmental 
Committee  appointed  last  year.  The 
Inspectors  of  Metalliferous  Mines  would 
hare  the  necessary  technical  knowledge 
for  the.  purpose  of  enforcing  the  Rules. 
As  it  had  been  thought  inconvenient  to 
have  more  than  one  set  of  Inspectors 
acting,  Clause  3  provided  that  in  open 
mines  the  local  Inspectors  should  enforce 
the  provisions  of  the  Factory  and  Work- 
shops Acts,  and  should  also  apply  the 
provisions  of  the  Quarries  (Fencing)  Act. 
Hitherto,  the  provisions  of  that  Act  had 
been  applied  by  the  Local  Sanitary 
Authorities,  but  it  had  been  they  had  not 
been  sufficiently  enforced. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (  The  Earl  of  Chesterfield.) 

Viscount  CROSS  :  I  have  no 
objectioD  to  the  Bill,  except  in  one  par- 
ticular. I  think  confusion  may  arise  as 
to  the  depth  of  20  feet  specified  in  Clause 
1.  Of  course,  as  a  quarry  is  being 
worked  it  gets  deeper  every  day,  and  the 
time  at  last  will  come  when  the  Factories 
and  Workshops  Inspectors  will  have  to  be 
changed  for  the  Metalliferous  Mines  In- 
spectors. I  do  not  consider  that  defini- 
tion to  be  a  good  one,  and  I  hope  that 
the  Honae  Office  will  consider  the  point 
in  Comnaittee.  I  suggest  that  to  avoid 
confusion  it  may  possibly  be  better  to 
put  thena  altogether  and  place  all  open 
mines  under  the  Metalliferous  Mines  In- 
spectors ;  otherwise  they  will  never 
know  whether  the  mines  are  more  than 
20  feet  deep  or  not,  and  I  do  not  know 
who  is  to  send  them  information  when  a 
mine  has  reached  that  depth. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
thought  this  Bill  was  not  very  necessary. 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  introduced  it 
had  made  no  provision  for  giving  notice 
of  accidents.  Quarry  accidents  were 
not  much  noticed  in  the  newspapers.  As 
far  as  appeared,  the  Quarries  (Fencing) 
Act  had  not  been  of  much  use.  This 
Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  multiplying 
Inspectors,  for  a  fresh  set  would  be 
necessary  in  many  parts  of  the  Qountry 
where  the  Sanitary  Inspectors  had 
hitherto  been  found  sufficient.  Very 
few  quarries  were  less  than  20  feet  deep. 
He  thought  that  Sub-section  (3)  of 
Clause  2,  which  provided  that   in  the 


appointment  of  Inspectors  in  >^ales  and 
Monmouthshire,  among  candidates  equally 
qualified,  those  having  a  knowledge  of 
the  Welsh  language  should  be  preferred, 
was  put  in  by  the  Government  as  an 
electioneering  provision. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

SEA  FI8HERI£6  (SHELL  FISH)  BILL. 

(No.  141.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

•Lord    PLAYFAIR,  in   moving    the 

Second  Reading,  said :  Your  Lordships  will 

remember  that  in  1888  an  Act  was  passed 

enabling  the  Board  of  Trade  to  appoint 
Committees  to  try  and  restore  the  shell 
fisheries,  which  very  much  required  atten- 
tion from  the  want  of  knowledge  shown 
in  dealing  with  them.  It  has  been  found 
that  the  powers  of  those  Sea  Fisheries 
Local  Committees — which  were  other- 
wise working  well — were  insufficient  to 
prevent  considerable  abuses.  For  instance, 
in  part  of  Essex  there  has  been  a  serious 
conflict  between  persons  wishing  to  pre- 
serve the  cultch  in  the  oyster  beds, 
and  those  wishing  to  take  the 
cultch  away  to  their  own  districts. 
This  has  become  a  very  important 
matter,  and  it  has  been  thought  ad- 
visable by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  pro- 
tect the  cultch  and  to  introduce  a  few 
other  powers  in  this  Bill  in  order  to  give 
protection  to  fbe  young  shell  fish  and  pre- 
vent them  being  taken  away  while  im- 
mature. One  of  the  main  objects  of  the 
Bill  is,  therefore,  the  protection  of  the 
cultch.  What  cultch  is  may  not  be  known 
to  all  your  Lordships.  When  the  oyster 
spawns  the  spat  floats  in  the  water,  but 
it  gradually,  as  the  shell  begins  to  be 
formed  by  the  young  oyster,  becomes 
heavier  and  sinks  to  the  bottom,  where 
if  there  is  mud  or  sand  it  gets  covered 
over  and  ceases  to  grow.  To  prevent 
this  the  bottom  of  the  beds  where  oysters 
and  other  kinds  of  shell  fish  are  being  cul- 
tivated are  covered  with  cultch.  Gene- 
rally, old  oyster  shells  are  used  for 
cultch  ;  but  pieces  of  old  brick,  tiles, 
potsherds,  broken  earthenware  are 
sometimes  placed  on  the  bottom, 
and  the  oysters  cover  them  with  s^at| 
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which  gradually  grow  into  ojsters. 
When  examined  the  pieces  of  potsherd 
are  found  covered  all  over  with  micro- 
scopic oysters.  The  Bill  is  to  prevent 
unauthorised  persons  taking  awaj  that 
cultoh,  which  is  necessary  for  the  growth 
of  the  young  oysters  and  shell  fish,  in 
order  to  use  it  illegally  for  themselves. 
The  other  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  very 
simple.  For  instance,  if  cuitch  has  been 
taken  away  from  one  place  the  Fishery 
Commissioners  may  deposit  it  where  more 
suitable — if  it  has  been  dredged  up  it 
may  be  taken  to  a  place  more  adapted 
in  their  opinion  for  the  growth  of  the 
oysters.  This  provision  is  also  made  for 
the  advantage  of  oyster  culture.  The  mea- 
sure has  passed  the  House  of  Commons  and 
will  confer  very  useful  powers  on  the 
Fishery  Commissioners,  who  are  trying 
to  revive  the  decaying  shell  fisheries  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Moved,"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (  The  Lord  Playfair.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 


ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL  [h.l.]. 
(No.  47.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No  5)  BILL  [h.l.]. 
(No.  60.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

GAS    ORDERS    CONFIRMATION    (No.    I) 
BILL  [H.L.J.— (No.41.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

GAS    ORDERS    CONFIRMATION    (No.  2) 
BILL  [H.L.].-(No.  42.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

MARKING  OF  FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL 

PRODUCE. 
Second  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee (with  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee)  made,  and  to  l^  printed. 
Minutes  of  Evidence,  together  with  an 
Appendix,  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  delivered  out.     (No.  156.) 

Lord  Playfair 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL   ORDER    (No.  6)    BILL. 

(No.   U«.) 

House    in   Committee  (according    to 

Order)  :   Amendments  made  :    Staoding 

Committee  negatived :    The  Report   of 

Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow* 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL.- (No.  IM.) 
IVIoved  That    the  Order  made  on  the 
19th  da  J  of  IVIarch  last 

"  That  no  Bill  lMx>aght  from  the  HoDse  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  seconcf 
time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of  Jime 
next," 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  be 
read  2* ;  agreed  to :  Bills  read  2* 
accordingly. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.— (No   151.) 

Moved  That  the  Order  made  on  the 
19th  day  of  March  last 

<'  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  Hooae  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of  Jane 
next,** 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  be 
read  2' ;  agreed  to :  Bills  read  2* 
accordingly. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL     ORDER    (No.     1)     BILL. 

(No.  138  ) 

Moved  That  the  Order  made  on  the 
19th  day  of  March  last 

"That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Otder  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after    Tuesday    the    26th   day  of  June 

next,** 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  b^ 
read  2^ ;  agreed  to :  Bilia  read  2* 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT   (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS   (No.   14)  BILL. 
(No.  137.) 

Moved  That  the  Order  made  on  the 
19th  day  of  March  last 

**That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certifioi^  shall  be  read  a  seoood 
time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of  Jane 
next»** 
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be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  be 
read  2» ;  agreed  to:  Bills  read  2* 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  Hoase  To-morrow. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  (No.  8)  BILL.— (No.  139.) 
Moved   That  the  Order  made  on  the 
19th  day  of  March  last 

"That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confinning  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Proyisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of  June 
next," 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  be 
read  2»  ;  agreed  •  to :  Bills  read  2» 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  142.) 

Moved  That  the  Order  made  on  the 
19th  day  of  March  last 

"  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  sball  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of  June 
next," 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  be 
read  2> ;  agreed  to :  Bills  read  2^ 
accordinglj,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  7)  BILL.— (No.  118.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL* 
ORDERS  (No.  9)  BILL.— (No.  119.) 
Read    3*   (according  to    Order),  and 
passed. 


V- 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER   (No.  10)  BILL.— (No.    120.) 
Read  3^  (according    to   Order),    and 
passed. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
i.  ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No  127.) 

\  House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  An  Amendment  made  :  Stand- 
ing Committee  negatived  :  The  Report 
of  the  Amendment  to  be  received  To* 
morrow. 

LOCAL  CK)VERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  19)  BILL.— (No.    128.) 

Read    3*   (according    to   Order),  and 
passed. 


LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (POOR  LAW)  BILL.— (No.  96.) 
Amendments  reported    (according  to 
Order,   and    Bill    to    be   read    3*    To- 
morrow. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION 
PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(BARRY,  &c.)  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  54.) 
Read  3*  (according    to    Order),   and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

LARCENY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL 

[H.L.].— (No.  136.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Five  o^clock, 
till  To-morrow,  half^past  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  9th  July  1894, 


THAMES  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
said,  he  had  a  Motion  upon  the  Paper  to 
recommit  this  Bill,  but  he  understood 
the  Motion  was  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Yes,  that  is  the 
case. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  EDUCATION   DEPARTMENT  AND 
VOLUNTARY  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu* 
cation,  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
in  the  case  of  the  North  Hag- 
bourne  Church  of  England  Schools  in 
the  County  of  Berks  the  recent  demands 
of  the  Department  involve  the  larger 
scale  of  cubic  space,  which  was  under- 
stood to  apply  to  new  schools  only  ;  the 
condemnation  of  arrangements  completed 
within  the  last  few  years,  and  recently 
approved  by  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  ; 
and  a  threatened  withdrawal  of  the  grant 
if  alterations  involving  an  expenditure  of 
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£260  are  not  completed  bj  the  end  of 
the  present  year ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  considerable  proportion  of  the 
population  of  the  parish  are  migratory, 
owing  to  the  varying  arrangements  of  the 
Great  Western  Railway  Company  ;  and 
whether,  if  these  statements  are  correct, 
he  will  reconsider  the  imposition  of  such 
burdensome  terms  upon  this  poor  parish? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  accommodation  of 
this  school  is  reckoned  at  the  8  square 
feet  scale,  with  the  exception  of  an 
enlargement  made  two  years  ago,  and 
then  sanctioned  for  29  children  under 
Schedule  VII  of  the  Code.  The  average 
attendance  of  older  children  last  year  was 
1^6  in  a  room  sufficient  for  112  only, 
and  the  usual  warning  was  given.  The 
arrangements  condemned  related  to  the 
offices.  These  were  insufficient  in  number, 
and  Her  Majesty ^s  Inspector  reported  that 
the  girls*  entrance  was  close  to  the  boys* 
offices  and  not  separated  from  them.  I 
do  not  know  how  far  the  population  of 
the  parish  is  migratory,  but  the  attend- 
ance at  the  school  has  increased  very 
largely  in  the  last  two  years.  The  only 
demand  made  as  regards  accommodation 
is  that  it  shall  be  sufficient  for  the  attend- 
ance. If  the  population  diminishes  the 
attendance  will,  of  course,  diminish  also. 
But  the  managers,  so  far  from  urging 
that  the  excess  of  children  is  only 
temporary,  have  submitted  plans,  which 
have  been  approved,  for  meeting  it  by 
the  provision  of  an  additional  class- 
room. 

Mr.  TALBOT  asked  whether  it  was 
the  practice  of  the  Department  that  in 
cases  of  this  kind  the  cubic  space  should 
be  calculated  on  the  increased  scale  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  That  is  the  usual 
practice  for  new  enlargements. 

Mu.  TALBOT:  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  the  present  condition  of  things  at 
this  school  was  approved  very  recently 
by  one  of  Her  Majesty^s  Inspectors  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  WeU,  I  do  not  think 
that  ao^  Inspector  would  approve  of 
putting  125  children  into  a  room  which 
is  only  sufficient  for  112. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  Is  that  all  that  is 
wrong? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Except  the  very  bad 
condition  of  the  offices. 

Mr.  Talbot 


THE  WB8T    HIGHLAND  RAILWAY  AND 
THE  FORT  WILLIAM  FORBSHORJ^^ 

Sir  DONALD  MACFARLi^M 
(Argyll)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President^^ 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  bis  attention  bms 
l>een  called  to  the  alleged  interference  of 
the  West  Highland  Railway  with  the 
freedom  of  the  foreshores  at  Fort  WiUiaiu, 
and  the  obstruction  to  the  free  use  of  tbe 
slips  being  caused  by  the  embankment 
of  the  railway  in  question ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  tho  appropriation 
of  the  whole  enibankuieut  and  the  fencing 
off  of  the  lanes  and  street  abutting 
on  the  embankment  will  practically  for- 
bid the  use  of  the  foreshores  and  the 
boat  slips  to  the  inhabitants  of  Fort 
William  and  the  opposite  shore,  tbe 
Board  of  Trade  will  enforce  the  con- 
ditions laid  down  in  Clause  33  of  tlie 
West  Highland  Railway  Act  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  the  com- 
plaint referred  to  by  tbe  hon.  Member, 
and  I  have  asked  the  Inspecting  Office*, 
who  is  now  inspecting  the  whole  line  of 
railway,  to  meet  at  Fort  William  the 
Municipal  and  the  Railway  Autboritiee 
together,  and  make  inquiry  into  tbe 
complaint.  I  trust  that  the  matter  may 
be  thus  arranged  to  the  satisfaction  of 
all  parties. 

PAUPER  SETTLEMENTS. 
Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  bia 
attention  has  been  called  to  ihe  caae  of 
Charles  Devine,  who  was  reiix>Ted 
from  Glasgow  Workhouse  to  Donegal 
Workhouse  in  1892;  whether  ChaHea 
Devine  had  acquired  a  settlement  in 
Glasgow  under  8  A^  9  Vic,  c.  83; 
whether  a  person  who  has  once  acqaired 
a  settlement  can,  by  reason  of  subseqaent 
circumstances  in  his  life,  be  afterwards 
deported;  and  whether  he  will  consolt 
the  Law  Officers  in  Ireland  oo  thi» 
matter? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlkt,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne): My  attention  ba« 
been  drawn  to  the  facts  of  this  case.  It  is 
stated  in  the  removal  warrant  that  tbe 
man  had  not  acquired  and  retained  a 
settlement  in  Scotland,  but  the  Irish 
Local  Government  Board  are  of  opimon 
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that  be  had  aoquired,  though  uot  re- 
tained, a  settlement  ia  Glasgow.  The 
Scotch  Board  of  Supervision  having  been 
communicated  with)  stated  that  the  re« 
raoval  seemed  to  have  been  in  accordance 
with  the  law,  and  that  on  the  loss  of  a 
residential  settlement,  by  the  law  of 
Scotland  the  birth  settlement  revives. ^ 
I  have  referred  the  Papers  te*  the  Irish 
Law  Officers  for  their  opinion,  and  it 
maj  possibly  be  deemed  advisable  to 
obtain  the  opinion  of  the  Scoth  Law 
Officers  on  the  question. 

ALLEGED   INTIMIDATION   IN 
MONAGHAN. 

Mb.  macartney  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  attention 
of  the  constabulary  has  been  directed  to 
a  placard,  extensively  posted  in  the 
parish  of  Trough,  County  Monaghan,  and 
issued  by  order  of  the  Committee  on 
behalf  of  the  Errigal  Imagh  Branch, 
LN.F.,  calling  on  the  men  of  Imagh  to 
pat  an  end  to  land-grabbing  which  has 
raised  its  unholy  head  in  their  midst; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  an  evicted  farm 
Id  the  electoral  division  of  Fergullia, 
Monaghan  Union,  has  .been  recently 
taken ;  and  whether  any  measures  are 
being  taken  to  protect  the  occupier  from 
the  intimidation  which  this  placard  may 
excite  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  constabulary 
are  aware  of  the  posting  of  the  placard 
referred  to.  It  is  the  fact  that  the 
grazing  of  two  evicted  farms  in  the 
locality  mentioned  has  been  taken  until 
November  next ;  the  tenant  is  receiving 
every  necessary  attention  from  the  police, 
though  I  am  informed  he  is  not  believed 
to  be  in  any  danger. 

jA  THE  CORVEE  in  EGYPT, 

^^  ^R.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether  the 
peasants  compelled  to  work  gratuitously 
in  Egypt  are  punished  with  fine  or  im- 
prisonment if  they  decline  to  work ; 
whether  any  provision  is  made  for  the 
cultivation  of  their  own  lands  while  they 
are  compulsorily  detained  on  the  corvee ; 
whether  the  arrangement  made  for  the 
application  of  £150,000  towards  the 
abolition  of  corvee  was  under  a  stipula- 
tion with  France  that  it  shoald  only  last 
until  the  payment  of  interest  on  the  Suez 


Canal  shares  oeas^d,  as  stated' ih  liOrd 
Cromer^s  last  Report,  page  2  ;  wh other  it' 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty ^s  Govern** 
ment  to  ask  the  Powers  to  take  further  * 
steps  towards  the  total  abolition  of  inr  > 
voluntary  unpaid  labour  in  Egypt ;    and 
whether  it  is  proposed  by  the  Egyptian.. 
Government  to  continue  involuntary  un- 
paid labour  for  two  years,   as   is  appa- 
rently stated  on  page  9  of  Lord  Cromer's 
last  Report ;  and,  if  so,  whether  this  de- 
termination  has   the    sanction    of    Her  ' 
Majesty's  Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
As  there  may  be  a  prosecution  for  de« 
dining  to  work,  I  presume  there  is  some 
penalty,  but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  no  record  of  penalties  or  prosecu- 
tions. No  provision  is  made  by  the 
Egyptian  Government  for  cultivating  the 
lands  of  peasants  who  are  called  ont  for 
work,  but  this  service  takes  place  at  a 
time  when  half  the  country  is  flooded, 
and  the  mass  of  the  agricultural  popula- 
tion cannot  work  in  their  fields.  The 
statement  made  by  Lord  Cromer  as  to  the 
stipulation  of  the  French  Government  is 
correct.  The  Egyptian  Government  is 
not  at  present  in  a  position  to  meet  the 
great  expense  which  the  abolition  of  the 
summer  corvee  would  involve,  and  it  is 
doubtful  whether  the  imposition  of  local 
taxation  would  be  preferred  by  the  people 
to  the  present  system.  We  do  not,  there- 
fore, think  it  desirable  to  urge  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  address  the 
Powers  on  the  subject.  The  question 
now  under  consideration  by  the  Egyptian 
Government  is  that  of  continuing  for 
another  two  years  the  experiment  of  pro- 
viding paid  labour  on  a  small  scale.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  certainly  see  no 
reason  to  object  to  this,  and  while  ad- 
mitting that  forced  labour  of  any  kind  is 
an  evil,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  to , 
bear  in  mind  that  there  is  no  comparison  ^ 
between  the  grievance  of  this  exceptional 
corvde  at  times  of  high  Nile  and  the 
corvee  which  has  been  abolished. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington) : 
May  I  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  whether  the 
Government  will  communicate  to  this 
House  a  Report  on  the  amount  of  the 
involuntary  labour  performed  in  1881 
and  in  each  subsequent  year,  together 
with  the  laws  regulating  such  labour  and 
the  amount  of  money  paid  for  it  ? 
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Sir  £.  GR£Y  :  Lord  Cromer's  AoDiial 
Reports  have  dealt  with  the  subject  very 
fnllj.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  coDSult 
those  Reports  and  state  what  farther  in- 
formation he  desires,  we  shall  be  very 
glad  to  consider  any  request  he  may 
make  on  the  subject. 

GBAZING  ON  PUBLIC  ROADS  IN 
SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  case  tried 
before  Sheriff  Hill,  at  Dingwall,  on  29th 
ultimo,  in  which  George  Campbell, 
crofter,  of  Tollie  of  Brahan,  admitted 
having  allowed  a  horse  to  graze  on  the 
side  of  the  public  road,  and  was  fined 
2s.  with  £1  Is.  expenses;  whether  he 
will  state  in  detail  how  the  expenses  are 
made  up  ;  whether  he  will  state  in  this 
case,  and  others  of  a  similarly  trivial 
character,  abolish  or  reduce  such  heavy 
costs ;  and,  if  he  will  state  whether  it  is 
illegal  in  Scotland  to  graze  a  horse  at 
the  side  of  a  public  road  ? 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.):  Under  the 
Roads  and  Bridges  Act  it  is  an  offence  to 
graze  a  horse  at  the  side  of  a  public  road, 

**  except  on  such  parts  of  any  road  as  pass 
through  or  over  any  common  or  waste  ground 
or  land  not  enclosed,  or  arable  on  both  sides." 

The  fine  was  less  than  half  the 
maximum  penalty  of  58.,  and  the  costs, 
which  are  within  the  scale  of  fees 
permitted  by  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act  of  1881,  consisted  of  Court  Dues 
amounting  to  Ts.  6d.,  and  of  charges  for 
framing  the  complaint  and  attending  the 
trial,  amounting  to  13s.  6d.  The  Crown 
has  no  power  to  interfere  in  such  a  case, 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  the  matter  was 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Sheriff  or 
not. 

PBOTECTION    OF    FISHERIES    IN    THE 
WESTERN  HIGHLANDS. 

Mb.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  if  he  will  state  when 
the  new  steam  cruiser,  provided  for  the 
protection  of  the  fishing  interests  around 
the  Island  of  Lewes  and  other  parts  of 
the  Western  Highlands,  will  visit  Broad 
Bay,  Loch  Boag,  Stornoway,  an<l  other 
districts  frequented  by  steam  trawlers  ? 

The^CCBETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAN  ""'^^^  1.  Trevelvan,  GUsgow, 


Bridgeton)  :  As  I  have  already  informed 
the  House,  in  reply  to  a  question  pat  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ayr  District, 
the  new  steam  cruiser  is  at  tlus  moment 
iu  the  Clyde.  But  I  am  informed  by  the 
Fishery  Board  that  she  has  already 
visited  Stornoway  and  part  of  the  West 
Coast  on  her  way  to  the  Clyde,  and  to- 
quired  as  to  movements  of  steam  Craw- 
lers, and  will  again  visit  these  districts 
from  time  to  time. 

THE    SALTCOATS    CR0FTBE8    8ETTLB- 

MENT. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  if  he  can  now  state 
when  the  Report  of  Sir  Charles  Tapper 
on  the  Saltcoats  (Canada)  Crofters 
Settlement  will  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELY an  :  The  Report 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  in  the 
form  of  an  Appendix  to  the  Fifth  Report 
of  the  Colonisation  Board,  has  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  to-day. 

THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  SMITH. 

Mr.  GEORGE  PALMER  (Reading) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the    Home     Department    whether     his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  ease  of 
John  Smith,  of  56,  Silver  Street,  Read- 
ing,   a    watch  and    clock    cleaner   and 
licensed  pedlar,  who  on  28th  May  took 
a  return  ticket  from  Reading  to  Alder- 
shot,   having  in  his  possession   a  stiver 
watch,  two  old  watch  movements,  and  an 
old  metal  watch  ;    whether  he  is  aware 
that,  when  ofiering  one  of  these  watehea 
for  sale  in  a  public-house  at  AJderaboi* 
a  police  sergeant  who  was   present  took 
Smith   in   charge  to   the  police  station, 
where  he  was  searched  and  locked  ap, 
and  asked  where  the  watches  came  from ; 
that  a  satisfactory  reply  was  received  to 
a   telegram    dispatched   at   Smithes    re- 
quest ;  that  he  was  brought  up  next  day 
before  Major  Newcombe  and    charged 
with  stealing   four   silver  watches,  aod 
was  remanded  till  Thursday*  31st  Mmy, 
and   was   finally  discharged,  the  Ma|p*- 
trate  being  satisfied  with  the  telegrun 
and  explanation  given  ;   whether  he  b 
aware  that  all  Smithes  things  were  de- 
livered back  to  him  except  two  ahtlliags^ 
which  were  retained  to  pay  cost  of  tele- 
gram, and  that  the  return  ticket  being 
out  of  date  he  had  to  walk  back  to  Reed- 
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ing ;  and  whether  the  Home  Secretary 
can  see  his  way  to  any  steps  being  taken 
to  refund  the  money  to  John  Smith,  who 
was  locked  up  in  error  and  detained  ? 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  After  careful  in- 
quiry into  this  case  I  am  of  opinion  that 
the  cost  of  the  two  telegrams  sent  on 
Smithes  behalf  should  be  refunded  to  him, 
and  I  understand  that  this  is  about  to  be 
done  by  the  Chief  Constable. 

SANITARY  REGULATIONS  AT* 
HAMPSTEAD. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  rule  issued  by  the  Vestry  of  St.  John's, 
Hampstead,  that  the  waste  pipes  from  all 
sinks,  baths,  lavatories,  &c.,  and  all  pipes 
conveying  foul  matters  to  the  drains 
from  inside  the  house  (except  soil  pipes), 
and  every  rainwater  pipe,  shall  discharge 
over  trapped  gullies  outside  the  build- 
ing ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  this  rule 
has  not  been  complied  with  in  some  of 
the  new  buildings  ou  the  Grand  Parade, 
Finchley  Road,  N.W,  ;  and  whether 
steps  will  be  taken  to  enforce  the  rules 
of  the  Local  Authority  ? 
•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
government  board  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Vestry  of  Hamp- 
stead, and  learn  from  th<)m  that  the  regu- 
lations referred  to  did  not  come  into  force 
until  the  1st  of  June,  1893,  and  that  the 
plans  of  the  new  buildings  on  the  Grand 
Parade  were  approved  by  the  Vestry  in 
April,  1893,  nearly  two  months  before 
the  regulations  eame  into  force. 

Mr.  weir  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  sanitary  condition  of  these 
houses  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  No,  I  can- 
not undertake  to  do  so. 

SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE   COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
if  he  sees  his  way  to  carry  out  his  under- 
taking of  las£  Session  to  introduce  a  Bill 
transferring  the  powers  of  School  Attend- 
ance Committees  to  the  new  District 
Connctls,  so  as  to  disassociate  them  from 
Poor  Law  authority  ? 


Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Bill  I  intro- 
duced a  few  days  ago,  and  which  is  now 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  is  meant 
to  carry  out  this  undertaking. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1894. 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  if,  under  Section  43  of 
the  new  Local  Government  Act,  duly 
qualified  married  women  will  be  entitled 
to  be  placed  on  the  Register  as  electors  of 
County  Councils,  or  only  as  electors  of 
Parish  and  District  Councils  ;  whether 
a  Chairman  or  an  additional  member  of 
a  Board  of  Guardians  elected  under 
Section  20  (7)  from  outside  the  Board 
will  be  entitled,  under  Section  24  (4),  to 
act  as  the  Chairman  or  a  member  of  the 
District  Council  of  a  rural  district  co-ex- 
tensive with  or  included  in  the  Union ; 
and  whether  the  Chairman  of  a  Parish 
Council  who  is  not  a  parochial  elector  of 
the  parish  will  be  entitled,  under  Sec- 
tion 45  (2),  to  take  the  chair  at  the 
parish  meeting,  and  to  give  an  original 
or  casting  vote  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am  ad- 
vised that  the  answer  to  all  of  these 
questions  must  be  in  the  negative. 

DENOMINATIONAL   TEACHING  IN  ELEi 
MENTARY  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Gal way,  E.),  on  behalf 
of  Mr.  Cobb  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  ithe 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  whe- 
ther he  is  *aware  that  during  the  last 
month  a  practice  has  been  instituted,  and 
is  now  going  on,  at  the  public  elementary 
school  at  Prior's  Marston,  in  Warwick- 
shire, of  teaching  the  children  on  Friday 
afternoons,  at  an  hour  during  the  regular 
course  of  education  and  when  they  are 
obliged  to  attend,  to  intone  portions  of 
the  service  from  the  Prayer  Book  of  the 
Church  of  England  ;  and  whether  such 
a  practice  is  contrary  to  the  provisioiiH  of 
"  The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870  ;" 
if  so,  whether  he  will  instruct  the  m  ina- 
gers  of  the  school  to  discontinue  it  ? 

Mr;  ACLAND:  The  practice  de- 
scribed is  undoubtedly  in  contravention 
of  the  Education  Act  of  1870.  A  letter 
has  been  addressed  to  the  managers  of 
the  school,  stating  the  matter  complained 
of,  and  adding  that  if  the  practice  has 
been  instituted  it  must  be  at  once  dis- 
continued. 
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GIFTS  TO  THE  NATION  AND  THE  ESTATE 

DUTY. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer .  whether  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue,  have  received  and 
have  now  a  general  authority  from  the 
Treasury  to  abstain  from  claiming  Legacy 
Duty  in  the  case  of  gifts  to  the  Nation  ; 
and  whether  it  is  proposed  to  extend 
this  general  authority  to  chiims  for  Estate 
Duty  on  similar  gifts  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby) : 
No  such  general  authority  has  been  given 
by  the  Treasury  to  the  Inland  Revenue 
Commissioners. 

PAYMENT  OF  ELECTION  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  in  view  of  the  vote 
given  on  25 th  May  in  favour  of  the  pay- 
ment of  official  expenses  in  connection 
with  Parliamentary  elections,  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  carry  out  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  would  say, 
in  reply  to  this  and  other  questions,  that 
I  am  unable  to  make  any  statement  as  to 
Public  Business  until  after  tlie  discussions 
on  the  Budget  are  completed. 

THE  INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :.  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Inhabited  House 
Dnty  will  in  future  be  calculated  as  at 
present  or  on  the  reduced  amount  on 
which  Income  Tax  under  Schedule  A 
will  be  calculated  under  Clause  35  of  the 
Finance  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.HARCOURT  :  The  Inhabited 
House  Duty  is  in  no  way  affected  by 
the  Income  Tax  allowances  under 
Schedule  A.  It  will  be  calculated  in 
the  future  as  at  present. 

MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  ^e  Govennnent  has 
given  any  pledge  to  pass  the  Mines 
(Eight  Hours)  Bill  through  all  its  stages 
before  the  close  of  the  present  Session  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  have  al- 
ready said,  in  reply  to  a  question,  that  I 


cannot  say  anything  in  reference  to  fuiure 
Bills,  or  what  coarse  the  Govern  meot 
will  take  with  regard  to  thetn,  until  the 
discussions  on  the  Budget  are  conplete. 

Mr.  LEGH  :  What  I  want  to  know 
is  whether  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  is 
not  aware  that  several  of  his  own  sup- 
porters, notably  the  Members  for  Batter- 
sea  (Mr.  Bums),  Ince  (Mr.  Woods),  and 
Normanton  (Mr.  Pickard),  have  several 
times  stated  publicly  that  pledges  have 
been  given  by  the  Government  ?  I 
would  ask  why  this  information  should  be 
vouchsafed  to  these  particular  gentle- 
men and  withheld  from  the  rest  of  the 
House  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  It  is  not 
intended  to  hold  it  from  the  House,  but 
as  to  what  facilities  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  give  to  this  or  any  other  mea- 
sure I  am  unable  to  state  until  the  Bud- 
get discussions  are  at  an  end. 

Mr.  LEGH  :  What  I  asked  was  not 
what  facilities  would  be  given,  bat  wke- 
ther  the  gentlemen  I  have  mentioned  are 
correct  in  their  assertions  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  assume  that 
they  are  correct  in  their  assertions,  bat 
as  to  the  course  which  the  Government 
will  take  I  am  not  prepared  to  state. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  Then  are  we  to 
understand  that  the  Government  have 
pledged  their  word  that  this  course  will 
be  taken  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  not 
prepared  to  make  any  further  statement 
on  the  subject. 

DOWNPATRICK    WATER  SUPPLY. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  be^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix>rd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  bis  atten- 
tion ha«  been  called  to  the  discussionaat 
the  recent  meetings  of  the  Dowopatriek 
Board  of  Guardians  with  reference  to  tbe 
new  water  supply  for  the  town  of  Dows* 
patrick  ;  whether  a  sample  of  the  water 
nas  been  submitted  to  Sir  Charles 
Cameron  for  analysis,  and  with  what  re> 
suit ;  whether  the  people  intended  to  be 
benefited  by  this  supply  have,  as  a  nile> 
declined  to  avail  th^selves  of  it,  owing 
to  the  quality  of  the  water  ;  whether  be 
will  state  the  amount  of  the  original  ten- 
der for  carrying  out  the  contract,  tbe 
amount  already  paid  by  the  GoardiaMy 
and  the  amount  for  which   the  Board  is 
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liable  ia  coDnection  wilh  these  water- 
works ;  and  if  any  steps  will  betaken  to 
remove  the  cause  of  complaint  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Samples  of  the 
water  were  submitted  for  analysis  to 
Sir  Charles  Cameron,  whose  opinion 
is  that  the  water  is  second-rate,  but 
not  dangerous.  The  Clerk  of  the  Union 
reports  that,  although  there  is  some  oppo- 
sition to  the  use  of  the  water,  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  are  using  it.  The 
original  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  water- 
works was  £10,500,  and  a  loan  of  this 
amount  was  obtained.  A  sum  of  .£8,274 
has  already  been  paid  on  account.  The 
Guardians'  consulting  sanitary  officer 
states  that  the  water  is  perfectly  harm- 
less, and  will  improve  even  if  nothing 
further  be  done.  The  Guardians  have, 
however,  under  consideration  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  further  measures  to 
improve  the  quality  of  the  water.  There 
is  at  present  no  scarcity  of  water  in  the 
old  wells  and  pumps  in  the  town  which 
the  people  can  use. 

THE  CORVEE  IN  EGYPT, 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  A£fairs  whether  pea- 
sants requisitioned  for  Nile  corvee  in 
1894  will  be  compelled  to  supply  their 
own  tools,  build  booths  for  themselves  on 
the  Nile  banks,  and  provide  at  their  own 
cost  the  lanterns  required  for  night  work, 
and  whether  these  men  will  be  employed 
within  a  reasonable  distance,  say  10  miles, 
of  their  homes  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  on  10th  October,  1892,  3,000  men 
were  requisitioned  from  other  districts 
and  formed  into  a  gang  of  workmeu  for 
the  province  of  Chirbin,  some  of  these 
men  being  employed  at  a  distance  of 
more  than  30  miles  from  their  homes  ; 
whether  the  compulsion  is  in  practice 
partly  by  personal  violence,  partly  by 
fine  and  imprisonment  ;  and  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that 
the  system  has  been  denounced  by  the 
present  Inspector  General  of  Irrigation 
as  giving  rise  to  bribery  and  fa- 
vouritism ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  custom  has  been 
for  the  peasants  to  supply  their  own  tools, 
build  their  booths,  which  consist  of  only 
a  few  bundles  of  millet  stalks,  and  pro- 
vide their  own  lanterns.  They  are  not 
generally  employed  far  from  their  homes. 
In  1892  the  Nile  rose  in  the  late  autumn 


to  an  abnormal  height,  and  it  was,  no 
doubt,,  necessary  to  resort  to  exceptional 
measures  in  order  to  cope  with  the  flood. 
If  personal  violence  is  ever  used  to  compel 
the  men  to  engage  in  the  work  it  is  not 
within  the  knowledge  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Government.  Isolated  cases  of  the  kind^ 
if  discovered,  would  probably  not  go  un- 
punished. There  are  two  Inspector 
Generals  of  Irrigation,  who  very  likely 
share  the  objections  of  other  Englishmen 
to  the  corvee  system,  and,  as  I  have 
already  explained,  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment has  begun  an  experiment  in  order 
to  find  out  under  what  conditions  and  at 
what  cost  it  could  be  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  LEGH  :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
Member  whether  it  is  not  the  case  that 
the  continuance  of  the  corvee  in  Egypt 
is  due  to  the  action  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  find  full  information  in  Lord  Cromer^s 
Annual  Reports  extending  over  a  number 
of  years,  and  I  cannot  add  anything  in 
reply  to  a  question. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  303.) 
CONSIDERATION.      [fIRST  NIGHT.] 

Rill,  as  amended,  considered. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  rose  to  move  a  new  clause. 
He  had  placed  two  clauses  on  the  Paper 
when  the  House  was  in  Committee,  but, 
owing  to  the  general  desire  expressed 
that  the  Committee  stage  should  be  con- 
cluded on  Monday  last,  he  did  not  trouble 
the  House  with  either,  although  he 
thought  they  related  to  a  very  important 
question.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  admitted  with  regard  to  Estate  Duty 
in  the  second  sub-section  of  Clause  5 
that 

"in  the  case  of  settled  property,  where  the 
interest  of  any  person  under  the  settlement 
fails  or  determines  by  reason  of  his  death  before 
it  becomes  an  interest  in  possession,  and  subse- 
quent  limitations  under  the  settlement  continue 
to  subsist,  the  property  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
pass  on  his  death." 

That  contained  the  principle  which  he 
desired  to  give  further  extension  to  in 
the  first  clause  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper.  It  contained  this  principle,  which 
he   thought  was  a  sound  one,  and  one 
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-which  should  commaDd  the  assent  of  the 
House  irrespective  of  Party — that  no 
Death  Duty  whether  in  the  nature  of  a 
duty  on  the  corpus  of  the  estate,  such  as 
the  Estate  Duty  was,  or  whether  a  Succes- 
sion Duty  or  Legacy  Duty  payable  by 
the  successor  or  legatee,  should  be  paid 
on  an  interest  in  expectancy  which  did 
not  come  into  possession.  Probably  the 
.  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  would  contend,  in  answer  to 
the  clause  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  with  regard  to  the  Estate 
Duty,  that  although  an  interest  in 
expectancy  might  not  fall  into  possession 
during  the  life  of  the  person  beneficially 
entitled  thereto,  yet  that  the  interest 
might  nevertheless  be  a  valuable  in- 
terest and  might  be  sold  in  some  cases, 
no  doubt,  for  a  very  considerable  sum. 
But  if  it  were  so  sold,  of  course  the 
money  received  and  left  by  the  per- 
son who  had  sold  it  would  become 
part  of  his  estate,  and  would  pay 
Estate  Duty  with  the  rest  of  his  estate. 
His  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beaches)  contention 
was  that  an  interest  which  that  person 
did  not  sell,  from  which  he  received  no 
pecuniary  benefit  whatever  or  any  advan- 
tage of  any  kind,  ought  not  to  bo  charged 
with  the  rest  of  the  estate  with  Estate 
Duty.  No  benefit  whatever  would  be 
received  because  the  man  did  not  come 
into  possession.  Practically  his  interest 
ceased  at  his  death.  Therefore,  it  was 
difficult  to  see — having  regard  to  Sub- 
section 2  of  Clause  3 — on  what  principle 
the  Government,  who  had  admitted  in  the 
clause  that  under  a  settlement  the  life 
interest  could  not  be  charged  to  Estate 
Duty  when  the  life  interest  did  not 
actually  come  into  possession,  could 
charge  the  interest  in  expectancy  with 
Estate  Duty  when  that  interest  did  not 
come  into  possession.  The  second  part 
of  the  clause  related  to  Sub-seciion  4  of 
Clause  7,  which  said — 

**  Where  an  estate  includes  an  interest  in  ex- 
pectancy, Estate  Duty  in  respect  of  that  interest 
shall  be  paid  at  the  option  of  the  person 
acoountable  for  the  duty,  either  with  the  duty 
on  the  rest  of  the  estate  or  when  the  interest 
falls  into  possession." 

If  his  clause  were  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment it  would  be  possible,  assuming 
the  Bill  to  stand  in  this  respect  as  it  did, 
that  the  duty  might  be  paid  with  the  duty 
on  the  rest  of  the  estate  on  this  interest 
in  expectancy  before  it  came  into  pos- 
session, and   it  might  never   come  into 

^    ^'^  M.  Hieks'Beack 


possession.     He,  therefore,  provided    in 

the  latter  part  of  the  clause  that  if  duty 

lijid   been  paid  under  Sub-section  4  of 

Clause  7, 

"the  Commissioners  shall  repay  such  duty 
(together  with  the  interest  thereon  at  the  rate 
of  three  pounds  per  contom  per  annum  from 
the  date  of  the  payment  thereof)  to  the  person 
who  paid  such  duty." 

New  Clause — 

(No  Estate  Duty  shall  be  paid  on  interest  in 
expectancy  before  it  falls  into  possession.) 
**  No  Estate  Duty  shall  be  payable  in  respect 
of  any  interest  in  expectancy  unless  such 
interest  falls  into  possession  during  the  life  of 
the  person  beneficially  entitled  thereto,  and  if 
there  shall  have  been  paid  with  the  duty  on  the 
rest  of  the  estate  any  duty  which  by  reason  of 
the  death  of  the  person  beneficially  entitled  to 
the  said  interest  before  it  falls  into  possession 
shall  not  be  payable,  the  Commissioners  shall 
repay  such  duty  (together  with  the  interest 
thereon  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds  per  centum 
per  annum  from  the  date  of  tne  payment 
thereof)  to  the  person  who  paid  such  auty." — 
{Sir  M.  Hirkt^Beoi^k.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.** 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  said,  the 
clause  would  involve  a  most  serious  in- 
fringement of  the  policy  of  the  Bill  with 
regard  to  the  taxation  of  property  pass- 
ing at  the  death  of  the  deceased.  Part 
of  the  property  passing  at  the  death 
might  consist  of  an  interest  in  expec- 
tancy, and  an  interest  in  expectancy 
might  be  of  an  extreme  marketable  value 
— might  be  worth  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds.  Indulgences  of  two  kinds 
had  undoubtedly  been  shown  to  interests 
in  expectancy  in  the  matter  of  taxatioa 
for  Estate  Duty.  In  the  first  place,  it 
was  optional  to  the  person  who  was  en- 
titled to  the  interest  in  expectancy  either 
to  pay  upon  the  present  value  or  to  wait 
until  the  time  came  when  the  interest 
became  an  interest  in  possession.  That 
was  a  very  important  exception  made 
with  regard  to  the  interests  in  expec- 
tancy, because  of  their  character  and  be* 
cause  it  might  be  difficult  at  the  moment 
to  get  the  money  for  the  purpose  of  pay- 
ing duty  upon  the  expectancy.  Another 
indulgence  was  shown  to  interests  in  ex- 
pectancy which  were  the  subjects  of 
settlement.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  asked  for  further  benefits  for  inte- 
rests in    expectancy.      An    illustration 
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was  better  than  an  argument  to  deal  with 
the  position  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
took  up.     Suppose  a  person  died  leaTing 
£100,000  in  cash,  and  also  leaving  an 
expeotancy  worth  £100,000.  They  would 
say,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  that 
expectancy  was  £200,000  on  the  death 
of  the  deceased.     He  left  three  sons,  and 
the  property  went  in  the  first  place  to 
the  eldest  son,  who  died  and  left  it  to  the 
second   son,    who    also    died    and    left 
it    to     the    third.       What     would     be 
the  effect  upon  these  two  classes  of  pro- 
perty ?     Under  the  proposed  new  clause 
the  effect   would  be  that   Estate  Duty 
would  be  payable  three  times  in  respect 
of  the  £100,000  cash,  but  not  in  respect 
of    interest    of    expectancy    until     the 
widow  died.     But  each  were  worth  the 
same ;  they  were  both  of  them  property 
in  every  sense  of  the  word  ;  they  were 
property  in  law,  and  might  be  turned  into 
enjoymentat  once,  and  he  must  say  that  he 
could  not  see  why,  merely  because  the  one 
was  in  the  eye  of  the  law  not  in  actual 
possession,  duty  should  not  be  payable 
on  the  actual  value.     He  thought  he  had 
treated    the   proposal   quite   fairly,   and 
trusted  hon.  Members  would  see  that  be 
had  drawn  an  accurate  comparison. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  he  must  submit  that  what  the  learned 
Solicitor  General  had  urged  conceded  the 
principle  of  his  right  hon.  Friend^s 
Amendment,  but  offered  no  remedy.  He 
would  like  to  point  out  that  his  learned 
Friend  had  only  deak  with  the  case  of 
a  man  who  chose  to  sell  and  reduce  into 
possession  the  reversion  or  expectancy, 
and  he  suggested  that  if  the  person  who 
would  become  entitled  to  £2oO,000  on  the 
death  of  the  widow  should  choose  to  turn 
it  into  money,  he  could  do  so,  and  ought 
to  pay.  If  that  was  the  real  case  which 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  desired  to 
meet,  it  could  be  met  at  once  by  an 
Amendment  to  the  clause,  suggesting  that 
if  an  expectancy  was  reduced  into  posses- 
sion by  sale  or  otherwise,  if  it  was  turned 
into  money,  then  the  Estate  Doty  was 
to  be  payable  on  the  value  realised.  He 
would  point  out  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  the  Opposition  in  several 
Amendments  of  a  kindred  character  which 
were  moved  in  Committee  admitted  that 
principle.  What  they  ventured  to  submit 
was  this :  that  supposing  the  individual 
did  not  turn  the  expectancy  into  money, 
and  never  got  any  benefit  from  it  at  all, 
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why  should  he  pay  the  Estate  Duty  ?    He 
would  like  to  add  a  little  corollary  to  the  • 
case  the  learned   Solicitor  General  had 
supposed.     He  accepted  the  position,  and 
would  not  argue  whether  it  was  just  or 
not,  but  let  them  suppose  that  the  un- 
fortunate   sons    who    died     had    never 
attempted  to  deal  with  the  expectancy, 
the  £200,000  which  was  only  to  fall  in 
on  the  death  of  the  widow,  that  they  had 
not  got  a  single  penny-piece.     Yet  each 
of  their  estates  was  to  pay  not  only  on 
the  £100,000  value,  but  on  the  increased 
value,   because    they   would    be    worth 
more  when  the  eldest  son  and  the  second 
son  died,  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  there 
would  be  more  vears  left  of  the  widow^s 
life.     He  wanted  to  know  where  was  the 
equity  and  justice  of  causing  the  three 
sons,  who  had  never  received  one  penny 
of  benefit  from  the  property,  who  had 
not  reduced   it   into   possession,  to  pay 
three  estate  duties  ?     That  brought  out 
in  strong  relief  the  injustice  of  putting  in 
the  same  category  property  which  was  in 
possession  and  property  which  was  not 
reduced   into   possession.     He  must  re- 
spectfully protest  against  the  suggestion 
that  there  had  been  inserted  in  the  Bill, 
with  regard  to  the  two  classes  of  excep- 
tion referred  to  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  favour.    The 
word   "favour"  applied    to   these   par- 
ticular    provisions     was     a     misnomer 
altogether.     He  did  not  think   the  Go- 
vernment had  gone  far  enough ;  certainly, 
they  had  not  done  more  than  was  just. 
The  Government  had  no  right  to  show 
favour  ;  they  should  hold  an  equal  hand. 
The  provisions  alluded  to  were  not  in- 
serted as  a  matter  of  favour,  but  because 
Her  Majesty's   Government   could    not 
deny  the  justice  of  the  case.     They  were 
entitled  to  say   upon   this   Amendment 
that  exactly  the  same  injustice  would  be 
perpetrated  if  the    Government   caused 
people  who  did  not  get  a  penny-piece 
from  the  expectancy  to  pay  as  if  they 
had  turned  the  property  into  money.   He 
submitted  that  the  Solicitor  General  had 
in  no  way  answered  the  argument  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, and   he  hoped  the  House  would 
support  the  new  clause. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  said,  the  hon,  and 
learned.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  said  very  truly  that  the  Government 
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had  no  right  to  favour  aoyoDO.  He  him* 
delf  would  ask,  why  should  expectants 
be  favoured  rather  than  anybody  else  ? 
There  were  certain  difficulties,  no  doubt, 
inherent  in  the  nature  of  expectancies 
for  which  provisions  ought  to  be  made, 
and  those  provisions  had  been  made. 
For  instance,  they  postponed  payment 
for  their  convenience,  and,  in  the  case 
where  the  expectancy  was  not  a  real 
vested  interest,  they  had  provided  by  the 
clause  already  referred  to  that  if  it  failed 
the  individual  would  be  let  off  altogether. 
The  case  was,  however,  not  the  same  as 
the  one  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  put 
before  them.  Where  the  individual  had 
the  power  to  bring  his  expectancy  into 
possession,  but  did  not  do  so,  he,  for  all 
that,  received  a  benefit  from  it  as  forming 
at  will  a  convertible  asset,  and  passing  on 
his  death  to  other  members  of  his  family. 
It  could  not  be  said  to  differ  for  the 
present  purpose  from  property  in  posses- 
sion, or,  if  it  arose  out  of  real  estate,  was 
indistinguishable  from  a  vested  interest. 
It  must  always  be  remembered  that  an 
expectancy  could  not  arise  except  the 
property  it  related  to  was  bound  in  some 
-way  or  other.  In  other  words,  if  there 
ivas  an  expectancy  there  must  be  some 
document  that  created  it.  They  had 
affirmed  the  principle  before;  they  had 
not  allowed  it  to  be  said  that  they  taxed 
real  estate  upon  the  present  actual  income 
derived  from  it,  for  they  took  into  con- 
sideration all  the  expectant  value  that  it 
might  have.  They  had  discussed  this 
matter  over  and  over  again,  and  he  did 
not  think  there  was  anything  new  in  it. 
They  charged  a  man  who  was  the  owner 
oi  real  estate  whether  the  value  or  the 
greater  part  of  the  value  of  the  property 
was  a  value  in  expectancy  or  not.  It 
vas  strictly  analogous  to  this  case,  and 
if  they  were  to  give  up  this  point  tliey 
would  be  entirely  running  counter  to 
^hat  they  had  done.  If  a  man  had  a 
bag  of  gold  he  would  be  able  to  dispose 
of  it  in  favour  of  other  members  of  his 
family.  lie  could  not  see  the  difference 
betweeu  the  expe<^nt  value  under  dis- 
cussion and  a  bag  of  gold  which  a  man 
did  not  spend.  That  bag  of  gold  would 
go  to  his  descendants,  but  he 
might  have  had  the  money  at  any 
moment  of  his  life.  It  would  be  an 
anomaly  altogether  to  allow  this  free- 
dom from  duty  simply  because  the  pro- 
party,  though  of  great  present  marketable 
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value,  was  allowed  to  ripen  to  As  ful 
value  until  it  fell  into  possession. 

Mb.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
said,  there  was  another  difficulty  not  yet 
met  by  the  Government.  The  interests 
in  expectancies,  which  were,  in  point  of 
fact,  contingent  interests,  might  never 
come  into  possession  at  all.  There  were 
a  large  number  of  interests  of  this  de* 
scrip tion  which  were  at  present  of  com- 
paratively small  value,  but  which  might 
be  of  more  value  as  years  went  on,  and 
might  turn  out  to  be  of  no  benefit  at  all 
to  the  person  to  whom  they  wore  origi- 
nally given.  Some  of  those  interests  were 
absolutely  unsaleable,  and  could  not  be 
mortgaged  ;  it  therefore  appeared  to  be 
unjust  that  a  man  should  be  taxed  on  a 
contingent  interest  independent,  not  upon 
the  happening  of  a  death,  but  of  some 
future  event  which  might  or  might  not 
take  place.  In  nine  cases  out  of  ten 
that  was  practically  an  unsaleable  thing, 
and  a  thing  upon  which  money  could  not 
be  raised.  He  submitted  that  this  was 
a  sufficient  reason  for  a  part  of  the  argu- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend  who  had 
moved  the  clause. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  was  understood 
to  say  that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  practically  an  ad- 
mission of  the  argument  of  the  Govern- 
ment against  the  Amendment.  If  the 
interest  were  not  saleable  there  would 
not  be  any  charge  upon  it  at  all,  as  they 
only  charged  upon  saleable  value.  That 
would  meet  the  substance  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  proposed  clause  raised  a 
new  principle,  because  those  expec- 
tancies were  now  practically  charged 
under  probate.  If  they  were  to  open 
this  door  everything  that  was  not  taken 
at  its  full  present  value,  such  as  building 
land,  would  be  let  out.  If  a  thing  was 
saleable  it  ought  to  be  charged.  A  man 
might  not  sell  it  any  more  than  he  might 
sell  his  diamonds ;  but  any  realisable 
value  which  a  man  possessed  ought  to 
be  charged  against  the  estate  under  the 
Estate  Duty.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fully  appre- 
ciated the  enormous  loss  to  the  Revenue 
which  would  result  from  the  adoption  of 
a  principle  of  this  kind,  not  only  with 
reference  to  the  Estate  Duty^  bitt  with 
reference  to  the  Probate  Duty. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man,  in  the  illustration  he  had  given. 
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rather  leading  the  Houne  astray,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that   his  argument  was 
verjr  an/air.       The  possessor  of  a  bag  of 
gold  or  of  diamonds  could  make  use  of 
(hose  commodities  at  once,  but  the  pos- 
ac«sor  of  a  contingent  expectancy  would 
be  driTen  into  making  a  ruinous  bargain, 
perhaps  with  usurers,  in  order  to  dispose  of 
It  at^the  ordinary  fair  marketable  value. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  perfectly 
well  that  the  purchase  of  a  reversion  of 
this  kind  was  a  class  of  business   which 
was  to  a  large  extent  in  the  hands  of 
persons  who  did  not  bear  the   best   of 
reputes.     The  new  clause  seemed  to  him 
extremely  fair,  because  it  did  not  inter- 
fere with  the  principle  that  every  person 
was  to  pay  on  what  he  inherited.     He 
hoped  the  House  would  support  his  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  sftid,  he  wished  to  call  attention 
to  the  contradictory  positions  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  former  told  them 
that  an  expectancy  could  only  possibly 
arise  under  a  settlement,  whereas  the 
Iatt4»r  told  them  that  Probate  Duty  was 
payable  on  expectancies.  Now,  as  no 
rrobate  Duty  was  payable  under  settle- 
ments, and  only  under  wills,  he  did  not 
see  how  these  two  statements  could  l)e  re- 
coQciled. 

Sir  W.  IIARCOURT:  Is  not  the 
hon.  Member  aware  that  settlements  arc 
made  by  wills  as  well  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
was  aware  of  that,  but  apparently  the 
Attorney  General  was  not.  All  this 
trouble  arose  from  the  fact  that  the  Go- 
Temment  had  departed  from  the  old  prin- 
ciple embodied  m  the  Succession  Duty 
Act.  The  Government  might  just  as 
well,  in  imposing  a  tax  on  apple  tn.*c!<, 
tax  the  pip  when  it  was  put  into  the 
ground  because  some  day  it  would  grow 
into  an  apple  tree.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  cit(Hl  the  case  of 
Toxt«th  Park,  and  ha4l  said  that  no  duty 
was  charged  upon  it,  although  it  sold  for 
a  large  sum  of  money  :  but  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  refraine<l  from  telling 
(he  House  that  it  was  admittoil  by  the 
Department  at  the  time  the  duty  was 
6rst  claimed  that  the  land  itself  had  no 
value,  and  therefore  it  was  perfectly  right 
that  no  dutv  was  charge<l. 

Sir  W.  rtARCOURT  said,  it  was  not 
Toxteth  Park,  but  the  foreshore  of  the 


Mersey.  It  was  admitted  that  it  did  not 
pay  income,  though  the  foreshore  was  of 
immense  value. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it  was 
admitted  that  the  estate  had  no  value. 
He  must  refer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  report  of  the  case.  He  really 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  complain 
of  the  way  they  were  called  upon  to 
discuss  these  new  clauses  which  were  put 
down 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
would,  then,  only  say  that  they  were 
called  ui>on  to  discuss  them  under  dis- 
advantageous circumstances,  because  of 
the  purposely-adopted  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  the  Chancellor 
of    the    Exchequer    and    the    Solicitor 
(leneral  objected  to  the  proposed  clause 
because  they  said  that  these  reversionary 
interests  could  be  sold  or  money  borrowed 
upon  them.      That  might  be  true  ;    but 
when  he    ventured    to  bring  forward  a 
similar  Amendment  in  Committee,  pro- 
viding that  in  the  case  of  a  reversionary 
interest  being  sold  or  money  borrowed 
upon  it,  then  duty  should  be  payable,  it 
was  objected  to  because  it  was  said  the 
duty  must  always  be  paid,  as  the  rever- 
sion had  some  sort  of  secret  value  which 
might  some  day  bi>  realised.       If  they 
made  the  taxation  of  these  reversionary 
interests  so  high  as  was  proposed  by  the 
Bill  it  would  become  impossible  for  any- 
body but  rich  men  to  hold  them.      Take 
this   case :     the   reversion    of   a    house 
worth  £20,000.     It   was  held  on  £5  a 
year  ground  rent,  and  the  reversion,  at 
the  present  time,  having  40  years  to  run, 
was  worth  £5,000.      As  it  hap|>ened  the 
house  he  had   in   hi^  mind   was  the  pro- 
perty of  a  millionaire,  so  that  the  Estate 
Duty  would  be  8  per  cent.    There  would 
l>e  a  duty  of  £400  payable  on  that  house 
when    the  present    owner  dropped,  and 
yet  for  40  or  50  years  he  would  only 
enjoy  £5  a  year  from  it.     It  was  obvious 
that'if  the  house  were  held   by  anybody 
but  a  rich   man    he   could  not   |K>ssibly 
enjoy  that  reversion,  but  would  bt»  obliged 
to  sell  it,  l)ecause  he  could  not  afford  to 
pay    the   -urn   of  £400,   or   nearly   100 
years*    purchase,     on     account    of    the 
reversionary  value.       Every  Uw  which 
tendcnl  to  the  concentration  of  the«e  pro- 
perties  into  few  hands  was  most  detri- 
mental, and  the  only  possible  result  of 
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terests,  must  be  that  thej  most  either  be 
sold  to  insurance  or  other  companies  or 
must  be  held  bj  rich  people.  It  was  a 
monstrous  thing  to  make  it  unpossible 
for  people,  unless  thej  were  rich,  to  hold 
these  properties,  and  to  make  it  compul- 
sory that  these  properties  should  be  sold 
to  Insurance  Companies  and  rich  people. 
He  supported  this  new  clause,  because 
he  thought  it  was  only  equitable,  and 
although  they  were  going  to  tax  all  these 
properties  on  their  gross  value,  surely 
they  might  fairly  lay  down  the  rule  that 
only  those  properties  which  were  really 
of  tangible  value  to  people  should  pay 
this  duty*  It  certainly  never  was  con- 
templated that  the  taxation  should 
fall  upon  people  who  were  only, 
as  it  were,  a  sort  of  pipe  through  which 
the  property  went  to  those  who  inherited 
it.  If  they  were  going  to  make  these 
people  pay  heavy  duties  for  property 
from  which  they  derived  no  benefit, 
simply  because  some  generations  hence 
their  descendants  would  inherit  it,  they 
would  inflict  a  great  injury  and  wrong 
upon  them. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  com- 
pared these  unrealised  interests  in  ex- 
pectancy to  the  possession  of  diamonds 
or  pictures  which  brought  in  no  income. 
They  did  resemble  them  in  that  respect 
but  they  differed  from  diamonds  and  pic- 
tures in  the  fact  that  there  was  no  present 
enjoyment  from  the  unrealised  reversions. 
That  was  a  fundamental  distinction 
which  went  to  the  very  root  of  the 
Amendment.  He  felt  a  doubt  with  re- 
gard to  the  bearing  of  Sub-section  4  of 
Clause  7  of  the  Bill  on  the  question 
raised  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  desired  to  stop  what 
he  could  not  help  but  regard  as  a  breach 
of  fundamental  equity  in  this  Bill — 
namely,  the  provision  by  which  a  man 
was  taxed  upon  that  which  he  never 
enjoyed.  He  understood  that  Sub- 
section 4  of  Clause  7  was  intended  iu 
part,  at  all  events,  to  meet  that  particular 
case.     It  stated  that — 

'*  Where  an  estate  includes  an  interest  in  ex- 
pectancv,  Estate'  Duty  in  respect  to  that  inte- 
rest  shall  be  paid  at  the  option  of  the  person 
accountable  either  with  the  duty  on  the  rest 
of  the  estate  or  when  the  interest  falla  into 
possession." 

So  far  the  words  seemed  quite  clear. 
He  wanted  to  know  whether  they  carried 
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interest  in  expectancy  which  did  not  fait 
into  possession  during  the  life  of  the 
person  who  succeeded  the  original  testa- 
tor or  settlor,  the  duty  would  be  paid 
at  all,  supposing  his  option  was  to  defer 
the  payment  until  the  expectancy  did 
fall  into  possession.  If  the  true  inter- 
pretation of  Clause  7,  Sub-section  4,  .waa 
that  where  a  man  elected  to  defer  the 
payment  of  the  tax  on  an  expectancy 
until  the  expectancy  was  realised,  and  if 
they  were  to  take  that  statement  as 
carrying  with  it  the  conclusion  that  if  it 
never  fell  into  possession  during  his  life- 
time he  would  not  be  called  upon  to  pay 
at  all,  then  he  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  case  would  be  entirely  met,  and 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  press  the 
clause  to  a  Division,  his  object  being  car- 
ried out  by  Clause  7,  Sub-section  4,  as 
so  interpreted.  But  he  might  be  wrong 
in  thinking  that  was  the  interpretation^ 
atid  the  interpretation  of  the  Government 
might  be  that  the  duty  thus  remaining 
unpaid  was  to  be  charged  on  the  estate^ 
going  on  through  any  number  of  lives,, 
however  many  lives  there  might  be  falling 
in  before  the  expectancy  was  realised. 
If  that  were  the  interpretation  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  their  own  clause  he  thought 
that  obviously  there  was  a  great  inequity 
in  the  Bill  which  they  hoped  to  remedy^ 
and  he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
divide.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Go- 
vernment could  assure  them  that  the  maD 
who  never  enjoyed  an  expectancy  was 
not  to  be  asked  to  pay  on  that  expec- 
tancy, and  his  estate  charged  as  if  he 
enjoyed  it,  then  all  they  desired  would 
be  carried  out,  and  '  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  trouble  the  House  to  divide 
upon  it. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Undoubtedly  a  man 
may  die  before  the  expectancy  is  realised^ 
but  that  does  not  get  rid  of  the  responsi- 
bility. He  may  not  be  made  personally 
to  pay  because  he  is  dead  ;  but  his  estate 
will  be  liable,  and  his  expectancy  will  be 
liable,  and  the  duty  will  be  payable  whe- 
ther he  lives  or  dies. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  May  I  ask, 
as  a  corollary  to  that  question,  will  not 
the  result  be  this  :  If  a  man  dies  before 
he  has  enjoyed  the  interest  in  expect- 
ancy, having  opted  to  pay  that  duty 
when  that  interest  falls  iu,then  the  unpaid 
duty  will  remain  a  charge  upon  that 
estate,  and  will  have  to  be  paid  perhaps 
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with  two  or  three  other  duties  bj  some 
AQbseqaent  person  who  will  eveDtualljr 
•come  into  the  interest,  so  that  the  dutj 
will  be  paid  several  times  over  because  of 
the  several  interests  into  which  the  estate 
if  split  up  ? 

Sib  J.  BIGBY  :   It  will  be  like  any 
other  property  or  anj  other  estate. 

Question  put. 

The  Honse  divided  :— Ayes  130  ;  Noes 
189.— (Division  List,  No.  152.) 

•Sib  M.  hicks-beach  moved  the 
following  new  clause  : — 

<Legacj  and  Succewioa  Dutio*  oq  interestH  in 
expectancj  in  certain  canes.) 

"  Where  an  interest  in  expectancy  in  any  real 
or  personal  property  t4»  which  any  pernon  Hhall 
beonme  entitled  on  any  death  shall,  before  sach 
iotereat  fall*  into  poMosaion,  have  pameil  by 
ffvaaon  of  death  to  any  other  person  or  pen«>n«, 
then  one  Legacy  or  Succetwiori  Duty  only  shall 
be  pail  I  in  respect  of  such  interest,  and  Hnall  be 
doe  from  the  person  who  fihall  first  become 
entitled  to  tach  property  in  ^tossefwion.  but  such 
duty  Mhail  be  at  the  highest  rate  which,  if  CTcry 
rach  person  luul  been  subject  to  duty,  would 
haye  been  payable  by  any  one  of  them. 

He  said,,  this  clause  did  not  relate  at  all 
to  the  Estate  Duty,  and  therefore  stood  on 
quite  a  different  footing  to  the  clause 
which  the  House  had  just  negatived.  It 
dealt  with  the  same  subject — namely,  the 
payment  of  cumulati\o  duties  in  case^^ 
where  the  interest  had  not  come  into 
possession,  but  it  was  based  on  a  very  much 
stronger  argumeo  t  than  that  of  the  pre v  ious 
clause,  l>ecause  the  Government,  with  re- 
gmrd  to  the  Estate  Duty,  had  contended  all 
along  that  that  was  a  duty  chargeable  on 
the  corpus  of  the  estate  of  the  deceased  and 
not  upon  the  interest  taken  by  the  succes- 
sor or  legatee.  The  Succession  and  Legacy 
Duties  were  duties  charged  upon  the 
interest  taken  by  the  successor  or  legatee, 
and  therefore,  although  the  Government 
might  contend  that  it  was  right  and 
necessary  that  the  Estnte  Duties  should 
be  cumulative  where  an  interest  in  ex- 
pectancy had  not  come  into  possession,  he 
did  not  think  it  was  possible  for  them  to 
contend  that  the  Succession  or  Legacy 
Duty  ought  in  any  fairness  to  1>g  cumu- 
lative under  similar  cin^umHtancos.  Of 
course,  neither  the  successor  nor  the 
legatee  took  anything  but  the  interest  to 
which  he  succeeded  by  his  succession  or 
legacy.  It  made  not  the  smallest  differ- 
ence to  him  whether  the  succession  or 
the  legacy  had  nominally,  though  not 
Acttially,    passed    through    half-a-dozen 


people  before  him  or  not.  WTiat  he  took 
was  the  particular  thing  to  which  he 
succeeded  or  which  was  left  to  him,  and 
therefore  he  ought  not,  in  common  fair- 
ness, to  pay  duty  more  than  once  on  that 
to  which  he  succce<led.  As  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  had 
already  pointed  out,  that  priuciple  was 
completely  recognise<l  in  the  Succession 
Duty  Act  of  1853.  Under  that  Act  and 
the  existing  law  a  single  duty  only  was 
payable  in  respect  to  any  succession 
which  liefore  it  fell  into  possession  de- 
volved to  a  new  successor.  This  was 
effected  in  the  case  of  personalty  by  a 
special  clause  in  the  Succession  Duty 
Act,  which  he  had  practically  copied  in 
the  clause  he  now  proposed,  and,  with 
respect  to  realty,  by  the  nature  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Succession  Duty  Act 
itself.  Of  course,  the  House  was  aware 
that  under  the  provisions  of  the  Succes- 
sion Duty  Act,  as  it  stood  at  the  present 
moment,  the  succession  to  real  property 
could  only  l>e a  succession  to  a  life  interest ; 
that  the  value  of  the  succession  was  calcu- 
lated on  the  capitalisation  of  so  many 
years'  purchase  of  the  annual  value  of 
that  life  interest,  and  therefore  until  the 
interest  in  any  realty  which  was  liable  to 
Successiou  Duty  came  into  possession  it 
was  impossible  that  any  Succession  Duty 
could  l>e  chargeable.  In  tlie  first  place, 
he  was  advised  that  so  far  as  regarded 
realty  which  was  liable  to  the  Succes- 
sion Duty,  the  liability  to  cumulative 
duties  would  be  impelled,  though,  he 
tliousrht,  not  intentionally  imposed  by 
the  provision  in  this  Bill,  which  stated 
that  where  a  person  was  competent  to 
dispose  of  an  estate  he  was  to  be 
charged  Succession  Duty  on  the  principal 
value,  and  not  on  his  life  interest.  He 
knew  that  certain  words  had  been  in- 
serted in  the  clause  on  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Meml)er  for  the  Isle 
of  Wight  to  meet  that  point,  but  ho  would 
venture  to  submit  to  the  Government 
that  as  Clause  18  now  stood  that  point 
was  not  met.     The  clause  stated — 

*♦  The  value  ft>r  the  porpfise  of  the  Suw-vasi** 
Duly  Hhall,  where  the  suoceoaur  U  competent 
u^  illsiKwe  of  the  pn)pcrtY,  l>c  the  principal 
ralnc  of  the  property,  and  doty  shall  bo  ohar^fe- 1 
thereon.** 

And  then  the  clause  went  on  to  hay  that 
the  duty  should  be  payable  with  interest 
from  the  expiration  of  12  months 
after  the  date  upon  wbich  the  successor 
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became  entitled  to  possessioD  od  sue- 
cessioQ.  He  fancied  it  would  be  con- 
tended that  those  words,  limiting  the 
payment  of  interest  to  the  date  from  the 
expiration  of  12  months  after  the  date 
on  which  the  successor  became  entitled 
in  succession  to  possession,  would  also  pre- 
vent the  Succession  Duty  being  charged 
in  a  case  where  the  successor  never  be- 
came entitled  in  succession  to  possession. 
But  he  would  venture  to  submit  that 
these  latter  words  solely  related  to  the 
payment  of  the  instalments  and  to  the 
date  from  which  interest  had  become 
payable,  and  that  the  duty  was  charged 
by  the  first  few  lines  of  the  clause  which 
stated  that  the  value, 

•'Where  the  successor  ia  competent  toilispose 
of  the  property,  shall  be  the  principal  value  of 
the  property," 

and  therefore  if  the  Government  did  not 
accept  this  clause  it  would  be  necessary 
on  Clause  18  to  insert  some  additional 
words  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  the 
Succession  Duty  when  charged  on  the 
principal  value,  as  provided  by  the  first 
few  lines  of  the  clause,  should  not  be 
charged  until  the  interest  came  into  pos- 
session. That  was  what  he  proposed  with 
regard  to  the  Succession  Duty,  simply 
to  leave  the  law  as  regarded  cumulative 
payments  of  duty  on  its  present  footing 
and  to  secure  that  there  should  be  no 
Succession  Duty  charged  where  the 
interest  did  not  actually  come  into 
possession  either  on  realty  or  on 
personalty.  He  came  to  the  other  and 
more  important  portion  of  his  clause 
which  dealt  with  the  Legacy  Duty,  He 
ventured  to  submit  to  the  House  that 
there  was  nothing — and  he  did 
not  think  there  ever  had  been — 
more  anomalous  or  more  unfair  in 
their  present  system  of  Death  Duties 
than  the  way  in  which  cumulative  duties 
were  charged  with  regard  to  the  Legacy 
Duty,  although  they  were  not  charged 
with  regard  to  the  Succession  Duty.  He 
was  not  now  contending  for  hind  as 
rjrainst  other  property,  or  for  realty  as 
against  personalty.  He  was  only  asking 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
when  he  put  realty  and  personalty  on  an 
equal  footing  with  regard  to  the  Death 
Duties,  should  place  them  on  an  equal 
footing  with  regard  to  the  non-payment 
of  cumulative  duties  in  the  case  of  Legacy 
and  Succession  Duty.  He  need  not  dwell 
on  the  administrative  difficulties  that  had 

Sir  M.  Hicki'Beaeh 


resulted  from  the  present  state  of  the  law. 
It  might  often  happen  that  a  life  interest 
in  a  legacy  would  exist  for  60  or  more 
years,  and  that  the  original  legatees, 
when  that  life  interest  had  ceased, 
and  the  time  came  for  the  payment  of 
the  duty,  might  be  dead,  and  it  might  be 
impossible  to  trace  their  executors  and 
heirs.  Consequently,  there  had  been 
enormous  difficulties  in  the  admiBisira- 
tiou  of  tlie  Legacy  Duty  owing  to  the 
cumulative  system.  But  he  would  like  to 
quote  one  example  well  known  to  lawyers 
which  showed  the  extreme  unfairness  to 
the  legatee  of  the  present  system.  He 
referred  to  the  decided  case  of  "  The 
Attorney  General  r.  Maxwell."  These 
were  the  circumstances :  A  person,  whom 
he  would  call  A,  settled  £16,000  on  him- 
self and  wife  (whom  he  would  call  B) 
successively  for  life,  and  then  for  younger 
children  in  equal  shares,  and  in  the  event 
(which  happened)  of  all  such  children 
dying  before  they  reached  the  age  of  21, 
on  himself  absolutely.  He  died  intestate^ 
leaving  a  wife,  B,  and  three  children,  C> 
D,  and  E,  surviving  him.  The  three 
children  were  the  sole  next-of-kin,  the 
wife  being  barred  by  settlement.  But  all 
three  children  died  while  under  age  and 
intestate,  and  last  of  all  the  wife  died 
leaving  another  person,  whom  he  would 
call  F,  as  universal  legatee  and  executor, 
in  whom  the  settled  fund  became  vested 
in  possession.  F  thereupon  had  to  pay 
Legacy  Duty — first,  on  the  devolution  of 
the  entire  fund  from  A  to  the  three 
children  ;  secondly,  on  the  devolution  of 
the  share  of  C,  who  died  next,  to  B,  D, 
and  £ ;  thirdly,  on  the  devolution  of  the 
share  of  D,  who  died  next,  to  B  and  E  ; 
fourthly,  on  the  devolution  of  the  share 
of  E,  who  died  next,  to  B  ;  and,  fifthly, 
on  the  whole  fund  as  passing  under  the 
mother's  will  to  the  executor  and  legatee. 
The  property  passing  under  each  of  the 
first  four  devolutions  was  solely  ao 
interest  in  expectancy  which  never  came 
into  possesnion,  and  yet  the  legatee  had 
to  make  no  fewer  than  five  payments  of 
Legacy  Duty.  Nothing  could  more 
strongly  prove  the  extreme  unfairness  of 
the  law.  It  had  always  been  asserted 
that  one  of  the  principal  objects  of  this 
Budget  was  to  do  away  with  anomalies 
such  as  these,  and  to  place  realty  and 
personalty  on  an  equal  footing  as  regarded 
the  payment  of  Death  Duties.  But  tho 
right   hon.  Gentleman    had  not    placed 
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them  oo  an  equal  footing  with  re-' 
spect  to  the  pajmoDt  of  cumulative 
dutiefl,  nor  could  there  be  aajthing  like 
equality  so  long  as  this  gross  injustice  on 
personalty  was  allowed.  He  ventured  to 
submit  that  in  common  fairness  to  future 
legatees,  in  order  to  place  them  on  an 
equal  footing  with  successors  to  realty, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought 
to  do  away  with  the  iniquitous  proceeding 
by  which  as  many  as  five,  or  even  ten, 
cumulative  Legacy  Duties  might  be 
charged  upon  the  unfortunate  legatee  who 
would  ultimately  benefit  by  the  legacy 
simply  because  that  legacy  had  come  to 
him  through  half-a»dozen  or  more  persons 
who  never  enjoyed  it  at  all.  This  was  a 
very  complicated  matter,  and  not  being 
by  profession  a  lawyer  he  had  felt  some- 
what diffident  in  bringing  it  forward  ;  but 
he  was  so  much  struck  with  the  injustice 
during  tbe  short  time  he  was  connected 
with  the  Treasury  as  Cbaucellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  he  made  up  his  mind  to 
bring  it  forward  whenever  opportunity 
offered. 

New  Clause — 

(Legacy  an<l  Succession  Duties  on  interests  in 
expectancy  in  certain  cases.) 

"  Where  an  interest  in  expectancy  in  any  real 
or  personal  property  to  which  any  person  shall 
become  entitled  on  any  death  shall,  before  such 
interest  falls  into  possession,  have  passed  by 
reason  of  death  to  any  other  person  or  persons, 
then  one  Legacy  or  Succession  Duty  only  shall 
be  paid  in  respect  of  such  interest,  and  shall  be 
due  from  the  person  who  shall  first  become  en- 
titled to  such  property  in  possession,  but  such 
duty  shall  be  at  the  highest  rate  which,  if  every 
such  person  had  been  subject  to  duty,  would 
have  >)een  payable  by  any  one  of  them." — (Sir 
M,  fffclu- Beach.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  tbe  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  a  great  deal  was 
heard  about  the  unfortunate  people  who 
had  to  pay  these  duties  ;  they  ought 
rather  to  be  considered  fortunate  people 
w^ho  had  any  property  on  which  to  pay 
them.  The  unfortunate  legatee  who 
could  not  by  possibility  have  got  his 
legacy,  but  for  the  testamentary  disposi* 
tions  of  A,  B,  C,  and  D,  was  set  up  as  a 
sort  of  financial  martyr,  because  he  had 
secured  the  goodwill  of  each  one  of  those 
persons  in  succession. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  not  so. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  if  it  were  not  so^ 
he  did  not  understand  the  case.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wish  there  should 
be  only  one  Legacy  Duty  pai<l,  although 
the  property  passed  under  the  wills  of 
A,  B,  G,  and  D  successively  ? 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  In  the 
case  cited  there  was  no  will  at  all.  The 
money  was  settled  ;  but  as  it  was  left  in 
equal  shares  for  life  to  the  children,  it 
bad  to  be  traced  through  them. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  had  often 
heard  it  remarked — and  with  truth — that 
no  one  was  so  technical  as  a  layman. 
This  was  a  pure  technicality.  It  was  a 
well*uuder8tood  rule  in  law  that  intestacy 
was  a  statutory  will.  Hon.  Members 
surely  could  not  suppose  he  had  for- 
gotten all  his  law.  The  legatee  came 
into  this  property  through  the  wills — not 
necessarily  the  written  wills — of  A,  B,  C> 
and  D,  any  one  of  whom  might  have  de- 
prived him  of  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  How  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  By  giving  it  to  some- 
one else.  This  was  another  illustration 
of  the  method  in  which  right  hon.  uud 
hon.  Members  supported  the  Amend- 
ments they  brought  forward.  They  took 
a  general  rule,  and  then  selected  hard 
cases  arising  under  it.  There  would 
always  be  hard  cases  under  general  rules. 
It  was  conceivable  that  half-a-dozen 
owners  with  fee  simple  in  succession 
might  die  within  a  week,  but  if  they  were 
to  make  exceptions  in  all  such  cases  they 
would  bave  to  make  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  exceptions  ;  they  would  be  dis- 
cussing the  Bill  for  years,  and  eventually 
they  would  produce  a  measure  perfectly 
unworkable.  For  100  years  past  the 
rule  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  with  regard  to  Legacy  Duty 
had  existed.  Probate  Duty  and  Adminis- 
tration Duty  had  always  been  payable, 
however  frequent  the  devolution  miglt 
be,  because  there  was  no  principle  they 
could  seize,  upon  to  relieve  them.  They 
must  take  the  average  cases,  although 
undoubtedly  there  might  be  individual 
instances  of  what  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
called  hardship  on  the  ultimate  receiver. 
This  was  not  a  Bill  to  alter  the  Legacy 
Duty  Act,  and,  even  if  it  was,  the  pro* 
posal  in  the  Amendment  did  not  point  the 
direction  in  which  they  should  alter  it  at 
all.  The  Amendment  involved  the- 
fallacy  of  supposing  that  because  thepro«> 
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perty  could  not  be  got  at  Id  specie  it  coald 
not  be  enjoyed  at  all. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  was  no  doubt  correct  when  he 
told  them  that  intestacies  must  rank  in 
the  same  category  as  wills,  but 
he  had  failed  to  deal  with  the 
case  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Bristol,  in 
which  a  number  of  remaindermen  had 
died  one  after  the  other  without  ever 
coming  into  the  inheritance.  He  had 
told  them  that  the  person  who  eventu- 
ally succeeded  had  derived  advantages 
from  the  good  will  and  benevolent  inten- 
tions of  those  who  had  died  just  as  much 
as  if  they  had  made  him  their  heir  by 
written  will.  He  told  them  that  each 
one  of  these  persons  had  conferred  an 
advantage  on  the  eventual. legatee,  but 
how  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  By  dying. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  supplied 
the  link  which  was  entirely  wanting  in 
the  argument  of  the  Attorney  General. 
Although  they  were  told  that  hard  cases 
might  occur,  he  would  affirm  that  if  any 
so  hard  as  that  put  by  the  Attorney 
General,  of  several  successors  dying  in  a 
week,  really  did  occur,  and  if  Succession 
Duty  were  known  to  be  levied  on  each 
death,  the  public  conscience  would  rebel 
against  such  an  iniquity.  The  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  indeed 
any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  would 
not  allow  it  to  be  paid  ;  and  if  such  a  case 
were  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  Par- 
liament, that  would  prevent  the  duty 
being  paid,  or,  if  it  had  been  paid,  would 
lead  to  its  being  refunded.  A  case  of 
hardship  which  bad  already  occurred  had 
been  mentioned,  and  in  view  of  the 
possible  recnrrence  of  such  cases,  he 
trusted  the  House,  despite  the  statement 
of  the  Attorney  General  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  meet  them,  would  deal  with 
the  matter  in  a  practical  and  equitable 
spirit. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  supplied  an  answer 
U>  his  own  argument  by  assuming  that  if 
an  extreme  case  really  occorred  Parlia- 
ment would  not  be  indisposed  to  grant  a 
remedy. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  was,  of  course, 
referring  not  to  the  case  quoted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Member  for 


West  Bristol,  but  to  that  put  forward  by 
the  Attorney  General  of  different  persons 
succeeding  to  a  property  dying  within 
a  week.  I  said  the  public  conscience 
would  revolt  at  that. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  law  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bristol  referred  had  been  in 
force  for  more  than  100  years,  and 
if  any  cases  of  practical  hardship  had 
occurred  a  remeily  would  have  been  de- 
manded long  ago.  The  fact  was,  these 
extreme  cases  were  very  exceptional,  and 
they  could  not  be  legislated  for.  What 
it  practically  came  to  was  that  the  last 
survivor  had  to  pay  for  the  benefit  which 
he  received  by  the  extinction  of  inter- 
mediate interests  upon  which  Legacy 
Duty  was  properly  payable.  That  had 
been  the  principle  of  the  Legacy  Duty 
which  had  stood  fire  for  100  years,  and 
he  was  not  prepared  to  alter  that  prin- 
ciple now ;  and,  therefore,  he  could  not 
accept  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  brief  and  intelligible,  and  the  only 
criticism  he  would  make  upon  it  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  contented 
himself  simply  by  stating  that  the  law 
had  been  in  existence  100  years.  He  had 
not  dealt  with  one  of  the  arguments 
advanced  by  the  right  hon.  G^utlemnn 
the  Member  for  West  Bristol.  The  other 
speech  from  the  Treasury  Bench  was  a 
much  more  elaborate  one,  and  he  found 
it  very  difficult  to  criticise  it,  because 
the  Attorney  General  seemed  uncon- 
sciously to  involve  himself  in  the  techui- 
calities  he  affected  to  avoid,  and  wrapped 
up  his  argument  in  phrases  which  were 
nothing  if  not  technical,  and  from  wbicli 
his  meaning  had  no  chance  of  emerging 
into  the  light  of  day.  He  claimed  to  be 
the  one  untechnical  man  in  a  technical 
House  of  laymen.  It  reminded  him  of 
the  question  sometimes  raised  by  men  of 
unsound  mind  as  to  whether  they  were 
not  sane  and  the  world  generally  road. 
The  conflicting  parties  in  the  controversy 
had  never  been  able  to  settle  tlie  diapnte 
to  each  other^s  satisfaction,  and  so  in  like 
manner  the  question  of  the  Attorney 
GeneraPs  untechnicality  would  remain 
undecided.  If  it  were  right  to  do  as  we 
now  did  under  the  present  Succession 
Duty — namely,  not  to  charge  for  every 
intermediate  life  which  had  not  enjoyed 
the  property — then  it  could  not  be  right 
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to  charge  Legacy  Duty  in  every  such 
case.  If  it  were  right  to  charge  Legacy 
Duty,  then  Succession  Duty  ought  to  be 
charged.  To  make  a  man  who  succeeded 
to  a  property  pay  Estate  Duty  upon  a 
series  of  intermediate  lives,  not  one  of 
which  had  enjoyed  a  sixpence,  was  not 
only  inconsistent  with  the  Succession 
Duty,  but  was  inconsistent  with  obvious 
justice.  The  principle  had  not  stood  the 
fire  of  criticism  for  100  years,  because 
it  had  long  been  recognised  that 
our  whole  system  of  Death  Duties  was 
anomalous,  and  no  one  had  thought  it 
worth  while  to  criticise  them  in  detail 
except  for  Party  purposes.  Those  who 
had  had  to  deal  with  our  finance  had 
wisely  thought  it  prudent  not  to  touch 
these  duties  until  they  could  be  dealt 
with  broadly,  and  at  last  we  had  a 
heaven-bom  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
who  essayed  to  do  it.  Certainly  he  told 
them  that  the  Legacy  Duty  did  not 
happen  to  be  a  subject  which  his  great 
scheme  was  to  deal  with,  and  that  he 
meant  to  leave  it  in  the  anomalous 
position  it  had  always  occupied.  He 
would  point  out  that,  anomalous  as 
the  duty  was  in  its  existing  incidence, 
it  would  be  ten  times  more  anomalous  and 
burdensome  under  the  changes  intro- 
duced by  the  Government.  It  was 
monstrous  that  in  such  a  case  as  that 
mentioned  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  pay- 
ment should  be  made  on  the  lives  of  four 
people  who  never  enjoyed  the  property 
at  all ;  but,  at  all  events,  the  beneficiaries 
in  that  case  only  paid  on  the  life  interest 
of  these  four  people.  What  were  the 
Government  doing  ?  As  he  was  advised, 
they  were  altering  the  law  so  that  in 
future  in  such  a  case  as  that  the  pay- 
ments would  have  to  be  made  not  on  the 
life  interest,  but  on  the  capital  value  in 
all  the  four  cases  in  regard  to  each 
of  the  individuals.  He  said  this  on 
the  authority  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  R.  Webster),  who,  no  doubt, 
would  defend  his  view.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  opinion  was  that  not  only 
would  they  leave  this  gross  anomaly  and  in- 
justice uncorrected  if  they  refused  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  but  that  they 
would  add  to  them  a  new  injustice  in 
that  the  duty  would  be  charged  not  on 
the  life  interest  of  the  various  persons 
who  never  enjoyed  the  property,  but  on 
the  capita]  value,  supposed  by  a  techni- 
cality to  pass  on  each  separate  occasion 


[  through  a  whole  series  of  those  persons 
who  died  under  age.  How  was  this  to  be 
justified  ?  The  Attorney  General  had  told 
them  that  the  whole  scheme  was  analogous 
to  the  Estate  Duty.  All  through  their 
arguments  the  Government  had  said, 
however,  that  the  Estate  Duty  was  to  be 
paid  on  one  principle  and  the  Legacy  and 
Succession  Duty  on  another  ;  therefore, 
it  was  absurd  to  bring  forward  in  defence 
of  the  Legacy  Duty  these  points  as  to 
the  Estate  Duty.  He  thought  their 
theory  as  to  the  Estate  Duty  was  unjust 
and  absurd  ;  but  that  was  not  the  point. 
The  point  was  whether  it  should  be 
transferred  to  the  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duty  from  which  the  Government  had 
always  distinguished  it.  The  Opposition 
were  of  opinion  that  they  had  here 
anomalies  which  it  was  possible  to  deal 
with.  Their  case  was  that  hardships 
would  be  produced,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  deny  it.  The  Opposition 
proposed  a  remedy  against  which  no 
argument  had  been  advanced,  and  they 
asked  in  the  interests  of  unification  of 
the  law,  in  the  interests  of  common  justice, 
and  in  the  interests  of  a  plain  interpreta- 
tion of  the  equities  of  the  case  which,  he 
thought,  in  spite  of  the  Attorney 
General,  they  ought  to  aim  at,  that  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
should  be  accepted  or  some  other  Amend- 
ment which  would  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting cases  as  grossly  unjust  as  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  brought  before 
the  House  over  and  over  again.  He 
hoped  that  the  Government,  if  they 
meant  to  accept  this  Amendment,  would 
at  all  events  condescend  to  argue  the  case. 
Do  not  let  them  put  hon.  Members  off 
either  with  the  cloudy  technicalities  of 
the  senior  law  officer,  or  with  the  brief, 
though  he  admitted  concise,  appenl  to 
precedent  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Let 
the  Government  argue — ^as  he  was  sure 
they  could  if  they  chose — in  favour  of  their 
own  proposal,  and  show  that  it  was  in 
accordance  not  merely  with  the  practice 
of  the  past  100  years,  but  with  the 
principles  of  equity  by  which  they  pro- 
fessed to  have  been  animated  in  recon- 
structing the  whole  system  of  Death 
Duties. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  was  not  confident  of  being 
able  to  explain  this  matter  to  the  satis- 
faction of   the    right  hon.  Gentleman, 
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seeing  that  bis  coUeagues,  who  were  f  ar  | 
more  competeut  than  himself,  had  failed. 
However,  he  would  endeavour  to  answer 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  asked  if  it  was  true,  as 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  stated,  that  the 
rule  as  to  Succession  was  distinct  from 
the  rule  as  to  Legacy  Duty.  It  was  true 
that  there  was  a  distinction,  and  that  in 
certain  cases  a  series  of  Legacy  Duties 
had  to  be  paid.  This  rule  in  regard  to 
legacies,  to  his  mind,  was  fair  and  just. 
He  failed  to  see  the  hardship  in  the  case 
of  a  man  standing,  say,  fifth  in  succession 
coming  in,  through  the  death  of  four 
other  people,  to  £100,000  being  asked  to 
pay  the  duty  on  the  four  lives.  If  he 
stood  fifth  in  succession  he  should  think 
his  chance  of  enjoying  the  money  very 
small,  and  if,  from  the  position  of  having 
an  expectancy  worth  practically  nothing, 
he  came  into  possession  of  £100,000,  he 
should  be  perfectly  willing  to  pay  the 
Legacy  Duty  in  regard  to  lives  of  pre- 
decessors who,  unfortunately  for  them- 
selves, had  not  lived  long  enough  to 
enjoy  the  money  they  came  into.  He 
thought  it  quite  fair,  there  being  three 
legacies  passing  from  A  to  B  and  from 
B  to  C  and  from  C  to  D,  that  the  Legacy 
Duty  should  be  paid  by  the  ultimate 
successor  in  respect  of  each  life.  It  was 
a  case  that  would  not  often  arise,  and  the 
man  would  be  exceedingly  fortunate 
in  coming  into  the  property.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  did 
not  seem  to  think  that  precedent  was  an 
argument  in  favour  of  this,  but  yet  this 
had  been  done  without  a  sense  of  hanl- 
ship  or  grievance  for  100  years  in  the 
case  of  Succession  Duty.  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  endeavoured  to  remedy  every 
dissimilarity  that  existed  on  various  kinds 
of  property  within  the  compass  of  one 
Bill,  the  time  that  would  have  been 
required  to  pass  the  measure  would  have 
been  enormous. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  suggested  that  this 
was  an  old  tax  and  an  old  system,  but  he 
thought  the  argument  by  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Solicitor  General 
had  defended  it  was  a  new  argument,  and 
that  was,  that  they  were  to  tax  a  man 
according  to  his  luck.  They  were  going 
to  tax  the  last  man  all  that  the  others 
would  have  had  to  pay  simply  because  tiie 
others  had  rendered  him  the  service  not 
of  leaving  him  the  money,  but  of  having 

Mr.  B.  T.  Reid 


died.  The  position  of  the  Government 
seemed  to  be  that  it  was  fair  to  tax  the 
last  man  because  he  had  been  so  lucky. 
They  seemed  to  say  thai  he  should  ooi 
look  a  gift  horse  in  the  mouth,  but  should 
be  glad  to  pay  the  duty  in  reapeet  of  all 
the  intermeidiate  persons.  He  should  be 
grateful  to  them  for  the  services  rendered 
to  him.  He  (Mr.  Goschen)  could  not 
admit  that  it  was  fair  to  tax  the  inter- 
mediate persons  who  never  received  any 
enjoyment  whatever — who,  in  fact,  might 
never  have  been  aware  that  the  property 
was  coming  to  them  at  all.  This  waa 
an  extraordinary  proposition,  and  one 
that  they  could  not  agree  to.  No  doubt 
the  anomaly  had  existed  when  he  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  the 
Bill  added  another  anomaly  to  the  list 
that  taxation  already  presented,  and  he 
submitted  that  no  more  important  duty 
attached  to  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  than  thtit  of  removing,  when* 
ever  possible,  instead  of  perpetuating, 
anomalies  and  hardships  in  our  system 
of  taxation. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  was  ex- 
tremely glad  the  House  had  an  opportu- 
nity once  more  of  expressing  an  opinion 
on  this  point.  He  himself  had  raised  it 
in  Committee,  and  he  was  extremely 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bristol 
had  put  the  clause  down  again.  He  muai 
remind  the  Solicitor  General  that  the 
answer  he  had  just  given  was,  as  he 
understood  it,  a  very  difl^erent  one  to 
that  he  had  given  in  Committee.  The 
new  clause  dealt  with  two  matters,  Suc- 
cession Duty  and  Legacy  Duty,  and  it 
was  necessary  that  these  two  things 
should  be  kept  entirely  distinct.  He 
would,  in  the  first  place,  deal  with  the 
Succession  Duty,  as  to  which  he  had  not 
heard  the  whole  of  the  arguments  of  the 
Attorney  General,  but  he  had  heard  the 
answer  of  the  Solicitor  General.  With 
regard  to  the  Succession  Duty,  he  under- 
stood that  the  only  difference  that  had 
been  made  by  the  Government  was  th»l 
the  duty  should  be  calculated  on  the 
capital  value  instead  of  on  the  life  interest* 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  pointed 
out  that  the  Bill  would  accentuate  the 
hardship  of  the  method  in  which  the 
tax  was  at  present  being  levied.  Under 
the  old  system  it  was  thought  advisable 
to  insert  Section  14  in  the  Sucoession 
Duty  Act  of  1853.  The  clause  now 
proposed  was  a  repetition  in  connection 
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with  the  uew  Succession  Duty  of  the 
provision  of  that  Hth  section  of  the 
Act  of  1853,  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
saj  that  if  it  was  necessary  in  the  former 
Act  it  was  all  the  more  necessary  in  the 
present  Bill.  It  was  stated  that  the 
protection  they  required  was  already 
given  in  the  Bill.  That  could  only 
refer  to  Clause  18,  and  he  (Sir  R. 
Webster)  had  been  asked  whether 
he  thought  the  words  which  had 
been  inserted  in  that  clause  were 
sufficient  to  meet  his  point.  The  best 
opinion  they  could  get  was  to  the  effect 
that  they  were  not  sufficient.  They  did 
not  render  the  Bill  clear  on  the  point  in 
question.  It  looked  very  much  as  though 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  leaving  himself 
a  door  open  for  the  future.  He  did  not 
tell  them  whether  he  approved  of  the 
Legacy  Duty  Law  or  the  Succession 
Duty  Law.  He  said  he  was  satisfied 
with  the  Legacy  Duty  Law  as  it  had  ex- 
isted 100  years,  and,  therefore,  he  did 
not  propose  to  disturb  it ;  but  here  they 
were  face  to  face  with  the  question  in 
connection  with  the  new  Succession 
Duty.  Did  they  intend  the  old  Succes- 
sion Duty  Law  to  apply  or  not  ? 
•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  alter 
it.  What  the  Amendment  proposes  is 
to  alter  the  Legacy  Duty  Law. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  showed 
the  point  of  bis  observation  that  the  two 
things  should  be  kept  distinct.  With 
regard  to  the  succession,  the  clause  as  it 
now  stood  would  render  it  possible  for  a 
future  Government  to  hold  that  the  old 
Legacy  Duty  Law  applied  under  this 
Bill  in  cases  of  simple  succession.  The 
Government  ought  not  to  be  content  to 
leave  the  Legacy  Duty  in  the  same 
anomalous  condition  as  it  was  in  before 
this  Bill  passed  into 'law.  They  should 
either  substitute  some  other  duty  for  it, 
or  else  assimilate  it  to  the  new  law.  No 
one  asked  the  Government  to  reform  the 
whole  of  the  Death  Duties — to  go  into 
every  hole  and  corner  and  rake  out  every 
grievance.  But  the  same  rule  should 
apply  in  the  case  of  succession  legacies 
as  were  intended  should  apply  to  Succes- 
sion Duty.  The  Government  had  stated 
that  they  intended  to  make  no  alteration 
in  the  application  of  the  law  as  now  laid 
down  in  Section  H  of  the  Succession 
Act  of  1883.  The  Solicitor  General  had 
said  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  repeat 


that  section  here,  and  he  (Sir  R.  Webster) 
was  bound  to  accept  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  dictum. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided  : — Ayes    193  ; 
Noes  231.— (Division  List,  No.  153.) 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  he  wished  to  propose  a 
new  clause  enabling  land  to  be  taken  in 
lieu  of  duty  in  certain  cases.  It  would 
be  remembered,  he  said,  that  he  raised  that 
suggestion  in  the  course  of  the  Debate 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  his  intention  to  have  moved  an 
Amendment  giving  effect  to  it  in  Com- 
mittee, but  it  so  happened  that  a  general 
and  wider  Amendment  which  preceded 
his  was  held  to  include  that  branch  of 
the  subject  with  which  he  proposed  to 
deal,  and  he  was  consequently  prevented 
by  the  Forms  of  the  House  from  carrying 
out  his  intention.  In  the  first  place — 
now  he  had  the  opportunity  on  the 
Report  stage — he  would  endeavour  to 
explain  as  briefly  as  possible  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  his  proposal.  In  the 
first  place,  it  related  solely  and  ex- 
clusively to  agricultural  land,  and  the 
definition  of  such  land  was  that  given  in 
the  Small  Holdings  Act  of  1892.  In 
the  case  of  such  land,  where  an  owner 
found  himself,  by  reason  of  circumstances 
connected  with  a  particular  estate,  in 
such  a  position  that  he  had  no  means 
whatever  of  paying  the  duty  with  which 
he  was  charged,  except  by  a  forced  sale 
of  the  land,  be  proposed  to  allow  him  to 
require  the  Commissioners  to  make  a 
valuation  of  any  specified  part  or  parts 
of  any  such  land  separately  ;  the 
Commissioners  thereupon  to  make  such 
separate  valuation,  and  give  particulars 
thereof  to  the  owner  of  the  land,  who 
might  call  upon  the  Commissioners  to 
accept,  in  lieu  of  the  duty,  the  transfer  of 
so  much  of  the  land  as  was  equivalent  to 
the  duty  which  he  would  otherwise  have 
to  pay.  The  next  stage  was  that  the 
Comptroller  of  Inland  Revenue  was  to  be 
the  trustee  of  the  land,  and  the  title  to  it 
should  be  registered  at  the  expense  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue. 
Of  course,  if  it  were  found  that  the  title 
was  not  good  the  arrangement  would  fall 
through,  and  the  Commissioners  would 
still  have  full  power  to  recover  any  duty 
that  might  be  due.  That  was,  briefly,  the 
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effect  of  the  proposed  new  claase.  He 
was  perfectly  well  aware  that  he  was 
advocating  a  novel  principle  in  our  legis- 
lation in  this  countrj,  though  it  was  not 
novel,  he  believed,  in  our  colonies  and  in 
other  countries.  The  reason  why  the 
clause  related  almost  exclusively  to  agri- 
•cultural  land  was  because  land  at  the 
present  time  was  in  a  wholly  exceptional 
position,  and  owing  to  the  great  depres- 
sion from  which  agriculture  had  been 
suffering  for  a  great  number  of  years  it 
differed  from  almost  every  other  kind  of 
property.  A  very  large  proportion  of  the 
landed  estates  in  this  country  were  en- 
cumbered with  mortgages  and  other 
charges ;  and,  though  in  many  cases 
there  was  a  margin  left,  it  was  often 
wholly  inadequate  to  enable  the  owner  to 
raise  upon  the  security  of  that  margin  the 
sum  which  might  be  necessary  to  pay  the 
Estate  Duty.  While,  at  the  same  time, 
it  was  impossible  to  borrow  for  that  pur- 
pose, land  was  practically  unsaleable,  and 
the  owner  would  be  forced  to  sell  at  a 
time  when  practically  there  was  little  or 
no  market  for  land  of  this  description,  and 
the  owner  might  be  compelled  to  take  a 
nominal  sum  for  his  estates.  In  fact,  he 
was  apprehensive  that  this  tax  would  be- 
come what  was  foretold  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian — nothing  but  an 
engine  for  the  dispossession  of  the  owners 
of  property.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  had  pointed 
out  that  taxation  of  this  kind  on  the 
capital  value  of  the  land  would  be  unjust, 
unwise,  offensive,  and  odious  in  the  ex- 
treme ;  and  he  had  never  heard  any 
attempt  on  the  part  of  any  Minister  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  to  meet  that  statement. 
It  might  be  said,  in  reply  to  his  remarks, 
that  if  there  were  no  market  for  the  sale 
of  the  land  no  duty  would  be  imposed. 
But  that  theory,  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  perpetually  putting 
before  the  House,  was  wholly  unsatis- 
factory, because  it  was  left  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue  to  decide 
what  the  valuation  should  be,  and  he 
was  persuaded  that  if  there  were 
any  margin  at  all — no  matter  whether 
it  was  useless  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  money  to  pay  the  duty  or  not — the 
Commissioners  would  never  consent  to 
the  estate  being  held  as  of  no  value. 
That  raised  another  question  which  sup- 
plied a  most  admirable  argument  •  in 
of  the  proposition  he  was  making 
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to  the  House.  Any  valuation,  under  the 
circumstances,  must  be  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  delicacy  and  difficulty  ;  and  the 
greatest  hardships  were  not  only  possible, 
but  extremely  probable.  For  arriving  at 
a  fair  valuation  to  both  sides,  could  any 
better  plan  be  devised  than  that  which 
his  Amendment  suggested  ?  The  Com- 
missioners would  naturally  not  put  too 
low  a  value  on  the  land  ;  and  they  would 
be  debarred  from  putting  too  high  a  value 
on  it  bj  the  liability  to  take  the  land  at 
their  own  valuation.  It  might  be  said 
in  answer  to  his  proposals  that  they 
would  bring  about  the  very  thing  he 
objected  to— namely,  the  dispossession  of 
the  owner  of  property.  He  admitted  that 
to  some  extent,  even  under  this  Amend- 
ment, the  dispossession  of  the  owner  of 
land  would  be  inevitable,  but  that  was 
not  his  fault,  it  was  the  fault  of  the  Bill ; 
and  while  under  the  Government's  pro- 
posal the  owner  would  probably  be  dis- 
possessed of  the  whole  estate,  under  the 
Amendment,  if  it  were  accepted  by  the 
House,  he  would  only  be  dispossessed  of 
a  part.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian,  in  introducing  his  Budget, 
recognised  enormous  difficulties  in  dealing 
with  real  property,  and  used  very  con- 
ciliatory language  on  the  point.  He 
said — 

*'■  As  long  as  the  equal  contribatioQ  <A  all 
kinds  of  property  was  kept  intact,  we  have  a 
very  open  mind  as  to  the  method  of  giving 
effect  to  the  principle." 

He  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  keep  that  open  mind  now,  and 
to  give  effect  to  it  in  this  particular  case. 
His  Budget  was  likely  to  give  rise  to 
most  serious  and  cruel  cases  of  hardship, 
aye,  and  even  of  gross  injustice.  Could 
he  not,  in  order  to  meet  such  cases,  accept 
the  Amendment,  or  frame  some  plan  which 
would  meet  such  cases  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  the  great  principle 
of  graduation  from  the  example  of 
the  Australian  Colonies.  Why  not 
take  another  principle  from  them  ? 
He  would  explain  what  that  principle 
was.  He  had  in  his  hand  the  Land  Tax 
and  Income  Tax  Assessment  Acts,  1891 
and  1892,  of  New  Zealand,  and  the 
House  would  find  that  not  only  were 
they  very  interesting,  but  that  they  bore 
on  the  point  he  had  been  laying  before 
the  House.  These  two  Acts,  which 
were  amalgamated,  laid  down  a  pro- 
cedure to   be   followed   in   cases  where 
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there  was  a  difference  between  the  land- 
owner and  the  Commissioner  as  to  the 
yalne  of  the  land  to  be  taxed.     If  the 
Commissioner  were  dissatisfied  with  the 
owner^s  return,  if  he  thought  it  too  low, 
he  could  make  an  assessment ;  and  if  the 
owner  did  not  assent  to  that,  the  Com- 
missioner could  recommend  the  Governor 
within  30  dajs   to  acquire  the  land  at 
that  assessment.     If  the  owner  accepted 
the  notice  well  and  good,  the  valuation 
was  made  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
the  Act,   and   there  the  matter  ended  ; 
but  if,  on  the  other  hand,^  he  did  not  con- 
sent, then  the  Governor  might,  within  n 
reasonable   time,   declare,   bj   Order    in 
Council,  that  the  land  was  vested  in  Her 
Majesty.     But  the  owner  had  these  safe- 
guards.    He  could  appeal  to  a  resident 
Magistrate  to  determine  the  fair  actual 
value   of   the  land ;    or    he   could    give 
notice  to  the  Commissioner  that  he  re- 
quired him,  in  the  event  of  his  refusing 
to  reduce  the  assessment  of  the  amount 
specified  in  the  Return,  to  acquire  the 
land  at  the  assessment  which  the  Com- 
missioner  had  mode  upon  it.     Thus  an 
automatic  sjstem  was  set  up  which  was 
calculated  to  ensure  the  fairest  valuation  as 
between  the  two  parties.     He  ventured, 
therefore,  to  suggest  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  he  had  taken  one  principle 
for  the   Australian  Colonies,  he   should 
follow  their  example  in  another  respect, 
because  such  a  system,  if  adopted  in  the 
Bill,  would   give   the  greatest   possible 
safeguard  to  the  owners  of  the  land  for 
fair  treatment  ;  and  no  one  could  deny 
that  under  the  Bill  as  it  stood  they  would 
be  liable  to  much  hardship  and  injustice. 
After  all,  this  was  but  the  merest  act  of 
justice,  and  it  would  relieve  owners  from 
an   intolerable   difficulty   which   he  was 
sure  that  Parliament  would  not  willingly 
inflict  upon  them.      For  the  necessity  of 
such  a  proposal  as  that  which  he  made 
the  Government  were  responsible.      The 
Government   had   apparently   chosen  to 
ignore  the  statements  made  over  and  over 
again  by  the  great  master  of  finance  in 
this  country,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  as  to  the  in- 
superable objections   to   taxation   being 
levied  on  the  capital  value  of  land  ;  and, 
therefore,   they  could    not    be   snr prised 
that  the    landed    interest    should    take 
every  legitimate  opportunity  pf  making 
proposals    for     their    relief    from    the 
heavy    burden     placed    on    them.     His 


proposal  would  have  this  advantage : 
that  it  would  give  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Revenue  some  measure  of  practical 
insight  into  the  great  difficulties  of  the 
agricultural  situation,  which  he  did  not 
think  they  half  realised  at  the  present 
time.  There  was  another  matter  to 
which  he  wanted  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House.  It  was  an  object  for  which 
he  had  provided  expressly  in  the  Amend- 
ment he  was  about  to  propose,  but  he 
understood  from  the  Chair  that  it  would 
not  be  proper  for  him  to  move  the  last 
clause  of  his  Amendment.  That,  in  his 
opinion,  made  very  little  matter.  The 
object  he  had  in  view  was  to  call  upon 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue, 
when  they  had  acquired  land,  to  give 
notice  to  the  Local  Authorities  that  it 
would  be  at  their  disposal  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  distribution  of  land  amongst 
a  greater  number  of  people,  and  for  the 
provision  of  allotments  or  small  holdings. 
Whether  that  was  included  in  the  Bill 
or  not  really  did  not  matter,  because  the 
Government  would  have  the  same  oppor- 
tunity of  offering  the  land  for  these 
purposes  to  the  Local  Authorities.  He 
hoped  most  earnestly  tlf^y  would  use  their 
power,  because  if  this  Amendment  was 
accepted — ^and  he  was  sanguine  enough  to 
hope  it  would  be,  judging  from  the 
reception  it  met  with  from  gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  from  the  fact  that  there  seemed  to 
be  a  general  feeling  of  sympathy  with  it 
•^ne  of  the  effects  would  be  that  land 
would  be  coming  into  the  market  in  all 
parts  of  the  country,  which  in  all  pro-^ 
bability  would  be  specially  adopted  for 
the  purposes  of  allotments,  in  quantities 
which  would,  no  doubt,  largely  facilitate 
the  distribution  of  land.  And  although 
he  had  advocated  this  proposal  chiefly 
on  the  ground  that  it  did  but  barejustice 
to  the  owner  of  land,  and  to  enable  him  to 
escape  from  the  position  of  intolerable 
hardship  in  which  he  was  placed  under 
the  Bill,  yet  he  could  not  shut  his  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  it  would  bring  with  it 
the  other  advantages  he  had  enumerated, 
and  under  all  the  circumstances  he  com- 
mended the  Amendment  with  confidence 
and  hope  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

New  Clause — 
(Land  to  be  taken  in  lieu  of  payment  in 

certain  casea) 
*' Where  any  part  of  the  estate  consists  of 
land  used  for  the  purposes  of  agriculture,  or 
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cultivation  within  the  meaning  of  **  The  Small 
Holdings  Act,  1892,**  and  the  owner  of  the  land 
is  able  to  show  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Oom- 
miasioners,  or  to  the  High  Court  upon  appeal, 
that  he  is  unable  to  pay  the  Estate  Duty  in 
respect  of  such  land  otherwise  than  by  a  forced 
sale  of  the  same^  or  of  part  thereof,  he  may  re- 
quire the  CommiMioners  to  make  a  valuation 
of  any  specified  part  or  parts  of  such  land 
separately  ;  ami  the  Commissioners  shall  there- 
upon  make  such  separate  valuation,  and  shall 
ffive  particulars  thereof  to  the  said  owner  of  the 

Such  owner  mav  at  any  time  within  twenty- 
eight  days  after  the  said  particulars  have  been 
received  by  him  give  notice  in  writing  to  the 
<k>mmissioner8  that  he  requiries  them  to  accept, 
in  lieu  (^  the  duty  or  of  any  part  thereof  pay- 
able in  respect  of  any  land  of  the  description  in 
this  section  mentioned,  a  transfer  of  such  por- 
tion or  portions  of  the  land  to  which  the  said 
particulars  relate  as  will,  takei^  at  the  value 
placed  thereon  by  the  Commissioners,  be  an 
equivakmt  to  the  said  duty. 

The  Comptroller  of  Inland  Revenue  for  the 
time  being  shall,  by  virtue  of  his  appointment, 
be  *the  Inlauil  Revenue  Trustee,'  and  such 
trustee  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  taking,  holding, 
conveying,  an<l  transferring  any  land  which 
shall  become  vested  in  him  in  pursuance  of  this 
section,  be  a  corporation  sole  by  the  name  of 
*  the  Inland  Revenue  Trustee,'  and  shall  have 
perpetual  succession. 

Tlie  Commissioners  shall,  upon  receiving  the 
notice  in  this  section  mentioned,  be  fleemed  to 
have  contracted  to  acquire  the  land  specified  in 
the  notice  for  the  sum  stated  in  the  said  par- 
ticulars to  be  the  value  thereof,  and  the  owner 
of  the  land  shall  forthwith  apply,  under  *  The 
Land  Transfer  Act,  1875,'  or  any  Act  amending 
the  same,  that  the  Inland  Revenue  trustee  may 
be  registered  as  proprietor  of  such  land  with  an 
absolute  title,  and  shall  do,  or  cause  to  be  done, 
all  acts,  matters,  and  things  requisite  or  proper 
for  effecting  such  reg^istration. 

If  such  registration  is  effected  all  costs, 
charges,  and  expenses  properly  incurred  by 
such  owner  in  effecting  the  same  shall  be  re- 
coverable by  him  from  the  Commissioners,  and 
may  be  deducted  out  of  any  sum  payable  by 
him  for  Kstate  Duty  in  respect  <^  any  property 
passing  upon  the  same  death. 

If  the  said  application  to  register  fails,  then 
the  Commissioners  shall  have  the  same  right  to 
recover  Estate  Duty  in  respect  of  the  said  land 
as  if  the  notice  mentioned  in  this  section  had 
not  been  given. 

Whenever  land  shall  be  registered  in  the 
name  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Trostee  as  pro- 
prietor with  an  absolute  title  in  pursuance  of 
this  section,  such  land  shall  be  accepted  by  the 
Commissioners,  so  6&r  as  its  value  as  specified  in 
the  said  particnlaTs  shall  extend,  in  lieu  and 
in  satisfaction  of  the  Estate  Duty  payable  in 
respect  of  any  land  of  the  description  in  this 
section  mentioned  forming  part  oi  the  estate, 
and  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  apply  with 
the  necessary  modifications  as  if  the  said  duty 
had  been  paid  in  money. 

Where  land  lias  become  vested  in  the  Inland 
Revenue  Trustee  in  pursuance  of  this  section,  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commissioners  to  give 


notice  to  the  Council  of  every  parish,  district, 
and  county  in  which  such  land  is  situate  that 
applications  may  be  made  to  the  Commiaiioners 
for  the  acquisition  of  such  land,  or  any  part 
thereof,  for  the  purposes  of  allotments  or  small 
holdings,  and  such  <3ouncils  may  proceed  for  the 
aoquisicion  of  suob  land  for  the  purposes  afore- 
said  under  the  powers  conferred  on  them  re- 
spectively by  the  Allotments  Acts  1887  and 
1890,  *The  Small  Holdings  Act,  1892,'  ami 
*  The  Local  Government  Act,  18W/  or  any  of 
them."--<iWr.  Chaplin.) 

Clause   brought    up,   and    read    iirat 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaeatioo  proposed, 
^^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time. 


»» 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  am  per- 
fectly  convinced  of  the  entire  BiDceritj 
of  the  right  boo.  Gentlemao  when  he 
says  that  he  bases  the  proposal  of  this 
Amendment  exclusiveij  in  the  interest 
of  agricultural  land. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  said  I  advocated 
it  maiulj,  not  exclusivelj,  in  order  to 
relieve  the  owners  of  land  from  the 
intolerable  injustice  and  hardship  that 
would  inevitably  be  inflicted  upon  them 
io  the  future. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Why  are  the 
owners  of  land  alone  to  be  relieved  of 
this  intolerable  hardship  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  never  thinks  that  hard- 
ship occurs  to  anybody  in  the  world  bat 
the  owners  of  laud. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  None  like  these  I 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  "None  like  these.** 
But  suppose  a  man  is  the  owner  of  a 
number  of  shares  which  he  finds  a  difli- 
culty  in  selling,  the  principle  of  this 
Amendment  and  every  word  of  it  applies 
equally  to  him.  Is  he  to  go  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  Commissioners  and  say 
**  I  can*t  sell  my  shares,  and  therefore 
you  may  value  them  and  take  them  and 
keep  them  ^  ?  Take  the  case  of  iron- 
works. Very  of  fen  they  do  not  pay  any- 
more than  agricultural  land.  But  it 
never  enters  into  the  minds  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  any  class  in  this 
community  has  any  difficulties  except  the 
owners  of  agricultural  land.  I  want  to 
know,  in  the  case  of  a  mill-owner  who 
cannot  pay  Death  Duty  except  by  a 
forced  sale  of  the  mill,  why  he  is  not 
to  go  to  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities 
and  say,  ^  Take  my  mill ;  keep  it,  or 
sell  it  if  you  like.**  It  is  difficult  to 
argue  such  a  question    seriously.     The 
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real  truth  is,  there  are  other  classes 
Id  this  community  that  have  suffered 
quite  as  seriously  and  quite  as  long  as 
the  owners  of  agricultural  land.  Why 
is  a  deht  to  the  State  to  be  put  on  a 
lower  footing  than  &  debt  to  aoybody 
else  ?  Are  you  going  to  ask  your  butcher 
and  your  baker  to  take  a  piece  of  your 
land  in  liquidation  of  your  debt  ?  1  will 
put  an  illustration  that  will  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Are  you  going 
to  say  to  Mr.  Tattersall  or  Mr.  Webb, 
**  I  cannot  pay  my  bill  at  this  moment 
for  the  engagements  of  my  horses.  Take 
a  piece  of  my  land  in  discharge  of  my 
debt  to  you." 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  I  should  be  respon- 
sible for  the  engagements  of  my  horses. 
But  in  this  case  the  Government  is 
making  my  engagements  for  me. 

SiE  W.  HABCOURT :  Therefore,  n 
debt  to  the  Government  is  to  be  repudiated 
in  this  form,  and  you  are  going  to  give 
to  the  Government  this  security  which 
you  will  not  give  to  an  ordinary  debtor. 
In  my  opinion,  a  debt  to  the  State  is 
quite  as  high  as,  if  not  higher  than,  any 
contract  debt.  Are  you  going  to  put  a 
debt  to  the  State  in  this  position  only  in 
the  case  of  agricultural  land  ?  The  state 
of  mind  of  gentlemen  who  seriously  make 
propositions  of  that  kind  is  to  me  wholly 
unintelligible.  They  really  seem  as  if 
they  were  the  inhabitants  of  a  different 
planet  altogether,  and  expected  to  be 
placed  under  different  conditions  to 
everybody  else.  What  is  the  Inland 
Revenue  to  do  with  this  land  when  they 
get  it  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
it  may  be  sold  to  Local  Authorities. 
Bat  if  the  Inland  Revenue  can  sell  it, 
why  cannot  the  owner  sell  it  ?  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seriously  in  the 
House  of  Commons .  make  the  proposal 
that  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities  are 
to  take  this  land  all  over  the  country  ? 
I  have  the  highest  respect  for  the  Com- 
roissioneis  of  Inland  Revenue,  but  this  is 
about  the  last  work  I  should  be  disposed 
to  ask  them  to  engage  in.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  land  is  to 
be  valued,  I  suppose  he  means  it  is  to  be 
valued  at  its  selling  price.  But  why 
cannot  the  owner  sell  it  himself  ?  If  it 
is  to  be  taken  by  the  Inland  Revenue 
authorities  at  its  selling  price,  it  is  on  the 
assumption  that  the  owner  can  sell  it  ftt 
quite  as  much  as  the  Inland  Revenue. 
This  subject  was    discussed    in    Com- 


mittee, and  there  was  really  no  attempt 
to  support  the  proposal.  We  cannot 
agree  to  put  agricultural  land  on  a 
different  footing  to  any  other  property 
which  there  is  a  difficulty  in  realising. 
We  cannot  put  a  debt  to  the  State  on  a 
lower  footing  than  a  debt  to  any  other 
creditor.  For  both  these  reasons  it  is 
absolutely  Impossible  that  we  can  enter- 
tain  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer asked  why  the  land  should  be 
put  upon  a  different  footing  to  any  other 
security.  Why  it  should  be  put  upon  a 
different  footing  with  regard  to  payment 
of  the  Death  Duty  was  that  land  was 
not  a  marketable  security. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Nor  are  iron- 
works. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS,  continuing,  said, 
that  while  land  had  always  a  certain 
value,  it  was  not  a  marketable  security. 
In  that  respect  it  differed  from  other  de- 
scriptions of  property,  and  they  therefore 
were  entitled  to  ask  that  the  Government 
in  levying  the  Death  Duties  should 
apportion  the  estate,  and  take  a  portion 
of  it  which  they  might  realise  when  they 
could.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had  pointed 
out  that  a  similar  condition  to  that  which 
he  proposed  was  carried  out  in  the 
colonies,  and  he  could  see  no  reason  why 
it  should  not  be  adopted  in  this  country. 
In  fact,  seeing  the  eagerness  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  shown  to  secure 
land  for  allotments  for  the  agricultural 
classes,  and  the  difficulty  they  alleged 
there  was  in  obtaining  it,  he  was  sur- 
prised that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  not  gladly  taken  advantage  of 
the  proposal.  It  would  afford  him  an 
easy  way  of  obtaining  land,  and  the 
desire  for  allotments  would  afford  him 
an  easy  way  of  disposing  of  it.  There 
was  not  an  acre  of  land  in  the  country 
which  did  not  pay  taxation  under  Sche- 
dule A  of  the  Income  Tax  ;  therefore, 
all  land  had  a  value,  though  it  could  not 
be  realised  for  the  moment.  But  the  case 
was  altogether  different  in  this  respect 
with  regard  to  shares  and  such-like  pro- 
perty, and  the  two  classes  of  property 
could  not  be  put  in  comparison.  He 
thought  the  proposal  made  in  the  new 
clause  was  a  very  reasonable  and  practic- 
able one,  and  hoped  the  House  would 
adopt  It. 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamptoo) 
said,  he  seldom  remained  in  the  House  to 
listeu  to  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  because  it  seemed  to  him  they 
always  said  the  same  thing.     Thej  did 
not   understand  what  the  connection  of 
land  and  value  was.     He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Gentiemuu   who  had 
just  sat  down  owned  any  land,  but  if  he 
did  he  was  prepared  to  give  him  the  coin 
he  had  in  his  pocket  for  it.     What  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  meant  bj  land  being 
unsaleable  was  that  thej  could  not  get 
what  they  wanted  for  it.     Hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the    other  side   appeared  to  be 
under    the   impression   that  it  was  the 
business    of    the    country    to   maintain 
estates  from  generation  to  generation  in 
the  same  hands.     His  own  opinion  was 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  absolute  indiffer- 
ence to  the  State  whether  an  estate  re- 
mained in  the  same  family  or  passed  on  to 
others.      He    was    one    of    those    who 
thought    it   was  desirable   that    estates 
should   be   handed  over   occasionally  to 
others.     He  would  do  as  a  French  Judge 
did  on  one  occasion  during  the  Revolu- 
tion, who  had  two  persons  come  before 
him  in  a  dispute  about  the  ownership  of 
an  estate.      One    of  the  litigants  said, 
^^  This  estate  has  been  in  my  family  for 
ten  g  enerations.**      The  Judge  replied, 
"  Say  no  more.     Your  family  have  had 
their  turn  of  it.     Turn  the  estate  over  to 
the  other  side.**    [^Laughter,']  He  did  not 
go  so  far  as  that,  for  he  was  not  one  of 
those  persons  who  believed  that  the  land 
should  be  handed  over  to  other  people, 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  to 
go  to  the  extreme  in  the  other  direction. 
If  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  adopted    with  regard  to  land 
they  would  have  to  carry  it  a  great  deal 
further.     We  should  have  the  tea  mer- 
chant handing  over  his  tea  because  the 
market  for  it  was  not  good.     Let  them 
take  the  case  of  newspaper  proprietors. 
They    would     be     very    glad     if     the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    would 
introduce     a     clause     enabling     them 
to     pay     their      Death     Duties      and 
Income   Tax    in  copies  of   their   news- 
papers, old  copies  that  would  not  sell  by 
preference,   but   which  had  a   value  as 
waste  paper.     The  whole  argument  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  opposite  was 
nonsense,  and  proceeded   upon  an  alto- 
gether erroneous  basis.     The  landed  in- 
terest had  for  generation  after  generation 


managed  to  arrange  matters  in  regard  to 
taxation  for  their  own  benefit.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  brought 
in  a  good,  sound,  democratic  Budget,  and 
he  was  very  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  make  the  land* 
owners  pay  like  the  unfortunate  owners 
of  newspapers  and  such-like  unhappy 
people.  Amendments  were  put  forwanl 
day  after  day  based  on  the  iilea  that 
some  concession  ought  to  be  made  to 
landowners  simply  because  they  were 
landowners.  He  had  no  desire  to  do 
them  injustice,  but  surely  they  were  not 
entitled  to  exceptional  treatment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :    The  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  an 
excellent  speech ;  but  I  think  he  must  have 
mistaken  his  audience.     The  hon.  Gea<- 
tleman  must  have  been  rehearsing  some 
performance  subsequently  to   be  placed 
before  his  friends  at  Northampton.     For 
a  Northampton  audience,  or  for  the  hust- 
ings, it  might  be  an  appropriate  perform- 
ance ;  but  as  a  speech  or  argument  made 
in  a  serious  spirit  to  a  serious  Amend  • 
ment  it  was  a  singularly  poor  contribu- 
tion to  this  Debate.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
like  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
has  endeavoured  to  drag  in,  as  he  always 
does,  some  ancient  controversy  about  the 
landed  interest  in  this  country,  and  he 
endeavours  to    hide    under   a  cloud   of 
words  based  on  these  old  controversies 
his  own  want  of  real  knowledge  of  the 
subject.     I  shall  not  follow  him  in  that 
respect.  I  am  not  going  to  deal  with  this 
subject  on  any  claims  of  the  land  to  ex- 
ceptional treatment,  nor  shall  I  argue  a 
point  which  has  been  argued  before,  and 
may  be  argued  again,  as  to  whether  land 
has   received    in     the     past     specially 
favourable  treatment  in  the    matter  of 
taxation.     The  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
that  ilandowners  have  had  the  manage- 
ment of  taxation  in  their  own  hands  for 
many  generations.     The   result  is,  that 
they  have  had  far  too  heavy  burdens,  and 
the  time  has  come  for  inequalities  to  be 
redressed.     The  hon.  Gentleman  has  left 
out  of  account  some  heavy  local  burdens 
attaching  to  it,  such,  for  example,  as  that 
of  education,  which  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  land.     When  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man   can    show  that  newspapers   have 
made  a  similarly   heavy  contribution  to 
the  education  of  the  country — ^wben  he 
can    show  that    the    back    numbers    of 
Truth  have  made  the  immense  contriba- 
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tion  to  th^  eduoation  of  the  people  that 
the  landowners  have  done,  then  he  will  be 
able  to  say  that  newspapers  ought  to  be 
put  on  the  same  footing  as  landed  estates. 
But  I  do  not  for  a  moment  think  that  this 
general  discussion  about  the  burdens  of 
laud,  or  the  distinction  between  per- 
sonalty and  realty,  is  at  all  relevant  to 
the  Amendment,  nor  were  the  arguments 
which  were  advanced  to  the  House  by. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  think 
that  there  was  something  intrinsically 
ludicrous  in  the  proposal  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  That  was  a  very  delicate  com- 
pliment to  the  democracy  of  New  Zea- 
land. I  do  not  say  that  I  approve  of  all 
the  proposals  for  taxation  which  are 
adopted  in  the  colonies,  but  I  have  never 
treated  with  insult  and  contumely  the 
financial  arrangements  made  in  the  colo- 
nies, nor  do  I  think  it  consistent  with  the 
dignity  of  this  House  to  do  so.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked  what  is 
the  difference  between  land  and  such  pro- 
perty as  shares,  or  mills,  or  ships  for  the 
purposes  of  taxation.  I  will  tell  him.  I 
do  not  attach  much  value  to  the  argu- 
ment that  landed  estates,  as  a  whole,  are 
unsaleable ;  because,  if  they  are  unsale- 
able, then,  under  this  Bill  as  it  stands,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
have  the  right  to  levy  a  single  sixpence 
of  duty  upon  them.  If  the  Inland 
Revenue  authorities  really  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  as  of  course  they 
intend  to  do,  and  as  the  Courts  of  Law 
will  compel  them  to  do,  then  in  every 
case  in  which  it  can  be  shown  that  a 
landed  estate  is  unsaleable,  that  estate,  on 
the  death  of  the  deceased,  will  not  have 
to  pay  one  sixpence  to  the  State.  So 
far  I  grant  there  is  no  particular  hard- 
ship. But  observe  that  in  many  cases 
under  this  Bill  an  estate  will  have  to  pay 
on  the  value  arising  out  of  it  as  a 
whole,  though  fragments  of  it  might 
be  wholly  unsaleable.  In  the  case 
of  an  estate  which  was  subject  to  taxa- 
tion under  this  Bill,  a  farm  upon  it 
might  be  wholly  unsaleable.  A  similar 
state  of  things  will  not  prevail  with  re- 
gard to  other  forms  of  property.  There 
may,  of  course,  be  individual  cases,  such 
as  that  in  which  a  great  owner  possesses, 
say,  large  ironworks  ;  but  such  cases  are 
rare.  Great  commercial  concerns  are 
nowadays  mostly  held  by  limited  com- 
panies  in   shares,  and  those  shares  are 
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saleable  without  any  in<<erference  with 
the  rest  of  the  property,  whilst  the  sale- 
able value  of  the  various  fractions  of  the 
shares  will  be  a  measure  of  the  saleable 
value  of  the  property.  In  other  words, 
if  the  capital  value  of  certain  ironworks 
is  £100,000  and  the  duty  on  that  is  £6,000, 
the  owner  would  be  able  to  sell  £6,000 
worth  of  shares  so  as  to  pay  the  duty.  It 
will  be  admitted  that  what  is  true  of  mills 
is  also  largely  true  of  ships.  Ships  are 
constantly  held  in  shares,  so  that  it  is 
possible  to  sell  a  fragment  of  a  share 
without  destroying  the  whole  property. 
What,  however,  are  you  going  to  do  with 
property  which  has  a  value  as  a  whole 
but  of  which  the  fragments  are  unsale- 
able, and  which,  because  there  is  a  first 
and  perhaps  even  a  second  mortgage 
upon  it,  you  cannot  raise  another  six- 
pence upon  ?  That  is  a  case  which 
has  to  be  met,  and  it  is  undeni- 
able that  it  is  a  case  of  hard- 
ship. Of  course,  if  there  are  cases  in 
which  large  ironworks,  or  other  works 
are  held  bv  individuals  and  not  in  shares^ 
the  hardship  will  be  as  great  in  such 
cases  as  in  the  case  of  a  large  estate,  and 
if  you  can  find  a  method  of  meeting  such 
cases  I  will  vote  for  it.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  however,  we  all  know  that  day  by 
day  the  number  of  great  concerns  that  re- 
main in  the  hands  of  private  individuals 
is  growing  less  and  less.  Great  banks^ 
great  ironworks,  cotton  mills,  and  other 
commercial  concerns  are  more  and  more 
being  turned  into  Joint  Stock  Companies, 
and,  as  a  consequence,  their  value  is 
divisible  in  shares  saleable  separately  in 
the  market.  I  venture  to  think — onlv 
this  is  a  parenthesis  in  my  general  argu- 
ment— that  landowners  would  do  well 
to  consider  whether  it  Would  not  be 
worth  while  to  turn  their  estates  into 
Joint  Stock  Companies.  That  is  a  plan 
which  I  think  would  have  a  great  many 
advantages,  and  which  would  probably 
redound  to  the  benefit  of  every  class  of 
the  community  and  of  everybody  except 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I 
doubt  whether  he  would'  gain  by  the 
change,  but  I  think  it  is  one  which 
landowners  ought  very  seriously  to  con- 
sider, But,  in  the  meanwhile,  this  plan 
has  never  yet  been  carried  out,  and  you 
have  this  immense  class  of  property 
which  is  not  held  in  shares  and  cannot 
be  cut  up  for  the  purpose  of  paying  this 
duty.     I  quite  admit  that  there  would  be 
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DO  hardship  in  the  case  of  a  landowner 
as  compared  with  the  owner  pf  anj  other 
.  property  if  he  could  sell,  aajr  a  tenth 
,^pari  of  hift  p^perty  for  a  ienth.  part  of 
'  the  total  valne  of  the  property  ;  bnt  that 
'  would  not  be  the  connnon  case.  The 
common  case  would  be  that  a  man. would 

not  be  able  to  sell  a  portion  of  his  estate 
to   pay  the  duty  on   the  whole  of  the 
estate,  and  in  that  case  he  would  be  sub- 
ject to  what  everybody,  except  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Laboii- 
ohere),  will  admit  is  a  great  hardship-^ 
namely,  the  sale  of   his  property  as  a 
whole  or  else  he  would  have'  to  raise 
t  money  upon  it.    I  am  told  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  raise  money  if  the 
land  was  already  mortgaged,  and  the  pro* 
portionate  interest  that  would  have  to  be 
paid    would    be    very    great.      Where, 
therefore,  is  your  equality  of  treatment 
between .  different   kinds  of    property  ? 
You  always  utter  a  shriek  of  despair  if 
real  property  is  compared  with  personal 
property.     Take,  then,  the  case  of  a  man 
who  has  got  a   mortgaged  estate,  the 
whole  value  of  which  for  the  purposes 
of  duty  depends  on  the  amenity  of  the 
estate,  and  which  would  be  destroyed  if 
a  portion  of  it  were  sold  ;  and  then  take 
another  estate  consisting  of  building  land, 
a  small  portion  of  which  can  easily  be 
sold  by  the  owner.     The  one  man  would 
either  raise  money  on  his  building  estate 
without  difficulty  or  would  sell  his  quarter 
^cre  or  whatever  the  amount  may  be  and 
pay  the  duty.     The  other  man  would  be 
placed  in  the  cruel  position  of  having 
to   part   with   the   whole  of    his    land 
jn   order  to  pay  the  5  per  cent,    duty 
which  the  Government  exact  from  him. 
To  tell  me  that  these  two  men  are  treated 
equally  is  to  abuse  my  intelligence  and 
to  ask  me  to  accept  a   position   which 
every  man  here  knows  to  be  false.  Now, 
I  have  made  out  that  there  is  a  ^eal  case 
of  hardship  for  this  particular  kind  of 
landed  property,  and   no   roan   in    this 
House  will  have  the  courage  to  say  that 
I  have  not  done  so.     Whether  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  method  of  dealing  with  the 
case  is  the  best  one  I  will  not  say,  but 
it  is  one  that  has  been  tried,  which  has 
worked    practically,    and   which   really 
meets  the  difficulty  we  have  to  deal  with. 
For  this  reason,  if  my  right  hon.  Friend 
goes  to  a  Division,  I  shall  certainly  sup- 
port his  clause. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


•The  SECRETARY  op  STAT?  pob 

INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  yS'^oIver- 

hampton^  £•)  :   I  can  *  hardly  regard  the 

speech  of  the  right  hon*  Oentleroan  m  a 

serioiis  argument  in  support  of  a  serious 

Amendment,     tie  asked  us  at  the  end  bf 

his  remarks  to  reply  to  his  decoration 

that  h^, has  .made,  out  a  case  of  real  hard- 
ship, although    he    practically   guarded 
himself  against  expressing  approval  pf 
this  particular  mode  of  meeting  that  case. 
The  only  serious  argument  I  could  ob- 
serve in    the    right    hon.    Gentleman's 
speech   was  the  novel,   the  interesting, 
and  perhaps  fruitful  suggestion  that  tbe 
landed  estates  of  this  country  should  be 
turned  into  Joint  Stock  Companies.  That 
suggestion  was  given  as  au  illustration 
of  the  contrast  between  landed  property 
and  such  property  as  cotton  mills  and 
ironworks.     I  think  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  misinformed  with  regard  to  the 
latter  class  of  property.     I  think  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  great  commercial 
enterprises   of   this   country  are  at   the 
present  time  in    the   hands  of  private 
owners.     It  is,  of  course,  a  question  of 
opinion,  but  with  some  means  of  know- 
ledge  I  certainly  express   that  opinion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  there 
was    no    alternative     in     the    case    of 
landed  estates  but  the  sale  of  the  pro- 
perty    in    order    to   meet  this    charge. 
The  Government  by  this  Bill,  however, 
have  met  that  difficulty.    They  have  put 
landed  property  in  an  exceptional  position 
to  all    other   property,   by   giving    the 
owners  of  land  eight  years  in  which  to 
meet  the  charge.    The  owner  of  per- 
sonal property,  such  as  shares  or   pic- 
tures,  has    not   eight    years   in    which 
to  pay  the  amount,  and,  admitting  that 
there   is   a   possibility  in   specific  cases 
of  hardship   on   account  of  the   sale  of 
the  estate  for  the  purpose  of  paying  duty, 
I  think  the  eight  years*  system  remedies 
that  to  a  great  extent.     Well  now,  what 
does    the    right     hon.    Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin)  pro- 
pose ?     He  wants  to  prevent  a  forced 
sale.     A  mortgagee  is  not  compelled  to 
fall   back  on  the. property  on  ovhich  he 
has  lent  his  money  until  he  has  had  the 
advantage  of  a  forced  sale.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  the  Crown  is  not 
to  receive  payment  of  its  debts  if  a  forced 
sale  is  the  only  means  of  obtaining  pay- 
ment.    Let   me  take   the  case  of   the 
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nxdrtgkgW  prOjferly  to  WWch  tlife'Xeid^r  | 
<tftlie  Opj^osltiOD  (Mr.  a;  J.  Balfour) 
lias  alhided.  He  say^  there  will^be  a 
^ftflicalty  io  raising  monej  on  theproper tj . 
iii  order  to  pay  the  datj.  I  wul  point 
otit  that  there  Will  Ibe  po  duty  payable ; 
except  on  the  margin! 'of  the  prbperty 
after  all  the  'mortgagees  kre  paid,  and  if 
the  pro^rty  be  heavily  mortgaged  there 
t^iil  not  be  much  dnty  to  pay,  while  the 
bwner  will  have  eighV^years  in  whiclh  to 
make  the  payment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not,  after  ail;,  toueh  the 
qn^stioQ  why  the  ow^ner^hip' of  •  tbfs 
epecific  class  of  piroperty  should  be  treated 
differently  from  the  ownership  of  other 
property .  There  are  difficulties  of  •  k*eali'- 
sation  whatever  your  ■  property  may  be. 
The  right  hon.  Grentlemah  appeared-  to 
express  some  doubt  with  reference'  t6 
ironworks.  I  can  tell  him  that  within 
the  last  thr^  weeks  one  of  the  most 
memotiible  ironworks  in  Staffordshire, and 
one  which  was  subject  some  years'  ago  t)o 
a  well-known  litigation — a  property  that 
cost  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds, 
possessing  a  large  amount  of  plant  atHl 
machinery  — ^  was  put  up  for  auction, 
and  not  a  man  would  make  a  -  bid 
for  it.  I  believe  the  same  thing  would 
happen  if  a  great  many  of  the  other 
ironworks  in  Staffordshire  were  offered 
for  sale,  and  it  is  well  known  that  waves 
of  depression  go  over  properties  of  this 
kind  from  time  to  time.  I  can  tell"  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  that  in  the  case  of 
other  property  besides  land  it  is  much 
more  difficult  to  sell  part  of  it  than  to 
sell  the  whole.  I  do  not,  however,  think 
it  is  so  difficult  to  sell  a  portion  of  a 
landed  estate.  The  estates  that  have  been 
cleared  off  the  register  during  the  last 
three  months,  irrespective  of  the  sales  by 
auction,  have  been  those  that  have  been 
sold  in  small  quantities  which  the  tenants 
could  buy.  The  difficulty  is  in  selling 
the  large  estates  and  not  in  selling  the 
small  holdings.  This  Amendment  would 
practically  amount  to  enacting  in  other 
words  that  where  a  landowner  does  not 
choose  to  pay  the  Estate  Duty  no  Estate 
Duty  shall  be  payable.  You  might  just 
as  well  ask  the  State  to  free  from  duty 
every  other  description  of  property  which 
is  liable  to  pay  It.  Even  if  you  are  not 
content  to  admit  the  force  of  this  reason- 
ing, yon  still  have  to  show  why  the  land- 
owner ie  to  be  dealt  with  differentlv  from 
other  owners.    The  landowner  has  means 


out'ot  tlie  income  of  his  property  to' pay 
in  eight  yearistbeiQstalmentiB  of  the  duty. 
I  am  astonished  at  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tbeLeader  of  <  the  Opposition  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoar)  lending- his <  great  w^ght 
to  the  fallacy  which  underlies  this 
Amendment,  tf  it  be  wrongs  to  impose 
dut]f  on  landed  t)roperty  at  all,  the  wrong 
willi^btbe  evaded  by  proposals  of. this 
kiAd.  If  it  bewtong,  say  so  at  once,  and 
let  us  settle  the  question^  If,  however, 
you  once  admit  it  is  a  right  and  just  thing 
to  tax  all  descriptions  of  property,  i  do 
tibt'see  why  *you  are  to  interpose  insu* 
]te^aMe  difficnltfes  in  fte  way  of  recover- 
ing ^he  payment  of  the  tax. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said;  that  as  one  who  had  something  to 
d6  'wHh  small  allotments,  he  wished  to 
Bay  a' few  words.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  asked  why  this  Amend- 
ment should  l)e  i^roposed  with  regard  to 
the  partict}lar  land  it  dealt' with.  Surely 
the  wording  of  the  Amendment  supplied 
the'  answer  to  that  question.  The  Amend- 
ment applied  to  land  that  was  held  in 
small  holdings  under  the  Act  of  1892f. 
This  was  land  with  which  the  Legislature 
for  special  reasons  of  high  policy  which 
were  acceptable  to  Members  opposite 
undertook  to  interfere,  and  the  very 
i^eason  which  justified  the  policy  of  1892 
justified  the  policy  of  this  Amendment. 
The  Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
asked  what  the-  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  upon  the  Inland  Revenub 
Commissioners.  The  effect  would  be 
that  they  would  be  very  careful  to  put  a 
just  and  proper  valuation  upon  land,  be- 
cause they  Would  know  that  if  they  put 
an  unfair  value  upon  it  they  would  be 
hoist  with  their '  own  petard,  and  would 
have  to  take  the  laud  themselves.  The 
fact  was  that  landowners  did  not  now 
have,  and  were  not  likely  to  get,  a  fatr 
and  proper  valuation  of  their  land.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hampshire  had  referred 
to  estates  which  nobody  would  buy,  but 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  Inland  Re- 
venue Commissioners  put  some  value 
upon  those  estates.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labonchere), 
arguing  that  land  was  not  unsaleable, 
said  he  would  give  the  coin  in  his  pocket 
for  the  price  of  the  land.  That  was 
exactly  what  the  Opposition  said 
— ^namely,  that  land  could  only  be 
sold,  if  at  all,  for  a  song.  The 
hon.    Member    for     Northampton    had 
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spoken  of  land  being  sold  for  the  Death 
Duties.  To  hear  the  hon.  Member  speak 
one   would  suppose  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  care  if  the  entire  estate  was 
sold  to  pay  the  Death  Duty.     But  what 
else   would   that   be    but    confiscation  ? 
The  policy  of  the  Small  Holdings  Act  of 
1892  and  of  this  Amendment  were  both 
designed  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
the  distribution  of  the  land  among  the 
population.     He  believed   that   without 
an  Amendment  of  this  kind  a  very  severe 
blow  would  be  inflicted  on  the  system  of 
small    holdings.     When    they   went   to 
their  constituents  hon.  Members  on  that 
(the     Opposition)   side  of    the    House 
would  point  out  to  the  agricultural  cx>m- 
munity    that   when    they    introduced  a 
reasonable  Amendment  like  this  to  pro- 
tect the  small  landowner  and  ensure  the 
distribution   of   the   land    amongst    the 
people,  it   was  the  Liberal  Government 
that  opposed  it. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sleaford  had  admittedly 
brought  forward  a  case  of  hardship.    But 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  had  objected  to  that 
case  of  hardship  being  met  because,  as 
he  said,  there  was  another  case  of  even 
greater  hardship.     Suppose  it  were  so, 
what  argument    was    that  against  the 
case    presented    by    the    Member    for 
Sleaford  ?     No    doubt  there   was  great 
force   in  what    had   been   said   by   the 
Secretary  for  India,  but  surely  that  was  a 
reason    for  meeting   the  case    he    had 
brought  forward  and  uot  for  declining  to 
meet   the   case  brought  forward  by  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman  opposite.      The 
case  of  creditors  had  been  referred  to. 
What  happened  when  a  man   had  the 
misfortune  to  become  bankrupt.     Why 
the  value  of  the  securities  was  called  for 
and  the  creditor  had  the  option  of  taking 
them  over  for  the  price  at  which  he  valued 
them.    That  system  might  be  adopted  in 
this  case.     If  the  Government  valued  the 
land  at  a  particular  sum  why  should  they 
not   take  it  over  at  that  sum  ?      They 
asked  what  was  the  difference  between 
the     owners*     holding    and    the    Com- 
missioners* holding  ?     Why,  the  differ- 
ence was  that  the  Commissioners  could 
hold  it  as  long  as  they  liked  and  sell  it 
at  the  most  convenient  time,  whereas  the 
owner  would  be  obliged  to  sell  to  pay 
the   duty.      There   was  another  reason 

Sir  /?.  Temple 


in  favour  of  the  Amendment  which  bmd 
not     yet     been     alluded     to— nameij, 
the  facility  it  would  afford  for  arriving  at 
something  like  the  true  value  of  the  land* 
If  the  Commissioners  valued  the  land  at 
a  certain  price  and   the  owner  did  not 
choose  to  band  it  over,  that  would  be  evi- 
dence that  the  Commissioners  had   uot 
over-valued  it.     On  the  other  baud,  if 
the  owner  did  not  accept  it,  it  would  be 
evidence  that  the  Commissioners  had  put 
a  fair  price  on  it.     In  his  opinion,  one  of 
the  greatest  difficulties  would  be  that  of 
determining  a  fair  price.     It  was  in  that 
that  land  differed  so  much  from  Stocks- 
and  shares.     No  doubt  there  were  many 
Stocks  and  shares  not  saleable  at  all,  but,, 
so  far  as  the  great  majority  were  concerned 
their  approximate  value  could  be  ascer-* 
tained  by  looking  at  the  Stock  Exchange 
list.     But  they  had  absolutely  no  sucb 
facility  for  arriving  at  the  value   in  the- 
case  of  land.   He  believed  that  some  suck 
provision  as  that  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite   would   be    of 
great  advantage  in  arriving  at  a  satis- 
factory value  of]  land  as    between    the 
owner  and   Commissioners,   and  if    the 
Amendment  went  to  a  Division  he  should 
give  it  his  support. 

Colonel    KEN  YON  -  SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)   said,  there   waa 
one  other  little  practical  point  that  seemed 
to  have  escaped  those  officially  connected 
with   the   Bill — namely,   that   the  main 
difficulty  when  they  carried  the  Bill  into 
law  would  be  to  provide  a  market  for 
land.     The  Government  had  been  unable 
to  see  how  directly  the  Amendment  bore 
on  the  question   of  providing  a  market 
for  the  land.     If  land  could  be  used  for 
the  payment  of  Death  Duties  they  would 
multiply  by  ten  the  ease  by  which  land 
could  be  bought  and  sold.  If  a  man  knew 
that  he  could  buy  a  piece  of  land,  aud 
that  when  the  proper  time  came  it  could 
be  sold  away  from  his  estate  he  would  be 
much  more  eager  and  willing  to  buy  than 
he  was  at  present.     As  the  Bill  stood,  if 
a  man  bought  land  he  would  subject  it  to 
all  the  iniquities,  and  hardships  of  the 
Government   proposal ;  but  if  he  knew 
that  it  would    be   broken   offT  from   his 
estate  at  his  death  and  be  made  to  pay 
the     Death     Duty,     there     would     lie 
more     buying     and    selling     of     land 
than     obtained    at    present,    or     would 
obtain  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill  as  at 
present  drawn.     Therefore,  putting  oo 


\Ul 


FiMance 


{9  JiTLY  1894} 


Hiil. 


1243 


<me  tide  the  flippftot  noosense  talked  bv 
the  boo.  Member  for  Nortbampton,  be 
sabfoitted  that  bj  this  AmeDdment  ther 
wottld  be  renderiog  land  more  liqaid^  so 
to  speak— -more  easily  bought  and  sold. 
Tbej  wonkl  be  prodaciag  ao  effect  which 
diej  wanted  to  prodnoe,  and  doing  that 
which  was  good  instead  of  that  which 
was  eTil. 

Question  put. 

The  Honse  divided  : — Ajes  147  ; 
Noes  187.— {Division  List,  No.  154.) 

Mr.  HEXEAOE  moved  to  insert  the 
following  Clau.^e,  after  Clause  4  : — 

<ProTiitiou  for  Estate  Duty  by  Life  Insurance.) 

**  When  the  deceased  has,  during  bU  own 
life,  expreewlj  provided  for  iMiyment  uf  tbe 
Vstate  Duty  on  any  proi^erty  panAing  at  hiM 
death,  or  for  any  part  of  imch  Estate  Duty,  by 
iaMhng  his  life  for  that  purpose,  t»uch  tsama  of 
money  a«  shall  be  payable  to  hit*  c^tate  under 
«och  In^uniiice  iiolicy  shall  not  be  aggregated 
with  any  other  property  for  the  pur|K>se  of  de- 
Serraininir  the  rate  of  Krttate  Duty,  and  no 
£iUte  Duty  shall  be  payable  thereouV* 

His  object  was  to  except  an  insurance 
policy,  taken  ont  for  the  express  purpose 
of  paying  Death  Duties,  from  agfrregation 
and  graduation,  providing  that  the 
■remioniff  were  properly  paid  during  the 
life  of  the  deceased.  He  thought  it 
would  be  very  hard  indeed  if,  when  a 
person  had  had  the  foresight  and  thrift 
to  provide  payment  of  the  Estate  Duty, 
chat  money  should  be  brought  into  the 
property  and  aggregated  in  order  to  in- 
crease the  scale  of  valuation.  A  person 
having  a  property  might  think  it  de- 
sirable to  relieve  tbe  younger  children 
from  Estate  Duty,  and  would  not  desire 
to  impose  the  bnrden  upon  his  resiiluary 
legatee  or  the  person  who  inheriteil  the 
propertj  in  land,  and  he  therefore  pro- 
vided in  this  Amendment  that  the  in- 
sorance,  whether  for  the  Death  Duties  of 
the  whole  of  the  property,  or  for  a  por- 
tion onlj,  should  not  form  part  of  the 
property  passing  at  the  death  of  the 
deceased.  He  thought  it  was  a  cruel 
thing  to  ask  a  person  not  only  to  pay 
the  Estate  Duty  by  instalments  during 
his  life,  but  also  to  ask  him  to  |iay  s 
second  and  increased  dutv  when  tliev 
aggregated  this  property  ;  therefore,  in 
{nstice  and  fairness  any  money  provided 
by  insaraooe  for  the  payment  of  Death 
Datie^  ought  to  be  cycerapted  from  being 
added  to  the  estate  for  purposes  of 
Eatate  Duty.     The  answer  given  by  his 


hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
G^eral,  during  the  course  of  the  Com- 
mittee, showed  what  he  thought  was  the 
equity  of  the  case,  because  according  to 
his  answer  he  thought  it  was  not  included 
under  the  Bill,  therefore  he  (Mr.  Heneage) 
would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  better  to  omit  these  policies,  ear- 
marked for  the  purpose,  from  the  process 
of  aggregation  ?  From  a  Treasury  point 
of  view  he  thought  it  would  not  be  a 
bad  precedent,  for  by  inducing  people  to 
be  thrifty  they  would  prevent  a  great 
deal  of  what  hatl  been  contemplated  as 
likely  to  take  pUoe  under  this  Bill.  It 
had  been  said  that  houses  might  be  shut 
up,  labourers  thrown  out  of  employment, 
and  thus  the  revenue  from  the  Income 
Tax  would  be  reduced.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Crentleman  would  favourably 
consider  what  he  could  not  help  thinking 
was  a  perfectly  fair  Amendment.  It 
would  induce  tbo  keeping  together  of 
capital  both  in  landed  estates  and  in 
commercial  undertaking's  which  would 
in  itself  be  a  means  of  increasing  the 
Revenue,  as  that  would  increase  the 
amount  payable  by  way  of  Income  Tax. 
It  would  also  have  the  advantage  of 
encouraging  thrift  amongst  owners  of 
property,  and  for  all  these  reasons  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  his  way  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

New  Clause — 

After  Clause  4,  to  insert  the  following 
Ckuse  :»- 

(PpoviBion  for  Estate  Doty  by  life  insurance.) 
**  When  the  deceased  ban,  rlnring  hi^  own 
life,  expretuily  proTide«l  for  f>ayment  t>f  the 
Etttate  Duty  on  any  property  paMhiog  at  bis 
death,  or  for  any  part  of  such  Bstate  l>u\v,  by 
insuring  his  life  for  that  pur|»o»*e,  huoh  ».um«  of 
money  as  shall  be  payable  to  his  e<«tat4*  nmler 
such  iniiuranoe  policy  shall  not  )>e  agvruimted 
with  any  other  property  for  the  pur)M»M3  of 
determining  the  rate  of  Ettato  Duty,  and  no 
Kntate  Duty  shall  be  payable  tbere*)n."  — (  Vr. 
Hrnea4fr.) 

Clause  brought  up,  aud  read  the  first 
time. 

Motiou  made,  aud  Questiou  proiKwed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  secoud  time.** 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT,  who  was  very 
imperfectly  heard  in  the  Gallery-,  was 
understood  to  say  that  the  difficulty  almut 
this  Amendment  was  the  same  difficulty 
that  thev  had  often  stated  before  in  re- 
spect  of  tbe  dealings  with  insurances  on  a 
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differeni  footiog  from  thai  of  any  other 
provision*  There  were  some  people  who 
were  able  to  .insore,  and  when  tbej.  ooold 
do  BO  it  was  a  good  thing,  bat  there  were 
other  people  who  were  not  able  to  iasurew 
As  he  had  pointed  out  before,  there  were 
a  good  many  people  who  might  be  com- 
pelled to  employ  their  money  by  patting 
it  into  their  businesses,  and  therefore  why 
should  they  give  this  preference  to  this 
particular  method  of  making  a  provision  ? 
If  a  man  had  property,  clearly  that  pro- 
perty was  available  for  the  payment  of 
duties.  It  might  be  more  convenient  for 
a  man  to  save  the  money  to  pay  those 
duties  by  other  means  than  by  insuranoe, 
and  they  ought  not  to  put  those  other 
forms  of  saving  at  a  disadvantage  as 
compared  with  insurance.  Therefore,  for 
the  same  reason  they  were  not  able  to 
accept  previons  Amendments,  they  could 
not  accept  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

«Sm  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he  was 
very  sorry  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  unable  to  give  some  favourable 
consideration  to  the  proposal,  though  he 
agreed  with  him  in  thlEiking  that  there 
was  something  to  be  said  against  making 
a  special  exception  in  favour  of  insurance, 
as   distinguished    from   other    kinds   of 
saving.     Still,  as  had  been  pointed  out 
in  the  course  of  the  Debates  on  this  Bill, 
insurance  would  be  the  best  and  proper 
way  of  making  provision  for  the  payment 
of  the  largely-increased  duties  which  were 
sanctioned  by  the  Bill.      It  was  also  the 
easiest  way,   always  provided   that  the 
person  was  in  a  position  of  health  and  at 
a  time  of  life  to  insure  upon  reasonable 
terms.  There  was  this  difference  between 
this  and  other  kinds  of  provision — if  a 
man  insured,  he  was  practically  bound  to 
continue   the  payments    till  his  death  ; 
but,  if  he  merely  put  by  a  sum  annually, 
he  was  tempted  to  utilise  the  money  in  some 
other  way.     But  he  would  taketheargu 
mtMit  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
q iict's  own  point  of  view.     He  contended 
tliHt  any  sum  put  by,  whether  by  insur- 
ance  or   savings,  alienated  for  the  pur- 
pose  of   paying    Death    Duties,   ought 
not    to    be    aggregated    with    the   rest 
of     the     property    and     ought    to    be 
free  from  the  payment  of  duty.     As  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  shown 
himself  so  fond  of  precedent  to-night  he 
would  venture  to  offer  the  precedent  of 
the  Legacy  Duty.     He  believed  he  was 

Sir  fV.  Harcourt 


right  in  aanerting  that  a  fund  aUooated 
for  the  purpose  of  Legacy  Duly  was  noi 
itself  liable  to  Legacy*.  Duty,  aad  he 
believed  thatitinder  the  exialtngrJaw  the 
same  priaeiple  would  apply  Ac.  Suittoessioo 
Duty.  Then  <wby  ooald  not}  the  CbaD-» 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  take  thai  pre- 
cedent when  it  waa  favoorable  te  the 
taxpayer  and  apply  it  to  the  Ettaie 
Duty  as  he  was  ready  to  apply  prece- 
dents not  favourable  to  the  taxpayer, 
but  which  the  right  hoo.  Getitle- 
man  considered  favoorable  to  the 
Exchequer  ?  He  hoped  even  now  it 
might  be  possible  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  so  far  to  reconsider  this 
matter  as  to  promise  to  make  some 
proposition  in  the  Bill,  before  this  stage 
was  finally  concluded.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  consider  with  favour 
what  he  thought  was  the  very  reasonable 
principle  laid  down  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  only  objection  to  which  that 
had  been  raised  was  that  it  did  not 
go  far  enough. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  said,  perhaps 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say,  by  way  of 
explanation,  that  he  would  favourably 
consider  any  scheme  that  could  be 
provided,  before  tlio  Bill  left  the  House^ 
by  which  a  fuud  could  be  set  apart  for  the 
express  purpose  of  paying  Death  Dutiea, 
and  which  should  be  inalienable.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage) 
would  be  satisfied  with  that* 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  wa«  important,  and  it  waa 
well  they  should  know  what  it  amounted 
to.  He  did  not  wish  to  show  any  dis- 
trust of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
they  did  not  hear  very  clearly  what  it 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said. 
As  he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  was  favourable  to  any  scheoie 
which  exempted  from  taxation  for 
Estate  Duty  a  fund  expreesly  provided 
for  the  payment  of  Death  Duties. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  Yes,  a  fund 
that  is  so  absolutely  secured  as  to  be 
inalienable. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  a  fund 
were  provided  for  the  express  purpose  of 
paying  Death  Duties,  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  woidd  look  upon  that  pro- 
posal with  favour,  and  see.  if  he  oooM 
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Dot  e^cempt'  it  from  Estate  Daty.    He 

tiioaght'hw  right^ion;  Friend  the  Membeir 

for  Grimsbjr  (Mr. '  Hdneag^)  would  do 

Well  tb  aeeept  that  pFoposttiota. 

-  8iirtV^:iHA^BfGe(!)iRTwafeiiiid6r8tood 

to  saj  that  the  Motion  niiiBt*<be  within 

drawik 

Mb.  COURTNEY"  said,  that  if  tbej 
went  to  a  Division' it  might  be  lield  that 
a  provision  of  that  sort  had  been  n^a- 
tived  bj  tlxe  Honse^  and  he  wished  the 
mind' of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  be  kept  perfectly  open  x  therefore  he 
thought  his*  right  hon.  Friend  would  act 
wisely  in  aooepting  the  snggestion,  and 
withdrawing  the  Motiou,  rather  thian 
pressing  it  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  HENBA6E  said,  he  was  quite 
prepared,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
^thdiBw  the  Motion. 

Mb.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  feU  so  strongly  the  de* 
sirability  of  obtaining  some  concession 
from  the  Government  that  he  joined  his 
right  hon.  Friend  in  urging  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Amendment.  He  sincerely 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  put  them  in  the  position  of  having 
the  question  excluded  from  all  considera- 
tion at  a  future  stage.  He  thought  they 
were  all  agreed  as  t^  the  condition  that 
the  money  should  be  inalienable  so  far  as 
the  sum  that  was  required  for  the  Estate 
Daty.  Any  amount  above  that  required 
for  the  Death  Duties  the  State  would 
consider  as  property  belonging  to  the 
other  property  to  be  aggregated.  For  his 
part,  he  would  be  glad  to  see  the  exemp- 
tions extended  to  all  forms  of  savings, 
and  further  to  see  that  that  part  set  apart 
for  the  payment  of  Death  Duties  should 
Aot  be  available  for  disposition  by  the 
owner  for  any  other  purpose  whatever, 
and  that  the  residue  should  be  available 
for  aggregation.  Like  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, he  felt  that  in  many  cases  the 
burden  of  making  this  provision  would 
be  a  very  heavy  one,  and  fall  in  many 
cases  upon  men  who  had  lived  a  consider^ 
able  pail;  of  their  lives  already,  and  had 
come  to  a  time  when  <ih^y  could  only 
make  this  provision  with  very  great 
diAeillt^,  add  it  seemed  a  great  hardship 
not  merely  to  call  on  them,  in  some  de- 
gree, far  inezcess  of  self-denial,  butalso  to 
<iftBt  on  his  suceessors  additional  taxation* 
He  hoped  that  during  the  report  stage 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
either 'Suggest  himself  some  method  or 


laoe^pt  iEK>me  Suggestion  wbieh  would 
!i^ieve  money  whicii  Was  distinctly  .ear- 
'  Baarked^ai^  money  pfOvided  for  the  pay^ 

m(0nt  idi  Death  Butiea  fionv  aggragatiori,* 
!  and  thereby .  lighten  '.  the^ :  bnrdeb  whicti 

would  fall  upon  thoe^  who  could  only 
'  provide' this    money''  by    acts    of    self^ 

*Mr.  JOHNSGN-FEHGUSON 
(Leicester,  Loughhorottgh)  ^  ventured  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequer  to 
consider  this  proposal  favouirably  before 
thei  further    clauses   o£  '^the  Bill   were 
reached.      The  proposal  w.Ould,  he  -too 
lieved,  materially   assist    m  meeting  a 
difficulty  that   would  certainly  arise  in 
distriotl^  such  as  he  knew  in  Laneashire 
where  a  large   proportion  of  leasehold 
cottage  property  is  owned  by  the  working 
classes,  and  in  other  districts,  small  farms 
were  held  by  the  same  class.     No  form 
of  investment  was  more  popular  among 
the  working  classes  of  Lanoasbire  than 
this  cottage  property,  and  it  would  be 
found  that  in  Lancashire  Town  the  larger 
portion  of  cottage  property  was  owned 
by  this  class.     From  experience  he  had 
had  he  was  conviuced  that  considerable 
difficulty  would  arise  among  this  class 
and  to  the  Inland  Revenue  when  on  death 
taking  place  money  had  to  be  raised  to 
meet   the  Death   Duties.     These  small 
Qwn(»s  being  exceedingly  thrifty  would, 
be  felt  sure,  avail  themselves  of  such  a 
provision  as  was  proposed  by  the  Amende 
mdnt ;  he  believed  the  great  bulk  of  these 
would   insure   their  lives  specially  eart- 
marking  the  policy  as  providing  for  the 
payment  of  Death  Duties.  A  few  years  ago 
a  considerable  amount  of   cottage  pro- 
perty came  into  his  possession,  and  this 
he  privately  sold  to  men  in  his  employ. 
In   every  instance   the   men  paid  about 
half  the  purchase-money,  borrowing  the 
remainder  from  Building  Societies  in  the 
town.     It  would  be  perfectly  impossible 
for  these  men  within  a  short  period  to 
raise  a  further  amount,  to  effect  a  further 
mortgage  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the 
duties  payable  on  death.      But  in  'snch 
a  case,  if  this  proposal  were  adopted--'^ 
and   such   cases   would  often  arise,  ior 
when  this  class  of  property  wastoffeced 
for    sale   it  was  usually   purchased   by 
working  men — ^a  provision  such  as  thiS'. 
would  be  largely  availed  of,  and  no  diffi- 
culty would  arise.       He  admitted  there 
ought  to  be  a  stringent  provision  for  ear*- 
marking  the  policy  so  that  it  could  not 
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be  alienated ;  aud  do  doubt  the  right 
hon.  GeotlemaD  (Mr.  Heneage)  woold 
concur  in  that.  He  hoped  that  before 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill  y^losed  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wonld  see 
his  waj  to  meet  the  deaire  he  was  sure 
was  felt  on  both  sides  for  some  such  a 
proposal  as  this. 

Sir  mark  STEWART  (Ku-kcud- 
bright)  considered  it  wonld  be  of  great 
advantage  to  persons  who  were  trying  to 
make  a  start  in  life  and  to  become  the 
owners  of  a  little  property  if  this  provision 
were  adopted.  Speaking  for  the  class  who 
were  just  a  little  above  those  who  bought 
cottage  property — namely,  the  purchasers 
of  their  own  farms,  he  would  point  out 
that  tliey  did  not  pay  the  whole 
sum,  but  left  a  heavy  mortgage  on  a 
large  portion  of  the  purchase-money,  and 
to  expect  them  to  pay  Death  Duties 
would  be  not  only  an  impossibility  but 
almost  an  absurdity.  The  adoption  of 
some  such  proposal  as  that  suggested 
would  really  put  more  money  into  the 
pocket  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer than  almost  any  other  way  which 
was  provided  in  the  Bill.  Tbere  would 
be  great  interest  taken  in  this  question 
throughout  the  country,  and  especially 
by  the  smaller  proprietors.  They  would 
immediately  insure  their  lives  or  their 
Bons^  lives,  and  in  that  way  would  not 
try  to  evade  the  Bill  when  it  became  an 
Act,  as  large  numbers  would  do  if  a  pro- 
posal like  this  were  not  accepted.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  before  the  Bill 
left  the  Report  stage  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  carry  out  what  they 
believed  he  had  foreshadowed  in  his  re- 
marks as  being  willing  to  do.  He  was 
satisfied  that  it  would  be  the  best  thing 
he  could  do  in  the  interests  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  would  make  the  Bill  more 
popular  than  it  otherwise  would  be. 

Mr.  HANBURY  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  realise  that  it  was  not  large  pro- 
perties only  which  were  affected .  by  this 
proposal,  but  that  it  touched  just  as  much 
yeomen  farmers  who  had  bought  their 
own  farms  and  the  operatives  in  Lan- 
cashire towns  who  had  purchased  houses 
or  cottages.  They,  above  all  others, 
would  be  the  class  who  would  benefit  if 
a  clause  such  as  had  been  suggested 
were  adopted,  because  they  had  probably 
got  no  money  beyond  the  amount  they 
had  invested  in  the  purchase  of  cottage 

Mr.  Johnson^Fetyuson 


or  small  farming  property.  He  believed 
that  in  certain  cases,  snob  as  those  to 
which  he  alluded,  there  were  exemptions 
from  the  Succession  Duty,  and  if  that 
were  so  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer 
would  not  be  creating  new  exemptions 
but  only  following  the  rule  with  regard 
to  the  Legacy  and  Sucoeseion  Duty. 

Mr.  BYRNE  observed  that  under  a 
proposal  such  as  this  the  money  would 
be  applicable  for  the  payment  of  the 
Death  Duties  before  anything  went  to 
the  executor  at  all,  so  that  it  would  be 
ear-marked  from  the  first,  and  the  Inland 
Revenue  authorities  would  get  their  money 
paid  straight  away. 

Mr.  BARTLE  Y  remarked  that  a  pro- 
posal of  this  kind  would  meet  cases  of 
great  difficulty.  He  suggested  the  omiA- 
sion  of  the  words  from  the  proposed 
cUiuse,  *^  by  insuring  his  lifb  for  that  pur« 
pose,"  and  also  the  words  ^'  under  such 
insurance  policy."  The  clause  wonld 
then  read — 

"  When  the  deceased  has,  daring  his  own  life  ex- 
pressly provided  for  payment  of  the  Estate  Duty 
on  any  property  paesiii^  at  his  death,  or  for  any 
part  of  such  Estate  Duty,  such  sums  of  money 
as  shall  be  payable  to  his  estate  shall  not  be 
aggr^ated  with  any  other  property  for  the  pur- 
pose of  determining  the  rate  of  Estate  Duty, 
and  no  Esjtate  Duty  shall  be  payable  thereon/* 

Then  some  proviso  could  follow  to  this 
effect :  ^*  Provided  that  the  fund  so  pro- 
vided shall  be  in  the  joint  names  of  the 
Commissioners  and  the  deceased.''*  The 
money  which  had  been  so  specially  pro- 
vided would  not  then  be  aggregated, 
which  was  possibly  the  worst  part  of  the 
offence,  because  it  was  very  hard  that  a 
man  who  had  been  thrifty  and  had  care- 
fully provided  for  the  payment  of  the 
Death  Duties  should  thereby  be  put  just 
over  the  margin  and  compelled  to  pay  at 
a  higher  rate  than  he  would  otherwise 
have  had  to  pay. 

Sir  JAMES  WHITEHEAD  (Leices- 
ter)  hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  before  expressing  himself  in 
favour  of  this  proposal,  would  seriously 
consider  that  this  would  be  establishing 
a  new  precedent  which  would  tend  to 
carry  the  principle  much  further  than  at 
the  moment  was  anticipated.  All  who 
had  engaged  in  business  were  aware  that 
business  men  were  obliged  to  pay  Income 
Tax  on  Income  Tax,  or,  in  other  words, 
they  were  not  allowed  to  deduct  Income 
Tax  paid  as  part  of  the  expenses  of  carry- 
ing on  business.    Now,  he  conceived  that 
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if  thb  principle  were  established  in  con- 
nection with  these  duties,  business  meft 
would  be  perfectly  justified  in  demanding 
that  Income  Tax  should  be  treated  as  an 
expense  incident  to  carrying  on  business, 
and  that  in  future  the  payment  of  Income 
Tax  on  Income  Tax  should  cease.  Again, 
he  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
another  point  concerning  the  way  in 
which  this  principle,  if  adopted,  would 
work.  Men  of  business  who  purchase 
a  concession  extending  over  a  certain 
number  of  years  usually  set  aside  year 
by  year  a  sum  as  payment  of  the  amount 
originally  laid  out  in  acquiring  the  con* 
cession,  and  they  had  felt  it  to  be  a  very 
great  grievance  that  each  year  Income 
Tax  had  to  be  paid  on  this  sum  thus  set 
aside.  Now  would  not  every  argument 
in  support  of  the  principle  on  which  the 
Amendment  was  founded  equally  hold 
good  in  respect  to  repayment  in  the  case 
mentioned  or  to  repay  the  cost  of  a  lease  ? 
It  certainly  appeared  to  him  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  principle  would  open 
up  a  very  wide  field  of  operation  in  the 
direction  he  had  indicated,  and  he  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
very  seriously  consider  the  principle  in- 
volved before  accepting  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Grimsby. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said  that,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  should  withdraw  the 
clause,  but  he  desired  to  explain  that  the 
reason  he  thought  such  a  difference  ought 
to  be  made  between  insurance  and  other 
modes  of  making  provision  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  duty  was  because  a  person 
who  insured  his  life  really  paid  the  whole 
of  the  Estate  Duty  during  his  lifetime. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  S.)  moved 
the  following  clause  : — 

(Exemption  of  estates  of  £5,000  of  persons 
killed  in  discharge  of  public  duty.) 

''Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  an 
estate  the  principal  value  of  which  does  not 
exceed  five  thousand  pounds,  in  the  case  of  any 
person  killed  directly  or  indirectly  in  the  per* 
formance  of  his  duty,  either  in  the  Army  or 
the  Navy,  or  who  loses  his  life  in  the  perform- 
ance of  an  heroic  act  of  saving,  or  attempting 
to  save,  another  person  from  danger,  disease,  or 
accident." 

The  question  of  the  exemption  of  men  in 
the  Army  and  Navy  from  Estate  Duty 
in  the  case  of  death  on  active  service  was 


del»ated  to  a  certain  extent  on  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  the  Biil.  The  objection 
that  was  then  raised  to  the  proposal  was 
that  inasmuch  as  some  of  the  men  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  were  rich  persons  whose 
estate  could  well  afford  to  pay  duty  it 
was  not  desirable  to  exempt  them  from 
the  payment  of  duty,  ev«n  though  they 
lost  their  lives  in  the  performance  of 
theii'  duties.  He  did  not  agree  at  all 
with  that  argument.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  when  a  man  was  killed  in  the  ser- 
vice of  his  country  the  reUttive  amount 
of  his  means  was  a  question  of  insignifi- 
cance compared  with  the  loss  to  his 
family  of  bis  life,  and  should  be  no  bar 
to  the  exemption  proposed  in  the  new 
clause.  But  what  he  desired  to  protect 
from  the  new  duties  was  the  properties 
of  men  in  the  Army  and  Navy  who  were 
not  rich  men.  He  felt  that  the  one  great 
evil  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  seemed  to 
treat  the  rich  man  as  if  he  were  a  criminal 
by  reason  of  his  wealth.  He  thought 
that  was  a  mistake  ;  but  not  being  him- 
self in  the  category  of  rich  men  he  had, 
of  course,  more  sympathy  with  the 
smaller  men.  He  thought  his  clause  re- 
moved the  objections  that  were  raised  to 
the  exemptions  in  Committee  ;  for  he 
limited  the  action  of  the  exemption  to 
estates  that  did  not  exceed  £5,000,  which 
could  not  be  considered  a  large 
estate.  The  present  rate  of  in- 
terest on  money  left  for  widows 
and  children  could  not  be  taken 
to  be  much  above  3  per  cent.,  so 
that  the  clause  would  give  exemption 
from  Estate  Duty  only  to  the  properties 
of  those  who,  dying  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty  to  their  country,  or  in  the  per- 
formance of  some  heroic  deed,  left  their 
widows  and  children  something  under 
£150  a  year.  It  was  said  during  the 
Debate  on  the  question  in  Committee  that 
the  men  in  the  Army  and  Navy  were 
paid  to  be  killed.  It  was  true  that  for 
the  sake  of  protecting  us,  of  protecting 
the  interests  of  their  Queen  and  country, 
those  men  were  paid  for  running  the  risk 
of  being  killed  ;  but  it  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  they  were  not  paid  much,  and 
that  because  of  their  profession  they  paid 
more  for  the  provisions  they  made  for 
their  wives  and  children  by  life  assurance 
than  civilians.  The  fact  that  the  men  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  were  paid  was  no 
reason  why  the  nation  should  not  be 
grateful  for  their  deeds  of  self-sacrifice 
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and  bimvery,  and  make  Uie  Uve8  of  their 
widows  aud  children  as  eaaj  as  possiUe. 
Therefore^  il  wtis  n^  io  aoj  way  «m- 
reaseoable  thai  Ihey  should  exenpi  from 
tbe  £sUUe  Daties  Ihe  properties  of  those 
men  of  the  Army  aad  Navj  who  died  in 
the  perfonnaaee  of  (heir  duty,  and  left 
their  widows  and  orphans  £100  or  £150 
a  year.  Take  the  ease  of  the  disaster  to 
H.M.8.  Vieioria,  Sorely  they  ought  to 
oonsider  the  lives  of  the  men  who  went 
<lown  with  that  ship  as  saerifieed  for  the 
good  of  the  country,  and  therefore  that 
it  was  BOt  right  or  just  that  whatever 
jMTovision  the  humble  officers  of  the  ship 
might  have  made  for  their  widows  and 
childreo  should  be  taxed.  The  Bill  con- 
tinued in  operation  the  provision  by  which 
the  properties  of  private .  soldiers  and 
able-bodied  seamen,  whether  they  died  in 
active  service  or  not,  were  exempt  from 
duty ;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
properties  of  officers  whose  financial  posi- 
tion was  often  but  little  better  than 
the  financial  position  of  the  men  should 
not  have  the  same  pri  vilege.  His  clause, 
however,  went  a  little  further.  It  was 
not  limited  to  the  Army  and  Navy. 
Some  might  think  that  that  was  a  mis- 
take ;  but  he  did  not  think  so,  because 
the  history  of  the  country  was  full  of  the 
records  of  heroic  deeds  ;  and  many  more 
deeds  equally  heroic  were  not  recorded  at 
all.  The  clause  was  not  limited  in  its  scope 
to  the  Army  and  Navy,  but  was  inteoded 
to  include  acts  of  heroism  in  connection 
with  explosions  in  mines,  lifeboat  rescues, 
acts  of  valour  by  firemen,  and  saving 
from  drowning.  Was  it  reasonable  in 
those  cases  where  men  met  their  deaths 
io  the  performance  of  such  acts  and  left 
small  sums  to  widows  and  orphans  that 
this  paltry  duty  should  be  claimed, 
especially  as  the  clause  only  suggested 
exemption  if  very  little  was  left?  In  the 
ease  of  an  explosion  in  a  mine  amongst 
the  first  to  volunteer  for  the  work  of  ex- 
ploration and  rescue  were  sueh  men  as 
sttb^managers — ^men  who  had  saved  a 
Ultle  money  and  had  insured  their  lives. 
It  was  useless  for  ordinary  miners  to  go 
without  someone  to  lead  them,  and  dm 
leaders  as  a  rule  were  men  who  had  risea 
from  the  ranks.  Why  should  not  these 
men  be  assured,  when  volttfiteerisg  for 
this  dangerous  duty,  that  the  little  pro- 
vision they  had  been  able  to  make  for 
their  wives  and  children  would  not  be 
reduced  by  calls  from  the  Exchequer  in 

Mr.  Bariley 


the  event  of  their  losing  their  lives? 
Sniely  it  was  not  wise,  oodee  enoh  eiih 
cumstaocfls,  to  tax  the  money  left  bebiail 
by  these  people.  The  okss  of  pqrso— 
affeeted  by  the  clause  would  be  eea* 
paratively  young  mea«  beloiigiag  to  the 
best  of  the  lower  middle  classes.  £lder)^ 
men  would  aot  be  sufficiently  aetive  or 
physically  strong  enough.  The  lives  lesfc 
would  be  those  of  yoaag  men  who  in 
their  short  careers  had  not  been  able  to 
make  much  provision  for  those  who 
were  to  come  after  them.  These 
acts  of  heroism  should  not  be 
allowed  to  beeoroe  a  sounoe  o£ 
gain  to  the  Exchequer.  The  familiea 
of  men  like  Braidwood  —  a  man 
who  had  brought  the  Metropolitan  Fire 
Brigade  to  such  a  high  state  of  efficiency« 
and  who  lost  his  life  in  the  execution  oC 
his  duty  at  the  great  Tooley  Street  fire 
— should  not  be  made  to  pay  a  tax  in 
consequence  of  the  heroism  of  the  parente 
they  hsd  lost.  He  did  not,  of  course, 
imagine  that  the  carrying  of  the  clanse 
would  stimulate  to  die  performance  of 
heroic  deeds.  Thank  GUmI,  in  thia 
country  acts  of  heroism  would  always 
be  forthcoming,  however  deficient  the 
State  might  be  in  recognising  them  !  It 
would  be  an  insult  to  our  brave  country*- 
men  to  suppose  for  a  moment  that  they 
would  be  influenced  in  their  action  by 
the  thought  of  bow  they  or  their  families 
were  likely  to  be  treated.  Still,  they 
ought  not  to  have  it  in  their  minds  that, 
if  they  lost  their  lives  through  acts  of 
heroism  the  State  would  come  do^n  on 
the  property  they  left  behind  them,  aoil 
make  a  claim  for  a  share  of  it — a  claim 
which  it  could  not  make  if  these  men 
did  not  render  themselves  martyrs  to 
their  duty.  The  Exchequer,  in  a  sense, 
was  the  nation.  What  would  the  nation 
lose  by  granting  the  exemption  for 
which  he  pleaded  ?  In  the  event  of  thia 
country  being  engaged  in  a  war  the 
exemptions  might  amount  to  a  little,  but 
the  expenditure  on  war  was  so  enormous 
that  this  loss  would  be  a  mere  bagatelle 
when  considered  in  relation  to  it.  Or- 
dinarily, there  would  not  be  more  thaa 
100  people  in  the  course  of  a  year  who 
would  come  under  the  clause,  and  sup- 
pose the  average  amount  they  left  be- 
hind was  £2,000,  at  3  per  cent,  the 
loM  to  the  State  would  not  Mnount  to 
more  than  £6,000,  a  sum  too  paltry  ta 
diseuss.    The  Chaaeelk>r  of  the  Exeh^ 
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quer  might  say  that  he  was  short  of 
money^  biit  the  Daliou  was  not  so.  abort 
that  U  ahoDlJ  avail  itaelf .  of  this  insigai^ 
fidaat  waiy  of.  raistog  it.  The  working 
Glasses  of  the  country  were  always  dis* 
posed  to  €^t  with  generosity,  .to  those 
who  sacrificed  themselves  la  the  aaaiier 
he  had  indicated »  He  was  coofideat  the 
pobiic  wonld  williogly  pay  a  small  extra 
Qum  io  order  to  admit  of  these  exemptioDS 
being  made.  He  did  not  wish  to  bind 
himself  to. the  woi'ding  of  the  clftuse  so 
long  as  its  principle  was  accepted.  If 
tbe  Chancellor  of .  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Solicitor  General  thought  that  the  word- 
ing was  not  sufficiently  precise  he  would 
i^ree  to  an  alteration  of  it.  But  h^r 
maintained  that  the  nation  would  only  be 
too  glad  to  assent  to  the  principle  of  the 
clause. 

New  Clause— 

(Exemption    of  estates   of  £5,000  of  persons 
killed  in  discharge  of  public  duty.) 

'^  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  an 
estate  tbe  principal  value  of  which  does  not 
exceed  five  thousand  pounds,  in  the  case  of  any 
person  killed  directly  or  indirectly  in  the  per- 
formance of  his  duty,  either  in  the  Army  or  the 
Navy,  or  who  loses  his  life  in  the  performance 
of  an  heroic  act  of  saving,  or  attempting  to 
save,  another  person  from  danger,  disease »  or 
accident," — (J/r.  Bartley,) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  R.  T,  REID  said,  that  it  would 
be  very  agreeable  to  everybody  if  it  were 
practicable  to  adjust  taxation  according 
to  the  personal  merits  or  demerits  of  the 
person  who  had  to  pay  it ;  bat  the  hon. 
Member  would  agree  that  this  clause 
was  only  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  and 
eould  only  be  justified  on  the  basis  that 
they  ought  in  these  matters  to  have 
regard  for  the  characteristics  of  the  in- 
dividuals. He  was  aware  that  there  was 
on  the  Statute  Book  an  exemption  in 
favour  of  soldiers  and  seamen  slain  in 
action,  but  he  could  not  see  a  precedent 
ID  that  statute  for  claiming  exemption  in 
the  case  of  estates  up  to  £5,000  for  per- 
sons who  had  distinguished  themselves 
by  heroic  conduct.  If  men  behaved  with 
that  gallantry  which  often  distinguished 
people  in  all  the  ranks  of  life,  they  oould 
be  repaid  in  no  better  way  than  by  the 
esteem  and  admiration  of  their  fellow  men. 


Whatever  might  be  his  pergonal  sym^ 
pathies*— and  if  it  were  possible  he  would 
like  to  see  all  persons  with  smallinoomea 
and  all  widows  and  eluldcen  exempted 
from  taxatioa--**they  were  there  for.  the 
purpose  of  discharging  business  duties, 
and  the  Amendment,  though  henoitfable 
to  the  hon»  Gentleman  who.  proposed,  it, 
could  not  be  acceptod. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  sympathised  sincerely 
with  the  Solicitor  General  in  the  very 
disagreeable  duty  that  he  had  had  to  dis- 
charge. They  knew  very  w«ll  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  clause,  because  the 
authority  who  was  able  to  accept  it  was 
not  present,  and  had  left  his  instructions 
behind  him. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  :  Will  you  allow  me 
to  say  that  I  most  cordially  agree  in  the 
impossibility  of  accepting  it  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST  sMd,  that  he  had  qot 
said  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemfin 
did  not  agree  in  that  opinion ;  but,  before 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Mover  of  the 
clause  were  heard,  it  had  been  decided 
that  it  could  not  be  accepted.  He  (Sir 
J.  Gorst)  should  not  have  risen  at  all  if 
the  refusal  to  accept  the  clause  had  not 
been  based  upon  the  idea  that  they 
should  not  graduate  taxation  according 
to  the  merits  of  the  person  by  whom  it 
was  to  be  paid.  That  was  a  pure  in- 
vention on  the  part  of  the  Solicitor 
General  himself.  !No  such  argument  as 
that  had  appeared  in  the  speech  of  the 
mover  of  the  clause.  What  the  hon» 
Member  had  put  before  the  House,  and 
what  he  (Sir  J.  Gorst)  should  like  to 
put  before  it — and  what,  no  doubt,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  like  to 
put  before  it — was,  this  was  not  a  question 
of  the  character  of  the  people  who  paid 
the  tax,  but  of  the  character  of  the 
Exchequer  which  received  it.  The  Ex- 
chequer— a  Government  Department — 
as  well  as  an  individual,  had  a  character 
for  honour  and  honesty  to  maintain,  and 
the  proposition  before  the  House  was 
that  when  a  man  sacrificed  his  life  in  the 
public  interest  it  was  a  mean  thing  for 
the  Exchequer  to  take  advantage  of  that 
death  to  exact  the  Death  Duty  from  the 
widow  and  children  of  the  deceased. 
That  was  the  position.  It  was  not  a 
question  of  the  merits  of  the  person  who 
died,  but  that  the  public  ought  not,  in 
honour  and  honesty,  to  take  advantage  of 
a  death  caused  under  these  circumstances 
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to  put  B  0um  of  money  into  its  pocket. 
That  WAS  the  simple  position,  and  he 
was  quite  certain  that  if  the  mass  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  who  were  very 
generous,  could  be  brought  to  under- 
stand a  question  of  this  kind,  and  brought 
to  vote,  ay  or  no,  on  it,  they  would  by 
an  overwhelming  majority  declare  against 
exacting  Death  Duty  in  the  case  of  a 
person  whose  death  was  caused  by  his 
devotion  to  the  public  interest. 

Colonel  KEN  YON  -  SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  the  House 
could  not  but  have  felt  how  cniel  was  the 
contest  going  on  between  the  official  and 
the  man  as  the  Sol  ici  tor  Greneral  was  speak- 
ing. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
he  supposed,  was  bound  by  the  trammels 
of  officialism  to  give  them  the  answer  he 
did.  He  (Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney)  was 
sure  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
felt  himself  free  he  would  have  given 
a  very  different  reply.  What  was  asked 
was  that  in  the  case  of  a  man  who  sacri- 
ficed his  life  in  the  public  interest  those 
he  left  behind  him  should  not  be  fined 
for  that  sacrifice.  One  of  the  conditions 
of  the  Public  Service  was  that,  if  neces* 
sary,  life  should  be  sacrificed  in  the  per- 
formance of  duty.  But  the  fact  of  a  man 
so  sacrificing  his  life  brought  him  under 
the  fine  of  this  Bill.  He  hoped  and 
trusted  that,  later  on,  he  would  have  a 
chance  of  elaborating  still  further  the 
claims  of  the  Army  and  Navy  to  consi- 
deration in  this  respect.  But  others  were 
to  be  considered  besides  the  soldier  and 
sailor.  Take  the  case  of  the  fireman  who, 
to  save  the  lives  of  others,  sacrificed  his 
own.  If  he  had  saved  up  a  competency 
the  measure  would  fine  his  wife  and 
children  for  his  having  done  an  heroic 
act.  If  he  had  not  done  that  act  of 
gallantry,  humanly  speaking,  he  would 
have  had  many  years  of  life  in  which  to 
increase  his  savings.  Surely  the  wife 
and  family,  who  might  be  deprived  of  so 
much,  had  a  right  to  the  considera- 
tion which  the  Amendment  would 
extend  to  them.  Again,  take  th«  case 
of  the  volunteer  who  volunteered  for 
rescue  work  in  a  fierv  mine.  Probablv 
no  more  heroic  act  could  be  performed 
than  that,  or  one  that  enlisted  more 
thoroughly  the  sympathy  of  the  public. 
Yet  it  was  extraordinary  that  when  it 
was  proposal  that  in  relation  to  such  acts 
as  this  an  exemption  should  be  made  from 
Death  Duties — an  exemption  that  99  per 

Sir  J.  Gorsf 


cent,  of  the  people  would  be  willing  to 
grant— they  should  be  met  with  this 
official  non  poi$umu$.  If  the  laws  of 
this  country  were  to  be  framed  and  ad- 
ministered so  as  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  the  people,  the  Amendment 
ought  to  be  accepted.  Look  at  the  in- 
fluence for  good  or  for  evil  the  acceptance 
or  rejection  of  the  clause  would  have  on 
the  characteristics  of  men  in  the  country  ! 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  men  would 
consider  such  inducements  as  the  Amend- 
ment offered  in  ihe  performance  of  acts 
of  heroism,  but  surely  the  fact  that  a  life 
lost  in  such  circumstances  was  recognised 
by  the  State  would  be  some  encourage- 
ment to  that  conduct  on  which  so  much, 
at  times,  depended.  The  Government 
would  be  shortsighted  to  reject  the 
Amendment.  He  urged  them  to  recon- 
sider a  decision  which  did  not,  in  bis 
opinion,  redound  to  their  credit  or  find  an 
echo  in  the  hearts  of  the  people. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  the 
question  divided  itself  into  two  parts.  The 
last  part  of  the  clause  introduced  a  new 
precedent,  but  surely  it  was  a  good  one. 
All  the  hon.  Member  asked  was,  that  if  a 
man  performed  an  act  of  heroism  and  lost 
his  life  the  State  should  not  take  advan- 
tage of  that  fact  to  mulct  his  relatives  in 
Death  Duties.  That  was  a  reasonable 
ground  to  take  up.  But  in  regard  to  the 
first  part  of  the  clause  there  was  prece- 
dent for  it  all  through,  and  that  went 
further  than  the  hon.  Member  suggested. 
An  Act  of  George  III.  exempted  from 
Stamp  Duty  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines 
who  lost  their  lives  in  the  service  of  the 
State.  He  presumed  that  this  Act  was 
not  repealed. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  that  Act 
went  further  than  anything  suggested.  It 
affected  not  only  the  soldier  who  died  on 
the  battle-field,  but  the  soldier  who  died  in 
the  service  of  the  Crown  in  time  of  peace. 
He  held  that  existing  exemptions  ought 
to  be  maintained.  Thev  were  told  that 
the  exemption  from  Stamp  Duty  allowed 
to  the  common  soldier  or  marine,  whether 
in  time  of  peace  or  of  war,  was  to  be  con- 
tinued, and  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  could  not  allow 
exemption  from  Probate  Duty  in  the  case  of 
officers  dying  on  service.  This  was  not 
a  very  large  matter  after  all.  At  present 
exemption  was  allowed  in  the  cases  of 
officers    and    soldiers  dying    on   8er\'ioe 
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where  the  sorplus  estate  did  not  exceed 
£100,  liud  preferential  charges  soch  as 
those  for  illness  and  militarj  debts, 
servants'  wages,  were  allowed,  although 
such  deductions  were  not  permissible  in 
the  case  of  a  civilian.  Why  could  not 
this  exemption  be  continued  in  the  case 
of  the  Estate  Duty  ?  These  exemptions 
were  not  confined  to  the  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Services,  for  until  last  year  they 
extended  to  ordinary  civil  servants  whose 
arrears  of  pay  amounted  to  not  more  than 
£100.  Last  year,  however,  a  change  was 
made,  and  the  exemption  now  only  appli^ 
to  civil  servants  connected  with  the  Admi- 
ralty. Of  course,  that  was  an  anomalous 
state  of  things,  but  altogether  he  main- 
tained that  his  hon.  Friends  had  good 
precedents  for  the  claim  he  was  making. 
Indeed,  he  did  not  think  he  had  gone  far 
enough.  The  claim  ought  not  to  be 
limited  to  the  cases  of  men  dying  in  the 
Naval  and  Military  Service  of  the  Crown 
it  ought  to  apply  also  to  the  Civil 
Service  generally.  Possibly  he  had  gone 
a  little  too  far  in  fixing  the  limit  so  high 
as  £5,000,  but  the  principle  he  was 
advocating  was  a  good  one,  and  had 
been  embodied  in  our  legislation  in  the 
past. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  would  sug- 
gest  that  this  matter  would  be  more 
properly  discussed  on  Clause  8,  and  I 
may  say  that  we  think  that  that  clause 
maintains  existing  practices  as  to  exemp- 
tions. 
•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
present  throughout  the  discussion  he 
would  not  have  supposed  that  all  they 
desired  was  that  existing  exemptions 
should  be  continued.  Of  course,  they 
could  not  expect  him  to  be  always 
present  in  the  House,  but  he  would  like 
to  remind  him  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  had  well  said — namely,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  like  to  be 
generous  in  such  matters  as  this.  He 
did  not  believe  personally  that  there 
would  be  any  objection  on  the  part  of 
the  public  to  some  reasonable  extension 
of  the  existing  exemptions,  provided 
always  they  could  find  a  good  stopping 
point.  His  hop.  Friend  now  proposed 
that  the  exemption  already  enjoyed  by 
seamen  and  marines  should  be  extended 
to  all  persons,  whether  officers  or  private 
soldiers,  or  sailors,  who  served  in  the  Army 


and  Navy.  Now,  he  thought  that  that  was 
a  very  reasonable  proposal  indeed.  In 
Committee  he  ventured  to  point  out 
the  injustice  of  depriving  officers 
and  non-commissioned  officers  of  the 
benefits  of  the  exemption  enjoyed 
by  common  soldiers  and  sailors.  But 
his  hon.  Friend  also  argued  that  there 
was  a  much  larger  class  of  persons  who 
lost  their  lives  through  some  voluntary 
and  heroic  action  in  saving  the  lives  of 
others,  and  who  equally  deserved  to  share 
in  the  exemption  of  the  Estate  Duty. 
He  doubted  whether  exemption  would  be 
given  in  such  cases,  for  it  would  be  very 
hard  to  draw  the  line.  Men  in  the  Civil 
Service  and  in  private  life  often  lost 
their  lives  in  doing  their  duty  ;  doctors 
especiallj  did  many  heroic  acts,  which 
would  not  come  within  the  words  of  his 
hoD .  Friend.  But  he  ventured  to  suggest 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
before  Clause  8  was  reached  the  Govern- 
ment should  consider  whether  they  could 
not  merely  re-enact  the  existing  exemp- 
tions with  regard  to  soldiers  and  sailors, 
but  so  alter  the  law  as  to  make  it  appli- 
cable to  all  persons  engaged  in  the  Ser* 
vices,  with  a  limitation,  of  course,  as  to 
the  amount  of  property  left  by  any  one 
()erson  to  whom  the  exemption  might 
apply. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  83  ;  Noes 
140. — (Division  List,  No.  155.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) then  moved  a  new  clause  providing 
that  when  Estate  Duty  had  been  paid  in 
respect  of  any  property,  and  within  eight 
years  after  the  decease  of  the  person 
upon  whose  death  the  duty  became  pay- 
able, any  person  to  whom  any  part  of 
such  property  passed  died,  then,  in  respect 
of  so  much  of  the  said  property,  whether 
real  or  personal;  which  so  passed  to  the 
second  person  as  should  have  been  main- 
tained unchanged  by  him  and  passed  at 
his  death,  one-half  only  of  the  Estate 
Duty  otherwise  authorised  by  this  Act 
should  be  leviable.  He  said  that  this 
proposal  differed  materially  from  the  one 
which  had  been  comprehensively  dis- 
cussed. The  Attorney  General  had 
spoken  of  the  tendency  of  laymen  to  in- 
dulge in  technicalities,  but  on  this  question 
they  need  not  consider  any  technicalities 
at  all ;  they  had  to  examine  in  order  to 
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uoderataBd  tlMt»  tbiBgs  preperlj  wluU 
w«0  Um  bft9u  of  the  proposed  'jBsUto 
Dat  Ty  beesuae  Im  pat  tbb  dsiwe  before 
the  House  not  as  b  pie*  for  mi  sUowaiiee 
in  a  ease  of  hardship,  or  ••  an  applica- 
tioB  for  mercy,  or  alleriatioii  in  special 
iaeUncee,  bnt  as  a  working  ont  of  the 
prMciplei  the  Chancellor  oc  the  Exche- 
<|oer  had  htmself  advocated.  The  Chan- 
eeller  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that 
the  Estate  Duty  was  the  equivalent  of 
the  real  unpaid  Uxes,  and  if  that  were 
go  It  followed  that  the  Honee  would  be 
going  bejond  the  proper  limit  of  the 
tax  if  it  imposed  the  tax  in  the  case  of 
qniokly  recurring  deaths.  The  proposal 
hoimade  was  simply  that  in  cases  where 
Estate  Duty  had  been  paid  in  respect  of 
anj  property,  real  or  personal,  and  the 
duty  again  became  payable  on  the  same 
pn^ierty  on  any  part  of  the  property, 
within  eight  years,  the  amount  ef  duty 
imposed  sboakl  be  only  half  that  levied 
in  the  first  case,  and  in  passing  he  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  by  a  clerical 
error  in  the  last  line  of  his  Amendment, 
as  it  appeared  on  the  Paper,  ^  five"  was 
Mbstkuted  for  ^  eight.*'  H is  point  conld 
moat  ioreibly  be  illustrated  \>j  taking 
the  case  of  a  son  dying  by  accident  or 
otherwise  shortly  after  bis  father,  on 
whose  death  the  EsUte  Duty  had  been 
paid.  It  would  be  obriously  unjust 
that  the  full  duty  should  be  again 
levied  on  the  decease  of  the  son,  who 
might  possibly  have  enjoyed  the  pro- 
perty left  him  for  a  few  weeks  or  days 
only.  Other  cases  of  the  kind,  involving 
equal  injustice,  might  arise.  The  clause 
he  had  moved  might  not  be  the  best 
way,  but  at  any  rate  it  was  a  reasonable 
and  practicable  way  of  redressing  what 
would  otherwise,  under  the  Bill,  be  a 
great  injustice.  If  any  hesiution  was 
felt  about  i^pplying  the  clause  to  per- 
sonal property  on  the  ground  that  per- 
sonalty was  much  more  difficult  to  follow 
than  realty,  he  would  point  out  that  in 
these  days  persons  invested  their  money 
in  many  forms  of  personal  property  which 
had  a  character  of  peimanence  as  well  as 
realty — roilway  shares,  for  example. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
laid  down  a- principle  which  necessarily 
ittvolved  the  application  of  many  in- 
justices, and  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  sug- 
gested that  he  should  remedy  'the  in- 
justice in  respect  of  one  considerable 
class*    His  right  hon.  Friend  had  alreadv 

Mr*  Courtney 


appcoved  of  ihe  — derijrtog  priacipie  e€ 
the  elauae^  hebaiise  he  had  i«troi>oed 
into  the  Bitt  a  provisioa  in  raspeet  e€ 
settiements  whiefa,  althoogh  goihg  hi  the 
orectiOQ  of  bts  eiaMs,  wwm  or  *  very  lo^ 
jariooa  and  inlpolitte  cfaasaeter,  fmeanwmif 
iag  as  it  woohl  the  perpocoalfioo  of 
seitloiwuts.  Whj  had  '4ie  Cfaaoeellhr 
of  the  Exeheqoer  iatredoesd  this  ehnMS  f 
Mainly,  he  thought,  because  he  fislt  thftH 
ta  tax  lo  the  foU  exteat  property 
rapidly  in  ■oeeossion  would  .be  l»  ^ 
petrate  an  u^nstiae  whieh  he  oooM'aot 
delead.  Thia  new  daoae  was  rsally  tm 
attempt  to  ap^y  the  saae  prhieiple 
which  uraa  iov«lved  in  the  Case  of 
settled  property  to  mwettled  piapeHy^-> 
that  was  to  aay,  if  it  reniaiMd  ivtaet. 
and  oonld  prove  its  chum,  there  should 
be  the  Ba»a  diminished  pressure  of  tax»> 
tion  on  subsequent  devolntioos,  when 
they  eame  in  a  short  timei  as  ia 
the  ease  ef  sottfod  proper^  under 
the  scheme  of  the  Chauoellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  There  was  do 
magic  in  the  figures  which  h4 
but  he  thought  the  period  ^  eigbt  y< 
was  a  reasonable  one,  and  that  a  dimhm- 
tion  of  the  duty  to  one-half  would  be  also 
reasonable.  He  would  put  the  claose  te 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  because  he 
thought  that  upon  Its  merits  it  claimed 
that  the  ]>rincipie  involved  in  it  should  be 
considered* 

New  Clause— 

(If  estate  becomes  agmio  leviable  within  eight 
years  half  doty  only  to  be  cfau-ged.) 
**  When  Rstate  Daty  has  beea  paid  in  respect 
of  any  property,  and  whhin  ei^t  yean  after 
the  decease  of  the  person  upon  whose  death  the 
duty  became  payable,  any  person  to  whom  any 
part  of  such  pit^ierty  passed  shall  die,  then,  in 
renect  of  so  maoh  of  the  ssld  property  whether 
real  or  personal  which  so  passed  to  the  seoond 
penon  as  shall  have  been  maintained  un<dianged 
by  him  and  passes  at  his  death,  one-half  only 
of  the  Estate  Doty  otherwise  authorised  by  thb 
Act  shall  be  leviable ;  and  this  provision  shall 
apply  in  lespact  of  all  mcoessive  deaths  ocooi- 
ring  wilhin  ftxt^  years  from  the  decease  of  tt^ 
person  firet  named  in  this  section."— (Jfr. 
Cimrtn^,') 

Clause  broaght  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made«  and  Queatiott  proposed^ 
^*  That  the  Clause  be  lead  a  second  tinae.*" 

Sir  W.  HAHCOURT  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  founded  himself 
upon  what  was  already  in  the  B31  with 
regard  to  settlements,  but  had  omitted  all 
mention  of  the  circumstance  that  1  per 
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cent,  more  woold  hdve  to  be  paid  in  re-| 
spect  of  that  property  than  would  have, 
to  be  paid  in  respect  of  unsettled  pro-i 
pertj. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  I  have  r^ucedi 
the  amount  bj  one-half  and  taken  off  the 
1  per  cent,  altogether. 

Sir   yr.    HARCOURT,    continuing,! 
said,   that    in    inserting    the    provision 
alluded  to  bj  the  right  .faon.  Gentteiitian, 
the  Member  for  Bodmin,  the   Govern-, 
ment  had  no  desire  or*  intention  of  en- 
couraging settlements.     He  quite  under-. 
stood  thd  point  of  view  from  whiob.  hiS| 
right  hon.  Friend  approaefaed  .this  sub- 
ject.   He  had  said  bis  plan  was  a  rough- 
and-readj  way  -of  dealing  with  the  matter,, 
and  that  it  could  not  be  dealt  with  with 
methodical  accuracy.     That  rough-and- 
ready   way  of  taking  one  thing   with 
another  no  doub#  brc^ight  out  an  average, 
but  his  right  hon.  Friend  dealt  with  only 
one  view  of  the  subject.     In  striking,  in 
his  rough-and-ready  way,  an    average 
period  of  devolution,  he  had  omitted  to 
take  into  consideration  the  amount  that 
the  Revenue  would  lose  in  cases  where  a 
man  Iive<l  to  80  years  of  age  in  conse- 
quence of  the  property  not  being  devolved 
during   that   period.      It   would  be  im- 
possible for  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment to    trace   back  property  during  a 
long  period  in  order  to  find  out  whether 
there  had  been  a  change  of  the  character 
of  the  investment. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Eixohequer  objected  to  this 
Amendment  on  the  ground  of  the  analogy 
of  th^  further  Estate  Duty.  He  said  that 
in  that  case  1  per  cent,  extra  was  charged, 
and  that  in  the  present  Amendment  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Courtney)  was 
making  no  proposal,  for  any  such  com* 
pensation  to  the  Revenue.  That  was 
true,  but  bis  right  hop.  Friend  did  not 
propose  a  reduction  of  the  whole  duty  in 
^  the  case  of  unsettled  property,  but  only  of 
one-half.  That  was  more  than  the  allow- 
ance made  in  the  other  case.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  complained  that  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  only  dealt  with  the  cases 
whic^  were  in  favour  of  and  not  those 
which  would  tell  against  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  understood  that 
his  right  hop.  Friend  spoke  of  cases 
where  the  deaths  might  follow  in  the 
same  generation.  The  case  of  a  man 
who  lived  until  he  was  80  years  of  age  was 
met  by  the  consideration  that  upon  the 


:  doctrine  of  averages  it  was.  quite  certain 
'that  the' next  ueit  would  ^ticoi^ed  and  dte 
sooner,  so  that  things  njpon  the  wh6|e 
v^ould  he  balanceill 

Sir  W.HARCOUfeT:  Supposing 
he  is  succeeded  by  his  great-'grandsoa  ? 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  a  man 
must  have  married  very  ^dutag  if  he  died 
at  80  and  was  succeeded  by  his  great- 
grandson..  At  any  rate,  such  cases 
were  so  rare  that  for  the  Cbancelldr 
of  the  Exchequer  to  advance  that  as 
an  argument  went  strongly  ip  favour 
of  the  Amendment.  As  to  the  second 
argument  pt  tlie  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer— ^where  claims  were  nuide, 
the  anut  probandi  would  of  course  rest 
with  the  persons  who  made  them  iti 
order  to  show  that  the  property  was 
unchanged.  He  thought  the  House 
would  see  that  there  was  no  more  in  the 
second  than  in  the  first.  Then,  as  to  the 
valuations  leading  to  litigation,  it  should 
not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  bring  forward  that 
argument.  Of  course  the  difiiculty  arose 
as  to  the  time  at  which  the  valuations 
should  be  made,  and  no  doubt  that  might 
lead,  to  litigation,  but  the  argument  as 
applied  to  this  clause  was  weaker  than 
the  other  two. 

Mi<.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
they  were  familiar,'  and  almost  too 
familiar,  with  a  certain  class  of  argument 
addressed  to  them  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  When  he  could  find  no  other 
reason  for  rejecting  an  Amendment,  he 
rejected  it  on  the  ground  that  Somerset 
House  was  too  foolish  to  work  it.  He 
thought  the  officials  there  were  com- 
petent to  do  their  business,  and  perfectly 
well  able  to  discover  whether  property 
had  been  maintained  unchanged  ol*  not. 
What  his  right  hon.  Friend  who  moved 
the  Amendment  desired  to  procure  was 
that  in  case  of  personal  property,  where 
there  had  been  no  tampering  with  the 
capital  value,  and  where  it  had  not  been 
expended  for  the  us^  of  the  person  on 
whose  death  the  tax  was  claimed,  there 
should  be  this  remission.  Surely  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  not 
beyond  the  comprehension  of  that  im- 
portant Department  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  the  head  and  on 
which  he  seemed  to  throw  discredit. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  re- 
member that  be  had  not  to  deal  with  the 
average  which  went  into  the  Exchequer  ; 
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he  bad  to  deal  with  the  eqaitiee  m  they 
touched  the  individual.  Thej  were  told 
the  other  daj  of  the  storj  of  Mr. 
Scarlett,  afterwards  Lord  Abinger.  £Sir 
W.  Habcoubt  :  I  told  it.]  Thep  he 
Bhould  not  repeat  it.  Thej  had  here  an 
injustice  which  ought  to  be  remedied, 
and  bis  bon.  Friend  only  proposed  that  if 
the  duty  became  leviable  within  eight 
years  an  allowance  should  be  made.  He 
did  not  believe  that  that  would  make  much 
difference  to  the  Exchequer,  while  it 
would  prevent  an  individual  hardship. 
If  the  Exchequer  would  suffer  by  the 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment,  it  was 
because  the  case  it  sought  to  meet  was  a 
very  common  case.  Conceive  proposing 
a  tax  of  which  a  large  element  consisted 
in  making  a  number  of  exactions  on  the 
capital  value  of  a  property  in  intervals 
of  less  tban  eight  years !  The 
thing  was  a  scandal  and  an  outrage. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  if  he  considered  the 
matter,  would  feel  that  the  interval  of 
eight  years  was  so  much  less  than  the 
average  on  which  he  expected  to  exact 
Death  Duties  that  he  might  well  grant 
the  principle  of  justice  contained  in  the 
Amendment  without  damaging  the  finan- 
cial interests  of  which  he  was  the  guar- 
dian. He  could  not  help  thinking  that, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
entirely  lost  to  any  sense  of  justice, 
except  that  which  might  be  described  as 
Treasury  justice — which  looked  upon 
mankind  as  an  insurance  office,  looked  at 
them  and  treated  them  upon  tables  of 
averages  and  not  of  individuals — he 
would  feel  that  one  of  the  main  duties  of 
every  Government  in  the  taxation  of  the 
community  was  to  see  that  justice  was 
done,  not  only  as  between  class  and 
class,  but  as  between  every  class  and 
the  Exchequer,  and  that  no  individual,  so 
far  as  they  could  prevent  it,  should  be 
compelled  to  contribute  more  than  his 
fair  share  to  the  cost  of  the  government 
of  the  community.  Unless  the  Govern- 
ment adopted  that  system,  they  likened 
themselves  to  those  who  levied  blackmail 
upon  people  who  were  incapable  of 
defending  themselves,  and  who  did  not 
attempt  to  institute  any  broad  and  simple 
principle  by  which  all  members  of  society 
should  contribute,  according  to  their 
means,  towards  the  cost  of  carrying  on 
the  business  in  which  society  was  con- 
cerned.    He  greatly  regretted  that  the 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad  not 
seen  his  way  either  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment or  to  modify  it ;  and  be  hoped  that, 
if  they  had  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
forward  the  question  again,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  treat  with  a  more 
favourable  spirit  the  main  object  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  bad  in 
view. 

Qoettion  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Aye*  127  ; 
Noes  165. — (Division  List,  No.  156.) 

Mr.  BYRNE  moved  the  following 
new  clause  : — 

(Bemiffiion  of  Ettate  Duty  on  property  ptMoo^ 
to  wife  or  hofband.) 

"  If  the  Eflt«te  Daty  payable  in  mpeot  of  pro- 
perty paflsiDg  on  the  death  of  the  deoeated  to 
his  or  her  wife  or  hasband  for  his  or  her  own 
ose  or  benefit  shall  not  exoeeil  the  Estate  Doty 
payable  in  respect  of  one-tniid  of  the  property 
paasing  on  such  death,  the  whole  of  soch  ttaty, 
or,  if  such  duty  shall  exceed  the  Estate  Dnty 
payable  in  respect  of  such  ooe-thiid,  the  amoont 
of  the  excess,  shall  be  remitted  or  repaid  fay  the 
Commiasioaers  to  snch  wife  or  hosband.** 

He  said,  be  bad  understood  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  course  of  the 
discussions  on  the  Bill,  to  express  his 
intention  of  viewing  favourably  any  pro- 
position dealing  with  the  cases  of  hus- 
bands or  wives.  There  was  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  about  family  provisions,  but 
the  case  of  the  widow  of  a  poor  profes- 
sional man  who  had  had  to  work  hard  all 
his  life,  or  of  a  tradesman  who  had  saved 
his  £5,000,  must  appeal  to  everybody, 
she  would  under  this  Bill  have  to  pay 
comparatively  heavy  duties  which  might 
be  a  severe  burden  to  her.  It  was  recog- 
nised in  the  Succession  Duty  Act  and  the 
Legacy  Duty  Act  that  property  passing 
between  husband  and  wife  ought  not  to 
be  heavily  taxed,  and  the  principle  had 
also  been  recognised  to  a  certain  extent 
in  this  Bill.  He  did  not  want  to  deal 
with  the  <^e  of  the  millionaire,  but  he 
thought  that  in  cases  of  estates  of 
£10,000  to  £15,000,  and  still  more  in 
cases  of  estates  of  £5,000  or  £6,000,  It 
was  a  very  hard  thing  if  a  widow  who 
succeeded  to  one-third  of  her  hnsband*» 
savings  had  to  pay  the  full  £state  Duty. 
Undoubtedly  in  recent  years,  for  a  great 
number  of  purposes,  the  Legislature 
had  more  and  more  regarded  the  hus- 
band and  wife  as  separate  persons 
but  Parliament  had  never  yet  re- 
versed that  theory  of  married  life  which 
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bad  eodured  ever  since  anything  like 
civilisation  had  been  known  in  the  world 
— namelj,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
husband  to  provide  for  the  wife.  The 
State  had  recognised  that  it  was  good 
not  only  for  the  family,  but  for  the  State 
itself,  that  men  should  be  encouraged  in 
every  way  to  make  proper  provision  for 
their  wives.  The  same  principle  did  not 
apply  to  such  a  degree  to  the  case  of 
property  passing  from  the  wife  to  the 
hasband,  but  the  legislation  of  all  civi- 
lised nations  regarded  the  lives  of  hus- 
band and  wife  as  if  they  were  one  life. 
Regarded  from  the  point  of  view  of 
averages,  their  lives  were  not  like  two 
ordinary  lives.  Sometimes  peopio  mar- 
ried persons  much  younger  than  them- 
selves, but  that  was  not  the  usual  state 
of  things,  and  as  a  rule  the  two  lives 
together  were  very  near  the  average  of 
one  ordinary  good  life.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  perform  the  act  of 
justice  proposed  in  his  clause. 

New  Clause — 

(Remissioa  of  Estate  Duty  on  property  passing 
to  wife  or  husband.) 

"If  the  Estate  Duty  payable  in  respect  of 
property  passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased 
to  his  or  her  wife  or  husband  for  his  or  her  own 
use  or  benefit  shall  not  exceed  the  Estate  Duty 
payable  in  respect  of  one-third  of  the  property 
piling  on  such  death,  the  whole  of  such  duty 
or,  if  such  duty  shall  exceed  the  Estate  Duty 
payable  in  respect  of  such  one-third,  the  amount 
of  the  excess  shall  be  remitted  or  repaid  by  the 
Commissioners  to  such  wife  or  husband." — ( JTr. 
Byrne.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time," 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  fallacy, 
if  I  may  say  so  without  offence,  on 
which  this  clause  is  founded  is  that  the 
Estate  Duty  is  paid  by  those  who  succeed 
to  the  property.  I  am  almost  ashamed 
to  repeat  over  and  over  again  that  it  is  a 
deduction  from  the  property  itself  and 
is  totally  irrespective  of  the  person  to 
whom  it  passes.  This  clause  carries  us 
back  again  to  the  attempt  that  was  made 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  intro- 
duce a  totally  difibrent  principle  and  to 
regard  the  matter  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  benefit  derived  by  the  individual. 
That  is  the  point  of  view  on  which  the 
Legacy  Duty  and  the  Succession  Duty 
are  based,  but  we  have  endeavoured  from 
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the  very  first  to  show  that  the  Estate 
Duty  is  founded  on  the  principle  on 
which  the  Probate  Duty  is  founded — 
namely,  that  of  taking  the  payment  from 
the  estate  itself  regardless  of  the  person 
to  whom  it  passes.  This  Amendment 
affects  not  only  the  Estate  Duty,  but  the 
payment  of  the  Probate  Duty  to  an 
enormous  extent.  The  proposal  of  this 
Amendment  is  one  that  affects  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds.  It  is  one  of 
the  most  serious  Amendments  as  regards 
its  effect  upon  the  Revenue  that  have 
been  moved,  and  if  it  were  carried  it 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  alter 
the  system  of  graduation  in  order  to 
make  up  for  the  harm  done  by  it. 
All  the  hardship  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  referred  exists 
at  present.  There  is  under  the  Probate 
Duty  no  exemption  of  property  passing 
from  husband  to  wife  or  from  wife  to 
husband.  That  is  now  the  law,  and 
would  have  continued  to  be  the  law  if 
this  Bill  had  never  been  proposed.  I  am 
not  aware  myself  that  there  ever  has 
been  a  proposal  to  alter  the  Probate  Duty 
in  this  respect.  When  we  are  asked  to 
abandon  any  additional  Revenue  that 
might  be  obtained  by  the  Estate  Duty, 
we  are  asked  to  abandon  an  enormous 
amount  of  the  Revenue  that  will  be  de- 
rived from  the  increased  taxation.  That 
is  not  a  proposal  that  is  reasonable  at  a 
time  when  we  are  called  upon  to  raise  a 
large  additional  sum  of  money,  especially 
when  it  is  accompanied  by  a  proposal 
actually  to  cut  down  the  existing  Re- 
venue. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site just  now  attacked  me  for  regarding 
simply  the  results  to  the  Exchequer.  I 
am  obliged  to  regard  the  results  to  the 
Exchequer.  The  House  of  Commons 
ordered  me  to  find  between  £4,000,000 
and  £5,000,000  more  money,  and  there- 
fore I  am  obliged  to  resist  proposals  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  cut  down  the 
existing  sourees  of  revenue.  It  is  said 
that  hardship  is  done  in  this  case.  The 
hon.  Member,  however,  does  not  appear 
to  observe  what  great  exemptions  and 
benefits  are  now  actually  given  to  the 
very  class  of  persons  we  are  speaking 
of.  The  Estate  Duty  altogether  clears 
the  Succession  Duty  and  the  Lecacy 
Duty  in  regard  to  these  persons,  and  that 
is  an  immense  boon.  I  am  bound  to  tell 
the  House  that  this  proposal  is  not  con- 
sistent with  the  interests  of  the  Revenue 
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aod  with  tbe  raising  of  the  sum  of  mooej 
we  are  called  upon  lo  obtain.  It  would 
invade  and  break  down  even  the  existing 
sources  of  the  Bevenue,  and  it  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  which  is  to  raise  the  money  out  of 
the  property  regardless  of  individuals.  I 
must,  therefore,  oppose  the  clause. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  stated 
that  the  Estate  Duty  bad  no 
regard  to  the  individuals  to  whom 
the  property  passed.  This  was  about 
the  most  encouraging  remark  that  had 
proceeded  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman during  these  long  Debates,  and 
he  thought  the  House  must  welcome  the 
state  of  mind  at  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  confessed  he  had  at  last 
arrived.  After  his  confession,  it  was 
to  be  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  eventually  arrive  at  such  a 
state  of  humiliation  at  the  iniquity  of 
some  of  his  proposals  that  he  would  see 
his  way  to  accept  Amendments.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  expect 
the  House  to  accept  as  an  argument  why 
a  widow  should  be  unjustly  taxed  the 
fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
called  upon  to  find  £5,000,000.  Were 
the  widows  to  find  the  deficit?  He 
almost  thought  that  the  Opposition  could, 
if  the  occasion  had  been  opportune,  have 
found  more  reasonable  sources  to  which 
to  apply  for  the  millions  required  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Estate  Duty 
cleared  Succession  Duty  and  Legacy 
Duty,  but  he  could  not  expect  the  House 
to  be  grateful  to  him  for  taking  ofiT  2  or 
3  per  cent,  and  putting  on  7  or  8  per 
cent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
either  to  accept  the  clause  or  to  give  the 
House  some  more  valid  reasons  for 
rejecting  it. 

•Mk.  BUTCHEE  (York)  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  attempted  to 
justify  his  refusal  of  the  Amendment  by 
reasons  with  which  the  House  had  now 
become  familiar.  But  by  being  the  more 
familiar  they  did  not  become  more  accept- 
able. On  tbe  contrary,  be  should  be 
disposed  to  say  that  the  more  familiar 
they  became  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  reasons  the  less  they  liked 
them.  What  were  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's reasons  ?  The  first  was  a  play 
upon  words.  They  were  told  that  the 
Estate  Duty  was  not  Estate  Duty,  but  a 
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deduction  from  the  property.  What  con- 
solation was  it  to  a  widow  to  be  told  this 
fistate  Duty  was  not  reigarded  so  much 
as  a  tax  paid  by  her  as  a  deduction  from 
the  property  passing  to  her  ?  That  wa» 
no  more  consolation  to  the  widow  than 
it  would  be  when  she  called  for  bread  to 
give  her  a  stone. 

Sib   W.  HARCOURT  :    It  is  done 
now. 

•Mr.  BUTCHER  said,  that  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  second  argumant* 
As  ]to  the  argument  that  the  Bill  made  no 
change  in  the  incidence  of  existing  taxA- 
tion,  what  did  it  come  to  ?  Because 
there  were  anomalies  now,  therefore  they 
were  to  be  continued  and  continued  in  an 
aggravated  form.  They  were  told  '*  The 
widow  has  to  pay  under  the  existing 
Probate  Duty.  It  may  be  wrong  and  an 
injustice,  but  we  justify  our  imposition  of 
the  Estate  Duty  on  the  existence  of  the 
present  anomaly."  When  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  remodelling  the 
Death  Duties  he  ought  to  endeavour  to 
remove  anomalies  which  pressed  hardly 
upon  widows  and  children  instead  of  in- 
creasing them.  Might  he  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  regard  to 
the  colonial  analogy  ?  The  colon  iea 
were  in  advance  of  us  in  this  matter.  In 
New  Zealand  no  duty  was  payable  on 
property  passing  from  husband  to  wife  or 
wife  to  husband.  In  Victoria  such  per* 
sons  paid  only  one-half  what  others  paid. 
In  South  Australia  by  the  Act  of  1893, 
the  latest  and  most  stringent  of  all  the 
colonial  Acts,  there  was  a  very  large  ex- 
emption for  widows  and  children.  Was 
it  an  unfair  thing  to  ask  the  ChanceUor 
of  tbe  Exchequer  even  at  the  risk  of  some 
small  loss  to  the  Exchequer  to  signalise 
the  advent  of  this  great  demo<;ratic 
Budget  by  the  reitioval  of  some  of  the 
anomalies  which  had  hitherto  disgraced 
the  financial  legislation  of  the  country. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  based  his  opposition  to 
the  Amendment  on  the  effect  it  woald 
have  on  the  Revenue,  but  had  not  told  the 
House  what  that  effect  would  beJ  In 
fact,  the  House  had  been  placed  in  «  very 
disadvantageous  positien  by  theiray  in 
which  the  rijght  bos.  Gentlenkin  had 
lumped  together  the  whole  of  the^evenne 
which  would  be  derived  from  the^changes 
under  the  BiU,  and  it  was  impoasible  to 
realise  what  effect  any  particuUa-  chanee 
would  produce,  either  wHh  reg^^  to  the 
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EsUte  Duty,  the  Probate  Duty,  or  from 
the  graduation  that  was  to  be  carried  out. 
They  had  been  given  large  figures,  but 
not  any  details.  They  were  not  told  how 
much  the  Chabcellor  of  the  Exchequer 
expected  this  year  and  how  much  next. 
What  he  continually  said  was,  "You 
must  grant  me  this  money  or  I  shall  not 
be  Me  to  pay  my  way,"  but  he  did-  not 
say  how  much  he  would  require  next  year, 
«o  that  all  his  appeals  lost  their  effect.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  fairly  appeal 
to  those  of  them  who  had  held  responsible 
positions,  and  might  say,  "You  will 
make  me  insolvent  unless  you  grant  me 
this  duty."  But  he  did  not  say  that. 
This  statement  was  repeated  until  it 
began  to  lose  its  effect.  This  was  not 
one  of  the  questions  which  affected  the 
millionaire  ;  it  was  one  of  the  questions 
which  affected  the  smaller  and  the  pro- 
fessional man.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  always  taxing  the  Opposition  with 
their  partiality  for  the  landed  interest. 
They  could  not  do  so,  however,  on  the 
present  occasion,  when  his  hon.  Friends 
and  hinoself  were  supporting  the  cause 
of  the  widows  of  the  professional  men. 
They  had  here  a  case  which  would  appeal 
to  the  general  sense  of  the  House.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  would 
cause  an  enormous  loss  to  the  Revenue  ; 
but  he  had  given  them  no  idea  of  the 
sum  to  which  the  loss  would  amount. 
Would  it  be  a  matter  of  £200,000  or 
£250,000  ?  They  were  entirely  in  the 
dark,  and  bad  been  in  the  dark  during 
the  whole  of  these  Debates.  Supposing 
there  was  a  slight  loss  this  year,  how  far 
would  that  loss  extend  in  future  years  ? 
Let  them  remember  that  they  were  not 
legislating,  unfortunately,  for  the  present 
year;  they  were  changing  the  Death 
Duties  for  a  whole  series  of  years,  and 
they  should,  therefore,  consider  whether 
what  they  were  sanctioning  now  would 
be  right  and  equitable  in  future  years*  As 
one  who  had  been  responsible  for  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  in  times 
past  he  did  not  think  too  much  weight 
ought  to  be  attached  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  argument  that  if  this  parti- 
cular Amendment  was  passed  a  deficit 
would  result.  They  must  get  over  that 
as  best  they  could,  but  in  order  to  be 
able  to  square  the  expenditure  of  this 
year  they  must  not  pass  any  legislation 
which   would   be  undesirable  and  inex- 


pedient in  future  years.  The  argument 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
the  proposal  which  had  been  made  would 
affect  the  finances  of  this  year  was,  to 
his  mind,  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  urged  from  his 
Hide  of  the  House. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  could  not 
remember  during  the  whole  course  of  his 
experience  in  this  House  a  Bill  which 
had  been  so  little  listened  to  by  its  sup- 
porters, or  one  in  support  of  which  so 
few  arguments  had  been  adduced.  Here 
they  had  had  a  most  important  argument 
brought  forward  upon  an  Amendment 
which  went  to  the  root  of  our  social  life 
and  affected  entirely  new  principles  in 
our  social  legislation,  and  yet  there  was 
not  a  single  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  said  a  word.  They  all  knew, 
however,  that  if  they  went  to  a  Division 
those  gentlemen  would  all  vote  as 
one  man  against  the  Amendment. 
He  bad  observed  upon  all  the 
Amendments  they  had  brought  forward 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  nothing  whatever  to  say  against 
them  he  fell  back  upon  the  statemeut 
that  they  were  opposed  to  the  principles 
of  the  Bill.  Of  course  they  were,  but  the 
question  was  whether  they  were  opposed 
to  justice  and  right.  The  right  hon.  Geh- 
tleman  said  that  the  Bill  did  not  take 
money  from  the  widow  but  from  the  estate. 
What  consolatiion  was  that  to  the  widow  ? 
Could  anybody  get  up  and  explain 
how  it  wag  they  were  not  taking  this 
amount  from  the  widow  ?  It  was  ridi- 
culous to  say  so.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  it  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  benefit  to  the  heir.  That  was  a 
fallacy — he  might  say  it  was  a  mockery 
to  make  a  statement  of  that  kindl 
They  were  dealing  with  the  heir,  anid 
could  not  help  doing  so,  whatever  was 
said  to  the  contrary.  It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  benefit  of  the  heir  but  of  injury 
to  the  widow.  If  one  took  it  from  the 
estate  one  took  it  from  the  widow.  Thit 
was  proved  by  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  this 
Amendment  would  affect  the  Revenue  to 
the  ejctent  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds.  The  statement  was  very  sur- 
prising, but  if  the  proposals  in  the  Bifl 
were  unjust  that  only  showed  how  great 
the  injustice  was.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  told  them  over  and  over 
again  that  he  had  got  to  find  the  money. 
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of  the  GoverDinent  was  not 
/  tbe  fuDds,  but  to  fiad  them 
^^ow  did  the  Chaacellor  of  the 
^ner  treat  the  cases  of  husbaud  and 
When  it  suited  him  to  do  so  he 
.ced  them  as  two  persons,  when  he 
/uld  get  more  out  of  them  the  other 
way  lie  said  thej  were  one.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  make  up  his 
mind  on  the  subject,  as  both  positions 
could  not  be  right.  The  proposal  to  treat 
widows  like  other  legatees  was  opposed 
to  our  previous  legislation,  and,  indeed, 
to  that  of  almost  all  other  countries.  He 
supposed  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  all  vote  against  the  clause, 
however,  because  he  had  noticed  that 
throughout  the  whole  discussion  on  the 
Bill  they  had  never  troubled  themselves 
to  listen  to  any  of  the  arguments  that 
had  been  urged  in  the  cause  of  justice 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  In 
fact,  in  his  experience  no  important  Bill 
had  ever  been  brought  in  by  any  Govern- 
ment which  they  seemed  so  unable  or  so 
unwilling  to  support  by  any  kind  of  argu- 
ment at  all.  In  this  case  undoubtedlv  a 
great  injustice  would  be  done  to  widows. 
There  was  one  remark  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  made,  how- 
ever, which  he  fully  agreed  with — it  was 
that  the  Bill  had  been  framed  regardless 
of  the  interests  of  the  individual.  [Crte« 
of  "  Oh  I "] 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  never  made 
any  such  statement.  [^OpposiHon  criet 
of  "  Oh,  oh  I "  and  "  Question  I  "]     I  re- 
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that  he  had  misunderstood  him  nedid  not 
wish  to  press  the  point  any  further. 

Mk.  BYLES  (York,  WJl.,  Shipley) 
said,  the  reason  why  those  on  his  side  of 
the  House  had  not  considered  it  their 
duty  to  enter  more  fully  into  the  discus- 
sion on  this  Bill  was  because  the  matter 
had  been  abundantly  explained  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  aq^  the 
law  officers.  The  reason  why  he  liked 
the  Budget  and  did  not  think  widows 
would  be  treated  unjustly  was  because  it 
was  proposed  to  defer  the  taxation  of  the 
property  until  it  fell  in,  and  then,  as  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ex- 
plained, it  would  bear  the  share  of  taxa- 
tion which  was  due  from  the  estate.  It 
had  been  pointed  out  again  and  again 
that  it  was  not  the  successor  who  paid 
the  Eatate  Duty.  He  succeeded  to  what- 
ever property  the  deceased  left  after  his 
debts  had  been  paid  by  his  executors  to 
the  State  as  well  as  to  private  indivi- 
duals. Nearly  all  the  Amendments  they 
had  been  discussing  ad  nauseam  were 
Amendments  the  principle  of  which  had 
been  determined  in  previous  Debates. 
He  protested  against  the  suggestion  that 
the  supporters  of  the  Government  were 
afraid  to  defend  the  Bill,  and  that  they  were 
merely  mechanical  voters  because  they 
refused  to  provide  fresh  fuel  with  which 
the  Opposition  could  keep  up  this  per- 
petual obstruction.  If  the  principles 
contained  in  the  Bill  had  not  been 
abundantly  debated  then  he  would  ask 
what  hope  was  there  for  any  Govern- 
ment ever  getting  any  legislation  passed. 


member  the  time  when  a  gentleman  who  ^""^  T "' f '7T^""^  -V  •  TTk^  hn.U 
wvp^  Jr.  ♦k:«  w^«o«  r.f  n^.«f^^«o  4^  ^^^>^^f  i  He  subnwtted  that,  considering  tbe  busi- 
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ness  before  the  country,  the  House  couW 


a  misstatement  was  always  listened  to 
in  silence  and  his  correction  accepted.  I 
am  sorry  that  a  new  practice  seems  to 
have  arisen.  What  I  said  was  that  this 
Estate  Duty  was  founded  upon  the  same 
principle  as  the  Probate  Dnty,  which  paid 
no  regard  to  the  person  who  inherited, 
but  only  took  cognisance  of  the  estate 
out  of  which  the  duty  was  to  be  paid. 
That  is  a  very  different  thing  to  saying 
that  this  Bill  is  framed  regardless  of  the 
interests  of  the  individual. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  had  he 
not  been  interrupted  he  had  intended  to 
say  that  such  a  statement  was  no  argu- 
ment against  the  present  Amendment. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  have  used  the  words  he  had  quoted, but 
of   course  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  said 

Sir  J,  Lubbock 


not  afford  more  time  for  the  disoussioB 
of  principles  of  this  Bill,  and  it  was  only 
with  the  view  of  saving  time— which 
was  not  observed  by  hon.  Members 
opposite — that  he  and  his  friends  had 
abstained  from  further  wearying  the 
House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  149  ; 
Noes  l79.~(Di vision  List,  No.  167.) 

•Mr.  BUTCHER  (York)  moved  the 

following  clause  : — 

(Friendly  Societies  (exemption).) 

*'  (I)  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  the 
death  of  the  deceased  in  reepect  of  any  capital 
sum  not  exceeding  two  handred  poun^,  or  any 
annuity  the  principal  valua  of  which  does  not 
exceed  two  hundred  pounds  provided  by  tht 
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deceased  in  his  lifetime  under  the  rules  of  any 
friendly,  provident,  or  industriaJ  society  of  which 
the  deoeaised  was  a  member,  and  payable  on  his 
death  by  the  trustees  of  such  society,  and  for 
the  poipose  of  this  section  the  Customs  An- 
nuity and  Benevolent  Fund  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  a  friendly  society. 

(2)  The  duty  mentioned  in  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act  shall  not 
be  nayable  in  respect  of  any  property  which 
would  but  for  this  section  be  chargeable  with 
Estate  Duty." 

It  was,  he  said,  hardly  necessary  for  him 
to  say  one  word  in  favour  of  Friendly 
Societies  in  general,  but  he  felt  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for  the  sake 
of  the  widows  and  orphans  and  relatives 
of  the   poor  persona  of   tbe  class   who 
belonged   to  Friendly   Societies,   should 
allow   this   small  exemption    from    the 
Estate  Duty.     He  had  often  heard  it  said 
that  the   Government,  did  not  want   to 
give  encouragement  to  any  special  class 
of  providence  or  insurance  ;  but  this  was 
a  case    in   which    they   might   make  a 
special  exception.     He  felt  sure  the  con- 
cession   he  asked  for   would   involve  a 
small  loss  to  the  Exchequer,  but  the  social 
gain  would  be  far  greater  than  any  loss 
which  might  be  incurred.     The  reason 
he    had      chosen     the    sum     of    £200 
was  because  that  was  the  limit  of  the 
amount   a  man  could  insure  for  in  the 
Friendly    Societies.     This    clause    was 
really  to  a  great  exjtent  the  corollary  of 
the  one  which  was  carried  at  the  instiga- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  the   purpose  of  exempting  annuities 
of  not  more  than  £25  a  year.    If  they 
exempted  an  annuity  of  that  small  amount 
was  there  any  reason  why  they  should  not 
exempt  the  capital  sum  of  £200,  which 
was  somewhat  less  than  the  capital  value 
of  £2o   a  year.     If  they  exempted    one 
they  ought  to  exempt  the  other.    Among 
the     Societies     which    would     receive 
the    benefit     of     this   clause   was     the 
Customs  Annuity  and  Benevolent  Fund, 
started  more   than   half  a   century  ago 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  poorer 
class   of  Customs  and  Revenue  officers 
to  make  provision  for   their   wives   and 
families.     The  sums  assured  were  very 
often   the   only  sums  available  for  the 
benefit  of  the  wife  and  children  of  these 
people,  and  for  those  sums  not  exceeding 
£200  it  was  not  unreasonable  to  say  they 
should  be  free  from  the  clutches  of  tue 
Inland  Revenue  as  regarded  Estate  Duty. 
Might  he  make  an  appeal  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  ask  him  not 


to  act  the  part  of  Pharaoh  towards  this 
class  and  not  to  harden  his  heart  on  this 
occasion,  but  allow  these  people  to  go 
without  exacting  this  Estate  Duty  from 
them  ?  It  was  not  unreasonable  to  ask 
that  thrift  and  providence  in  the  shape  of 
Friendly  Societies  should  be  encouraged 
by  giving  what  was,  after  all,  but  a 
small  concession. 

New  Clause — 

(Friendly  Societies  (Exemption).) 

"  (I)  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  the 
death  of  the  deceased  in  respect  of  any  capital 
sum  not  exceeding  two  hundred  pounds,  or  any 
annuity  the  principal  value  of  which  does  not 
exceed  two  hundred  pounds  provided  by  the 
deceased  in  his  lifetime  under  the  rules  of  any 
friendly,  provident,  or  industrial  society  of 
which  the  deceased  was  a  member,  and  payable 
on  his  death  by  the  trustees  of  such  society,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  this  section  the  Customs 
Annuity  and  Benevolent  Fund  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  friendly  society. 

(2)  The  duty  mentioned  in  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act  shall  not 
be  payable  in  respect  of  any  property  which 
would  but  for  this  section  be  chargeable  with 
Estate  Duty."— (.Vr.  Butcher.') 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time.*^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.^* 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT  thought  the 
heart  of  Pharaoh  must  not  have  been 
very  hard  upon  these  small  estates.  Let 
them  see  what  the  Bill  already  did. 
Estates  under  £100  paid  no  duty  at  all ; 
estates  over  £100,  but  not  exceeding 
£300,  paid  30s. ;  and  an  estate  of  £500 
paid  50s.  Those  were  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  Could  it  be  said,  therefore, 
that  the  Bill  was  hard  on  small  pro- 
perties ?  There  never  had  been  a  Bill  in 
which  the  allowance  of  exemptions  had 
been  so  liberal,  and  that  was  a  feature  of 
this  Bill.  Having  made  the  charge  upon 
£200  only  30s.,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposed  to  superadd  to  that  by 
making  a  special  exemption  in  regard^  to 
Friendly  Societies.  There  was  no- 
body— and  he  believed  the  Friendly 
Societies  would  bear  him  witness  in 
that  respect — who  had  taken  a  more 
active  part  in  promoting  the  interests 
of  Friendly  Societies  than  he,  but  he 
could  not  say,  with  reference  to 
Friendly  Societies,  any  more  than  he  had 
said  with  reference  to  Insurance  Com- 
panies, that  they  ought  to  give  them  a 
special    and    distinguishing    advantage 
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jther  kind  of  iavestment.     It 
ihat  a  raan  might  have  a  small 
/  and   it  would  answer  him  better 
.i  his  £200  into  his  shop  than  into 
Jendly  Society.     It  might  be  that  he 
>6ired  to  put  his  £200  into  the  Savings 
Bank  or  into  investments  which  were  now 
permitted  through  the  Savings  Bank  ;  or 
he  might  put  it  into  his  own  house,  than 
which  there  was  no  better  investment  for 
a  poor  man,  and  yet  they  were  asked  to 
charge    him  for  the  £200   in  his    own 
house,  and  to  exempt  the  particular  in- 
vestment   in    the     Friendly     Societies. 
There  was  no  reason  for  that,  and  it  was 
not  good  finance.     They  were  not  putting 
any   excessive   burden  upon  these  men. 
The  man  for  whom  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  asked  this  exemption  was  already 
charged  30s.  for  the  whole  and  it  cleared 
him,  and  he  could  not  help  appealing  to 
responsible   financiers   opposite  whether 
they   thought  it  was  a  wise  and  proper 
thing  to  make  this  exemption,  not  with 
respect  to  property  of  a  particular  figure, 
but  in  respect  of  property  invested  in  a 
particular  manner,  and  that  not  by  any 
means  -the  only  good  manner,  for  there 
were   investments  equally  as  good,  and 
r   even  better,  which  they  left  without  any 
exemption.     He  did   not  think  it  would 
be  a  sound  principle  upon  which  to  go, 
and   therefore   he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  hartley  was  not  surprised  at 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  because 
it  would  be  very  difficult  to  be  surprised 
at  any  view  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  upon  these  matters.  But  the 
matter  was  not  one  which  ought  to  be 
looked  upon  in  this  way.  The  question 
was  were  they  not  in  every  possible 
way  to  do  all  they  could  to  promote 
thrift,  habits  of  saving,  and  the  exten- 
sion of  Friendly  Societies  thronghout  the 
county  ?  That  had  been  the  policy  for 
a  good  many  years,  and  although  he 
admitted  that  the  payment  of  30s.  on 
£200  was  not  a  large  sum,  still  they 
must  have  regard  to  the  people  who  had 
to  pay  it.  Many  of  the  persons  would 
regard  the  tax  as  a  considerable  tax,  and 
one  which  would  prevent  them  joining 
Friendly  Societies  and  providing  for  the 
future.  Was  it  wise  to  put  this  little 
and  annoying  tax  upon  the  people  just 
when  they  had  trained  them  into  the 
habit  of  joining  and  interesting  thera- 
Mlres  in  these  Friendly  Societies  ?  There 

Sir  fV.  Harcouri 


were  many  instances  in  which  bj  small 
beginnings  people  had  bought  their  oivn 
houseSf  and  by  putting  a  small  sum  io 
the  Friendly  Societies  in  the  Savings  Bank« 
and  in  other  small  ways,  made  provision 
for  the  future,  and  might  thus  have  £400 
or  £500  to  leave  to  their  wives  and 
children.  When  such  was  the  ease  llie 
property  would  at  once  come  in  for 
aggregation,  and  instead  of  having  to  pay 
30s.  if  the  sum  was  over  £500,  the 
amount  chargeable  for  Estate  Dutj 
would  be  £10. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  not 
touched  by  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  thought  it  was, 
because,  as  he  read  the  Amend- 
ment, the  Estate  Duty  was  not  to  be 
payable  to  the  Friendly  Society  up  to 
£200.  When  that  amount  was  saved 
it  would  not  be  aggregated,  but  would 
be  a  special  fund  by  itself,  and  would 
be  exempt  from  the  Estate  Duty,  there- 
fore these  considerations  were  clearly 
pertinent  to  the  present  new  clause.  He 
was  very  anxious  that  they  should 
do  whatever  they  could  by  every  possible 
means  to  make  people  provide  for  them- 
selves. He  believed  that  was  the  best 
way.  of  replenishing  the  Exchequer.  It 
was  infinitely  wiser  to  promote  habits 
of  thrift  than  to  grab  these  small 
sums  by  way  of  duty.  If  they 
taxed  small  sums  in  Friendly  Societies 
although  logically  it  might  be  right  and 
fair  so  to  tax  them,  the  practical  resnlt 
would  be  that  people  would  avoid  these 
means  of  saving,  and  the  indirect  harm 
which  would  be  done  in  that  way  would  bo 
infinitely  greater  than  any  small  financml 
benefit  which  the  Exchequer  might 
receive. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  de- 
sired  to  say  one  word  in  reply  to  the 
argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  the  Amendment  was  in- 
adequate in  not  protecting  other  forms 
of  investment.  That  was  a  well-founded 
observation  ;  but  the  answer  was  that 
they  could  reach  larger  classes  of  people 
through  Friendly  Societies,  whereas  they 
could  not  practically  deal  with  other 
forms  of  investment  of  a  very  much 
more  limited  character.  That  principle 
was  enforced  by  the  legislation  which  had 
taken  place  in  fivour  of  Friendly  Societies, 
which  were  exempt  from  Income  Tax 
and  other  forms  of  taxation  simply  be- 
cause they  could  thus  deal  with  whole 
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classes  of  people  and  accomplish  what  they 
could  not  ID  9ther  smaller  directions.  The 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  moved 
the  clause  spoke  of  the  social  gain  to 
the  State.  He  did  not  put  it  merely  on 
social  grounds.  He  believed  that  the 
State  gained  most  materially  by  the 
foundation  of  institutions  of  this  character 
and  the  more  they  could  encourage  them 
the  more  did  they  contribute  to  that  real 
material  gain  which  accrued  to  the  State. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
that  many  forms  of  small  investment 
were  already  covered  by  the  Bill,  that 
small  businesses  below  £100  were  exempt 
and  there  were  reductions  of  duty  up  to 
£500.  All  these  cases  touched,  most 
rightly,  what  he  should  speak  of  as  perhaps 
the  lower  middle  class,  not  the  working 
clas3.  In  this  particular  case  of  the 
Friendly  Societies  they  were  supported 
chiefly  by  the  artizan  and  working  classes, 
and  under  these  exemptions  they  received 
practically  ho  benefit  at  all. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  They  will 
be  all  included.  The  money  in  the 
£200  will  be  included  in  these  ex- 
emptions. 

Sir  A.  ROLLIT  said,  yes  ;  but  in 
dealing  with  the  Friendly  Societies  they 
were  dealing  with  much  more  incon- 
siderable sums  than  those  of  £200,  £300, 
£400,  and  £oOO.  In  Societies  of  that 
kind  artizans  invested  small  earnings  ; 
their  all  was  practically  invested  in  this 
small  form  of  property,  and,  inasmuch  as 
they  did  undoubtedly  give  advantages  to 
the  middle  class  by  the  exemptions  in  the 
Bill — which  he  welcomed,  and  which 
relieved  tradesmen,  clerks,  and  others  to 
a  considerable  extent — he  thought  they 
ought  to  pursue  that  saving  principle  fur- 
ther for  the  sake  of  the  working  classes, 
who  were  chiefly  interested  in  the 
Friendly  Societies. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
considered  that  the  mass  of  property  in- 
vested in  Friendly  Societies  represented 
a  very  important  interest,  wcHthy  of  en* 
couragement  by  the  Legislature,  inas- 
much as  the  corporations  of  which  they 
were  made  up  composed  a  vast  agency 
for  organising  thrift.  He,  therefore, 
supported  the  clause. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  con- 
sidered  this  was  emphatically  a  case  in 
which  the  House  might  grant  this  small 
concession  to  Friendly  Societies,  which 


were  productive  of  such  a  vast  amount 
of  good. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  that  £200  only  paid  SOs^ 
and  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman appeared  to  be  that  it  was  un- 
desirable and  unfair  that  the  special  class 
represented  by  the  Friendly  Societies 
should  be  selected  for  special  benefit.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  was  not  prepared  to  extend 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment  to  other 
forms  of  thrift  as  well,  because  if  it  was 
really  true  that  it  did  not  pay  at  all  to 
collect  dOs.  from  fortunes  of  £200,  what 
was  the  use  of  exacting  this  tax,  which 
must  be  in  its  nature  irritating,  if  it 
brought  in  nothing  to  the  Exchequer  ? 
He  would,  therefore,  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  could  not  extend 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment,  inas- 
much as  it  appeared  that  by  doing  so  the 
Exchequer  would  not  lose,  whilst  those 
to  whom  the  fortunes  were  left  would 
certainly  gain  ^ 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  132; 
Noes  163. — (Division  List,  No.  158.) 

Further  Proceedings  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

PILOTAGE  BILL.— (No.  287.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second 
time. 


« 


Ohjection  being  taken, 

*SiR  A.  ROLLIT  said,  that  some  mis- 
apprehension as  to  the  nature  of  the  Bill 
existed.  It  merely  provided  that  where 
there  was  a  change  of  ownership  there 
need  not  be  a  re-examination  of  the 
master  or  mate  a?  pilot.  But  as  the 
Bill  was  not  an  Unoppoaed  Bill,  and 
could  not  be  expected  to  betaken  as  such 
after  midnight,  he  moved  that  the  Order 
be  discharged  and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Order  be  discharged  and  Bill 
withdrawn." — {Sir  A,  RolliU) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

WATER  ORDEBS  CONFIRMATION   BILL 
[Xorrf*].— (No.  283.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
an  Amendment. 
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Adjournment, 
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Adjournment, 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  thej  have  agreed  to, — 

Bishopric     of      Bristol    Act     (1884) 
Amendment  Bill. 

Notice  of  Accidents  Bill. 

Outdoor   Relief    (Friendly   Societies) 
Bill. 

Wild    Birds   Protection    Act    (1880) 
Amendment  Bill. 

That  thej  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
**  An  Act  to  make  further  provision  for 
the  establishment  of  Prize  Courts  ;  and 
for  other  purposes  connected  therewith. 
[Prize  Courts  Bill  \_Lord8],'\ 


PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 
ACCELERATION)  BILL.-(No.  282.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  l>e  read 
the  third  time  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolutions  [6th  July]  reported, 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 

1.  ^'Thatasnm,  not  exceeding  £832,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majestj,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Royal  Enfdneer  Superintending  Staff, 
and  Expenditure  for  Royal  Engineer  Works, 
Buildings,  and  Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad 
(including  Purchases),  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1895." 

2.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £114,500,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  to  defmy  the  Charge 
for  Establishments  for  Military  Education, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1896." 

3.  '' That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £130,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Sundry  MisceUaneons  Effective  Services, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March, 
1895." 


Resolutions  agreed  to. 


ZANZIBAR   INDEMNITY. 

Resolution  reported. 

**  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Trea* 
sury  to  indemnify  the  Bank  of  Kjigland  with 
reepect  to  the  Transfer  of  Consolidated  Bank 
Annuities  standing  in  the  name  of  the  late 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  and  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  any  money  payable  in 
pursuance  of  such  Indemnity." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mellor, 
Sir  John  Hibbert,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  Sir  Edward  Grey. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  308.] 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Copy  presented,— of  Minute  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in 
Scotland,  dated  9th  July,  1894,  amend- 
ing the  terms  of  Paragraph  13  of  the 
Minute  of  let  May,  1893,  providing  for 
the  distribution  of  the  Sum  available  for 
Secondary  Education  under  The  Educa- 
tion and  Local  Taxation  Account  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1892  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT, 
1889  (ORDINANCE,  No.  53). 

Copy  presented,— of  Ordinance  re- 
lating to  Pensions  to  Principals  and 
Professors  (Ordinance,  No.  63,  St. 
Andrew's,  No.  8)  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  207.] 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1867 
(CHOLERA  REGULATIONS). 

Copy  presented,— of  Order  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  continuing  for  a 
further  period  of  six  mouths  the  Order 
putting  in  force  Part  III.  of  The  Public 
Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867  [by  Act]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS. 
Copy  presented, — of  Returns  of  Acci- 
dents and  Casualties  as  reported  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  by  the  several  Railway 
Companies  in  the  United  Kingdom 
during  the  three  months  ending  3l6t 
March,  1894,  &c.  [by  Conunand]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

IRISH    LAND    COMMISSION    (PROCEED- 

ING8). 

Copy  presented,—- of  Return  of  Pro- 
ceedings during  the  month  of  May, 
1894  [bv  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  Crofters  Bill. 

Dr.  MACGKEGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  asked  whether  the  Government 
would  put  down  the  Crofters  Bill  before 
12  o^clock,  so  that  the  House  might  have 
the  opportunity  of  discussing  it  ? 

Mr.  T.  £.  ELLIS  asked  that  the 
question  might  be  put  to  the  Chancellor 
of  ^he  Exchequer. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
aft«T  Twelve  o*clock. 
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PRKVESTION  OF  CRUELTY  TO 
CHILDRRN  BILL.^(Ko  144.) 

REPORT. 

AmeDdmeot«  reported  (accordiog  to 
Order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
HERitCHELL)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  to  move 
several  Amendmeuts  to  this  Bill.  They 
are  practically  drafting  AmeDdmeDts,  and 
do  not  make  any  alteration  in  the  object  or 
scope  of  the  Bill.  The  great  hnlk  of  them 
consi«t  of  Amendments  In  procedure. 
Afl  the  Bill  stands  Section  6  of  the 
English  Act  is  to  apply  to  depositions 
4aken  under  this  Act.  The  English  Act 
does  not  apply  to  Ireland,  and  it  there- 
fore l>eoame  necessary  either  to  have  a 
further  reference  to  make  the  English 
Act  apply  to  Ireland,  or  to  state  its  terms 
so  far  as  regarded  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  which  wonid  be  an  awkward  and 
clumsy  procedure,  or  to  set  out  the  pro- 
visions ill  the  English  Act  in  this  Act, 
in  which  case  they  would  become  applic- 
able both  to  England  and  Ireland. 
Though  it  makes  the  Bill  a  little  longer 
it  seenu  to  l>e  the  more  satisfactory  course 
to  introduce  these  Amendments,  and 
therefore  I  move  that  they  bo  agreed  to. 

Ameiidmenta  moved,  in  Clause  7,  page 
4,  at  end  of  the  Clause  insert — 

'  *^(5.)  BcMinls  of  Gaanlians  and,  in  SmtUnd, 
Parochial  BoanK  shall  provide  for  the  recep- 
tioa  of  childixMi  brought  to  s  workh<msc  in  pur* 
•aance  of  the  prioci()al  Act  or  this  Act/* 

CUu«e  14,  page  7^  make  aub-sectiou  (1)  a 
•eparmte  tiection  with  marKirial  DOte(*'  Power  to 
take  statement  of  child  in  writing"). 

line  26,  aft«r  ("child  ")  leave  out  all  t^»  the 
end  of  lin«  27  Aful  insert  (^on  oath  and  shall 
therenpon  Mibscribe  the  same  and  ad<l  thereto  a 
note  of  hi4  reaaon  for  takiug  the  HameatMlof  the 
day  when  and  place  where  the  same  wat*  taken, 
and  of  the  names  of  the  persons  (if  any)  present 
at  the  Uking  thereof*"). 

H^O  The  Jnaticc  taking  any  rach  statement 
shall  transmit  the  same  with  his  not« — 

*  («)  if  the  statement  relateK  to  an  offence 
for  which  any  accu«»e<l  |ierton  is  already 
committeil  for  trial,  to  the  nroper  officer 
of  the  (Jourt  for  trial  at  wnicn  the  ac- 
cnsDil  person  has  been  committed  ;  an<l 
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'  (6)  in  any  other  case  to  the  clerk  of  the 

peace  of  the  oountv  or  borough  in  which 

the  statement  has  been  taken  ; 

'  and  the  clerk  of  the  peace  to  whom  any  such 

statement  i»  truusmitted  ffhall  preserve,  file,  and 

record  the  same  "). 

Make  sulvtection  (2)  a  separate  section  with 
marginal  note  (**  Admission  of  deposition  or 
Htatemont  of  child  in  evidence**). 

Clause  14,  page  7,  line  34,  after  C  1848  '*)  in- 
sert ("or  the  Inilictable  Offences  ((rvland)  Act, 
1H49,  or  the  Petty  Sessions  (Ireland)  Act,  18r»l, 
or  this  Act*'). 

Line  34,  after  (**  taken  **)  leave  out  nil  to  the 
end  of  line  41  and  insert  (**  by  a  Justice  under 
this  Act  shall  Xre  aiUnissible  in  evidence  either 
for  or  agaiiLst  the  accused  person  without  fur- 
ther proof  there»»f — 

*  (tf )  if  it  purports  to  be  signetl  by  the  Jus- 

tice by  or  Isjfore  whom  it  purtK)rt9  to  be 
taken  ;  and 

*  (6)  if,  in  the  case  of  any  such  de))0«{tion, 

it  iM  proved  that  the  same  wan  taken  in 
the  prenence  of  the  person  accuae<l,  and 
that  ne,  her,  or  hiH  couuhoI  or  attorney 
ha^l  a  full  onportunity  of  cro!*5J-examin- 
ing  the  chila  ;  and 

'(r)  if  in  the  com  of  any  nuch  statement 
it  is  pntved  that  reasonalile  notice  of  the 
intention  to  take  the  statement  luu  been 
Hcrvwl  uiH>n  thcpernon  against  whom  it 
is  proiKDsed  to  u«o  the  ^rae  aa  evidence 
(whetner  the  pnwecutor  or  the  accused), 
antl  that  that  |ierson  or  his  counsel  or 
attorney  liad  or  might  have  ha«l,  if  he 
had  cho»*cn  to  l>c  prest'nt,  an  op|>«>rt unity 
of  rn)»M-examining  the  child  making  the 
statement  *).** 

Page  8,  line  1,  make  Rub-nectlon  (H)  a 
Heparate  clause  with  marginal  note 
(*'  Power  to  proccod  with  csmc  in  aboeaoe 
of  child**). 

Line  4,  leave  out  (••  crime  '*)  an  I  insert 
(*•  offence  **). 

Claiwe  17,  i>age  8,  line  30,  after  (»* health**) 
insert  ("in  the  principal  Act  •^. 

licavp  out  fn»m  ("kind**)  in  lino  35  to  the 
cnil  nf  lino  38,  and  insert  (•*and  in  thoilofinition 
of  place  of  Hafety  in  S«H!tion  17  of  the  principal 
Act  the  wonU  *  by  bye-Uiw  *  shall  be  re)>eak9il  '*). 

CUuHc  18,  |Mige  8,  line  28,  leave  out  (**  the 
lA^csd  Government  Board  for  Ireland  dhall  lie 
substituted  for  the  Loc^al  (Jovemment  Ihitkvd  '*). 

Leave  out  all  after  ("*  State  *')  in  line  211  to  the 
end  of  the  Clause. 

ClauHc  19,  i»agc  9,  leave  out  all  aftii  ("SaJt- 
Und  '*)  in  lino  33  to  the  end  of  lino  34. 

(^lause  20,  (sige  9,  line  42,  inwrt  an  imw  huIh 
j*cctl«in  (2) : 

**(2.)  This  Act  hhall  come  info  ojKTafion  at 
the  expiration  of  one  month  from  tho  j taming 
thereof.** 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  l>e  read  3*  oo  Thursday  oexl ; 
and  to  be  priotedf  as  amended.  (No. 
160.) 
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ADVERTISING    POST   OFFICE    SAVINGS 

BANKS. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Lord  President  if  be  would 
provide  that  the  inducemeQts  and  facili- 
ties for  thrift  offered  bj  the  Post  Office 
Saviugs  Banks  be  advertised  in  the  rail- 
way stations  in  language  more  easily 
understood  than  the  language  of  the 
Postal  Guide  and  advertisements  ex- 
hibited in  the  post  offices  ?  He  said, 
though  he  had  withdrawn  the  Notice  on 
the  Paper,  he  desired  to  explain  why  he 
had  placed  it  there.  On  the  14th  June 
a  letter  appeared  in  The  Standard  uewB^ 
paper  from  the  manager  of  a  voluntary 
school,  headed  '*  Mr.  Acland  Again,^'  and 
referring  to  children's  deposits  in  Savings 
Banks.  Following  it  was  an  editorial 
note  that  what  had  been  done  was  in 
contravention  of  the  Post  Office  Rules. 
The  next  day  another  letter  appeared  in 
the  same  newspaper  saying  that  the  state- 
ment only  applied  to  school  banks,  and 
he  found  that  in  fact  Mr.  Acland  bad 
nothing  to  do  with  the  matter.  These 
questions  had  been  going  on  since 
1877,  but  their  place  in  the  papers 
seut  out  had  been  changed,  and  this 
school  manager  thought  they  were  new 
questions.  From  the  information  supplied 
to  him  he  had  what  was  really  a  good 
case  against  the  Education  Department, 
but  he  had  reason  to  believe  that 
one  of  Mr.  Acland's  colleagues  in  the 
•Cabinet  intervened  and  two  years'  grace 
had  been  granted  by  the  Education 
Office.  Still,  any  day  he  might  have 
another  case  to  bring  forward,  and 
should  it  be  so  he  must  entreat  the  Lord 
President  to  derogate  in  his  favour  from 
the  customary  delegation  of  his  duties  to 
the  noble  Lord  in  Waiting.  However 
good  a  complaint  might  be,  all  the  life  was 
taken  out  of  it  by  its  delegation  to  some 
one  who  was  not  responsible,  and  only 
stated  what  he  was  informed  had  been 
done.  When  that  was  the  case  the  only 
resource  was  to  fall  l>ack  on  the  time- 
honoured  maxim  to  **  abuse  the  plaintiff's 
attorney  " 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  op 
THECOUNCIL(TheEarlofRosEBERY): 
I  rise  to  Order.  The  Notice  on  the 
Paper  is  something  with  reference  to  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks. 


Lord  STANLEY  or  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  was  coming  to  lU  He  must 
appeal  to  the  noble  Earl  not  to  leave 
these  matters  to  persons  who  knew 
nothing  about  the  subject.  A  devolu- 
tion of  duty  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
devolution  of  salary.  He  had  asked 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Playfair)  if  he 
would  be  content  with  the  winnings  of 
Ladas,  and  he  said  he  would  ;  that  was 
before  last  Friday.  He  was  now  coming 
to  the  question. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Hear, 
hear  ! 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  as  the  thunderstorm  had  now  cleared 
the  air,  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  running  of  Ladas  as 
before.  No  doubt  the  Post  Office 
Authorities  had  much  improved  their 
procedure,  aod  had  made  their  advertise- 
ments plainer,  and  their  business  had 
increased.'  Forms  in  larger  print  were 
hung  up  in  the  post  offices,  but  the}; 
were  not  sufficient.  The  public  Press 
had  long  complained  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  make  out  the  Postal  Guide, 
and  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  induce  the  Post  Office  Authorities 
to  advertise  more  efficiently  in  railway 
waiting-rooms,  especially  the  third  class. 
What  could  any  of  their  Lordships  make 
of  this  announcement — 

''Life  assurances  from  £5  to  £100  can  be 
granted  to  persons  between  14  and  65  years  of 
age.  Children  between  eight  and  14  years  of 
age  can  be  insured  for  £5/^ 

Some  of  their  Lordships  were  good 
mathematicians  and  aritbmeticiaus,  but 
none  of  them  would  be  able  to  find  any 
co-relation  between  those  figures.  It 
would  be  much  better  to  follow  the 
Belgian  plan,  and  put  up  prominent 
placards  stating  that  upon  payment  of 
certain  sums  from  certain  ages  an  old- 
age  pension  would  be  secured  at  60  or 
65.  Not  only  so,  but  these  advertise- 
ments should  be  in  popular  language, 
as — "  If  you  have  a  legacy  left  you,  why 
waste  it  by  going  on  the  spree  P  Invest 
it  in  obtaining  a  cottage  rent  free  for  the 
rest  of  your  life."  He  had  corresponded  on 
on  the  subject  with  Sir  Reginald 
Welby,  who  agreed  with  him  that 
more  advertisement  was  wanted,  bat 
made  the  usual  Treasury  excuse 
that  he  ''did  not  know  where  the 
money  was  to  come  from."  He  might  read 
several  more  Post  Office  advertisement? 
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eqnmllr  diffieoli  to  tinderetand,  but  be  bad 
called  attentiou  to  one  of  the  wont. 
The  Postal  Guide  wm  not  quite  00 
aniDtelligible  ad  it  bad  been.  Otber 
tmproremeDta  were  tbat  £50  iuatead 
of  £30  might  now  be  paid  ioto  the 
Savings  Hauk ;  and  £100  in  Stocks, 
(hough  when  that  change  was  announced 
in  the  liout»e  it  wat)  impottsible  to  under- 
stand it,  and  he  had  only  disco^'ered  the 
working  of  it  upon  investing  money  for 
a  pentou  unable  to  do  so  for  himself. 
The  Postal  Guide  was  not  easy  for  any- 
one to  understand. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  My 
Lords,  it  is  really  a  little  difficult  for  roe 
to  deal  with  the  vast  variety  of  topics 
over  which  the  noble  Lord  has  ranged. 
From  my  salary  as  President  of  the 
Council  he  passed  to  other  topics  even 
more  dubious  in  their  nature  until  he  at 
last  lauded  at  the  grammar  of  the  Post 
OtficH*  Authorilie;!.  I  rather  agree  with 
htm  that  the  pre.«<ent  Rules  are  not  easy 
to  understand,  and  I  will  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Post  Office  Authorities  to  the 
matter.  I  am,  however,  authorised  by 
them  to  say  that  they  will  gladly  listen 
to  any  practical  suggestion  from  the 
noble  Lord  for  making  their  language 
more  generally  comprehensible  to  the 
general  public.  For  myself,  except  in 
the  instance  quoted  by  the  noble  Lord, 
I  do  not  find  any  difficulty  in  following 
that  language,  and  therefore  I  have  some 
difficulty  in  agreeing  with  his  general 
conclusion.  With  regard  to  the  adver- 
tisements, the  Post  Office  Authorities  sav 
that  the  Railway  Companies  will  not 
advertise  for  nothing,  and  that  they  have 
00  funds  applicable  to  a  large  and  general 
system  of  advertising,  but  that  they 
believe  their  advertisements  are  as  wide 
a*j  they  could  wish  them  to  be  without 
recourse  to  a  method  of  a^lvcrtising 
which  I  believe  would  more  than  tax 
their  finances.  With  regard  to  the  noble 
LordV  complaint  that  I  do  not  answer 
all  his  questions,  but  that  the  replies  are 
asually  delegated  by  Government  to  the 
noble  Lord  who  answers  for  the  Depart- 
ment concerned,  I  have  nothing  more  to 
•ay  than  that  I  pursue  the  usual  course 
adoptetl  on  such  occasions,  and  that  if 
the  official  representative  of  the  De- 
partment in  tbU  House  does  not  answer 
the  noble  Lord's  questions  to  his  satis- 
faction, I  shall  be  happy,  as  a  second 
jine,  to  come  to  his  assistance. 


WATER  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION   BILL 
[H.L.].-(No.  44.) 

Returneil  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  an  Amendment. 

LOCOMOTIVE  TURESUIKQ  ENGINES 
HILL.— cNo.  124.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments :  the  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  158.) 

LARCENY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL 

[H.L.].— <No.  136.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee without  Amendment,  and  to  be 
read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

TOWN  IMPROVBMENTH  (BETTER- 
MENT). 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
(with  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee) 
made,  and  to  l>e  printed. 

Minutes  of  Evidence,  together  with 
an  Appendix,  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  delivered  out.     (No.  lo9.) 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 

VLSIONAL  ORDER  (No.  :>)  BILL. 

(No.  116.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)    PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL. 
(No.  138.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Rill  reported  without  amendment: 
Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and 
Bill  to  l>e  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 

VISIONAL  ORDKRH  (No.  14)  BILL. 

(No.  187.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committi^  negatived  ;  the  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Thors- 
dav  next. 

m 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (Na  16)  BILU-<No.  1S7.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thurs- 
day ne^t. 
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LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (POOR  LAW)  BILL.— (No.  96.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  AmendmeDts,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

House  adjonmed  at  ten  minutes  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


'V^  «  r  N^\J  V,^ 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  10th  July  1894. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


THAMES  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 
CONSIDERATION. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [28  th 
June]  to  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be 
now  considered.'* 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  words  "  now  considered,*'  in 
order  to  add  the  words  *'  re-committed  to 
the  former  Committee."  —  {Mr.  J, 
Stuart.) 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words  *  now  considered  '  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  that  since  the  Debate  of 
28th  June  an  endeavour  had  been  made 
to  bring  about  a  friendly  arrangement 
between  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  and 
the  representatives  of  the  London  County 
Council  with  a  view  to  coming,  if 
possible,  to  a  reasonable  settlement 
under  existing  circumstances.  There- 
fore, he  should  ask  the  leave  of  the 
House  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  for 
the  re-commitment  of  the  Bill.  That 
being  done,  he  proposed  subsequently  to 
move  certain  Amendments  which  had 
been  agreed  upon,  the  net  effect  of 
which  would  be  that  the  number  of 
representatives  of  the  Corporation  and  of 
the  County  Council  on  the  Conservancy 
Board  should  each  be  increased  by  two. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  5» 
page  9,  line  5,  to  leave  out  '^  thirty-three,*' 
and  insert  "  thirty-seven."  —  {Mr.  •/• 
Stuart.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  *  thirty- 
three  *  stand  part  of  the  Olanse." 

Sir    F.    DIXON-HARTLAND 

(Middlesex,  Uxbridge)  said,  with  regard 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hoxton,  he  might  say  that  this  arrange- 
ment  was  understood  to  be  a  reasonable 
and  final  settlement  of  the  question  under 
present  circumstances. 

Mr.  STUART  :  Final  ? 

Mb.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  :  Final  under  present  circum* 
stances 

Sir  *F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  said, 
he  would  put  it  that  the  settlement  was 
a  final  one  upon  all  points  under  existing 
circumstances. 

•Sir  C.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest  of 
Dean)  said,  that  if  it  was  supposed  thai 
this  settlement  was  a  final  one  he  must 
point  out  that  whatever  agreement  might 
be  made  between  the  Conservators  and 
the  Loudon  County  Council  there  were- 
Members  in  the  House  who,  like  him- 
self, could  not  be  bound  by  their  arrange- 
ment and  accept  the  present  compromise 
as  a  final  settlement.  If,  for  instance^ 
the  Conservators  should  ask  for  fresh 
financial  powers,  it  would  be  necessary 
then  that  they  should  re-open  the  whole 
question. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
said,  he  thought  it  might  save  time  with, 
regard  to  this  matter — which  had  beea 
brought  very  constantly  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Board  of  Trade — if  he 
stated  what  were  his  views  upon  it.  He 
was  very  glad  thai  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  had  assented  in  a  fair  and  reasonable 
spirit  to  the  compromise  suggested.  He 
gathered  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch,  on  the  part  of  the  County 
Council,  that  if  the  four  additional  mem- 
bers were  placed  on  the  Board  he  would 
withdraw  further  opposition  to  the  Bill 
here,  and  would  take  no  steps  to  have  it 
opposed  in  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
thought  that,  upon  the  whole,  this  was 
a  perfectly  fair  compromise,  and  one  th&t 
the  House  might  accept  with  satisfactioo. 
Of  course,  it  was  impossible  to  say  what 
might  emerge  in  the  future.  It  was  quite 
possible  that  the  financial  question  might 
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emerge  agmiu,  or  that  the  shipowners* 
em^e  tnighl  msstnne  a  new  aspect,  and  he 
<1m1  doI  oBderstand  that  aajthing  more 
WM  meant  bj  ^  final  settlement ""  than 
this  :  that  the  matter  was  to  be  deemed 
M»  settled,  cbvnmstances  being  what  they 
were.  He  would  like  to  offer  his  tribute 
to  the  great  care  and  pains  which  the 
Committee  had  taken  with  the  Bill  and 
the  serrices  rendered  to  the  cause  of 
pacification  by  the  Chairman  and  the 
right  hou.  Member  for  Leeds  and  his  hon. 
Friend  who  sat  behind  him. 

♦Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (IMington,  S.)  said, 
be  should  like  to  mention  that  while  the 
shipowners  were  heartily  glad  that  there 
had  been  a  compromise,  and  would  now 
endeavour  to  forward  the  Bill  by  every 
means  in  their  power,  they  entirely  de- 
innrred  to  the  word  •*  final ''  as  applied  to 
the  settlement  which  had  been  arrived  at. 
The  question  of  the  administration  of 
and  improved  accens  to  the  Port  of 
London  was  a  matter  of  such  vital  con- 
eequence  that  should  new  oircumstanceM 
arise,  and  especially  shonid  any  claim  for 
pecuniary  powers  be  brought  forwnrd, 
the  question  must  be  re^iscussed,  and,  in 
in  any  case,  there  ought  to  be  inquiry  by 
a  Royal  Commission  or  Committee,  aod 
that  without  delav. 

8iH  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
«aid,  he  might  inform  the  House  that  he 
intended  to  raise  the  whole  question  of 
the  administration  of  the  Port  of  London 
by  objecting  to  the  suspension  of  the 
Htanding  Orders,  and  so  preventing  the 
Bill  from  being  read  a  third  time  until 
he  had  ventilated  this  issne.  In  the  conn 
promise  which  had  been  arrived  at  be- 
iween  the  Thames  Conservanov  Boan) 
and  the  London  Couutv  Council  he  had 
no  share  or  part.  He  representi^l  in  the 
House  large  and  important  interests  con- 
cerned in  the  administration  of  the  Port 
of  I^ndon,  and  in  order  that  their  views 
might  be  laid  liefore  the  House  he  should 
object  to  the  suspension  of  the  Standing 
Onlers,  which  would  enable  the  Bill  to 
be  now  rea<)  a  third  time. 

•Ma.  JACKSON  (Leeils,  N.)  said  that, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  perhaps 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  wonls. 
He  regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Bamnet 
opposite  (SirT.  SntherUnd)  had  thought 
It  necessary  to  issne  a  note  of  warn- 
ing that  he  did  not  •  adopt  the 
•ettleinent  which  had  t>een  arrived 
at.       He    oonld     not    pretend    to    say 


that     the    settlement     was     not     one 
which  would  not  commend  itself  to  his 
mind  on  its  merite.     He  certainly  under- 
stood, and  he  thought  the  members  of 
the    Committee    understood,    that     the 
representatives   of   the   London   County 
Council  did  accept  this  settlement,  and 
*he  believed  his  opinion  would  be  shared 
by   Members  of   the    House  who   were 
also     representatives     of     the     London 
County  Council,     He  would  like  to  say 
a  word  respectlug  the   comments  made 
by     the    President    of     the    Board    of 
Trade  with  reference  to  the  labours  of 
the  Committee  which  investigated  this 
question.     No  one  could  deny  that  the 
Committee  had  attended  to  the  details 
placed   before   them    with   the   greatest 
assiduity.  They  commenced  their  labours 
on  the  23rd  of  April  and  finished  them 
on  the   Idth  of  June.     If  he  might  so 
far  presume,  ho  should   like  to  say  that 
no  Chairman   ever  had  upon  his  Com- 
mittee  Members    who    gave    more   un- 
divided attention  to  the  circumstances  as 
they  were  placed  before  them.     When  he 
said    that   the  Committee   were   unani- 
mous, that  there  never  was  a  division  of 
opinion,  he  thought  it  was  strong  testi- 
mony that  they  had  endeavoured  as  far 
as   they   could    to    understand  the  case 
presented  to  them,  and  to  decide  it  upon 
its    merits.      He  should    be    extremely 
sorry — indeed,  he  would   not  autioipate 
otherwise — if  the  Count v  Council  shonid 
do  otherwise  than  accept  the  compromise 
as  a  final  settlement  under  what  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the    President   of   the 
Board  of  Trade  described  as  "  the  cir- 
cumstances  of   the   case."      Of   course, 
they  could  not  bind  their  successors,  but 
as   to  the  thoroughness  of   the   inquiry 
which  had  l)een  made  there  could  Im  no 
doubt.     All  the  partie:*  were  mof»t  ably 
represented,  and  every  point  was  fought 
most  tenaciously.    As  matters  had  turned 
out,  the  compromise  appeareil  to  him  to 
lie  the  best  coun»e  to  adopt,  and  ho  re- 
peated that  he  hoped  the  County  Council 
would  accept  it. 

SirG.  RUSSELL  (Berks,  Woking- 
ham) said,  that  during  the  many  years 
he  had  sat  in  the  House  he  had  always 
supported  the  judicial  decisions  of  Com- 
mittees of  the  House.  He  had  reso- 
lutely set  his  face  against  the  system  of 
private  canvass,  against  bringing  private 
interests  to  bMr  to  upset  judicial  de- 
cisions ;   but   when   that    influence  was 
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gradoallj  oomiDg  to  be  exercised  by 
powerful  bodies  like  the  Londoo  County 
Council,  who  not  only  brought  private 
influence  but  pressure  to  bear  on  those 
who  had  to  rely  on  their  support  possibly 
for  continuance  in  power,  then  the  danger 
had  assumed  the  gravest  proportions. 
Like  the  Chairman,  he  also  reluctantly 
acquiesced  in  this  arrangement.  He  felt 
he  was  submitting,  not  to  a  judicial 
tribunal  exercising  its  judicial  office,  but 
to  a  tour  de  force.  He  could  not  but 
express  his  opinion  that  this  practice 
was  tendJDg  to  bring  Committees,  and 
even  the  House  itself,  into  discredit. 

Mr.  MOULTON  (Hackney,  S.) 
justified  the  action  of  the  Loudon 
County  Council.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down 
would,  he  said,  have  been  more  appro- 
priate as  a  first  edition  in  1890,  when  a 
very  strong  Committee  gave  five  repre- 
sentatives to  the  County  Council,  and  a 
vote  of  the  House  struck  them  out  amid 
the  silence  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who 
now,  when  it  was  the  other  way,  felt 
his  conscience  deeply  touched,  lie  did 
not  wish  to  embitter  the  discussion,  but 
he  must  say  that  the  action  of  the  County 
Council  had  been  from  the  first  perfectly 
consistent. 

Mr,  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  could  not  congratulate 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Fletcher  Moulton)  upon  the  tone 
which  he  had  adopted  after  having  ex- 
pressed his  intention  of  saying  no  word 
that  would  embitter  the  discussion.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might  have 
done  worse  than  to  have  left  the  hon. 
Baronet  behind  him  alone.  He  might 
say  that  he  and  his  friends  were  no 
more  satisfied  than  was  the  London 
County  Council  with  the  exact  arrange- 
ment made  by  the  Committee,  but  they 
were  prepared  to  accept  it  as  the  result 
of  the  decision  of  a  Committee  which  hail 
had  all  the  evidence  placed  before  it. 
They  had  been  invited  to  examiue  some 
of  the  points  of  view  from  which  the 
London  County  Council  approached  this 
matter.  Well,  they  were  not  going  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind.  They  did  not 
acquiesce  in  this  arrangement,  but  they 
were  not  anxious  to  put  the  House  to 
inconvenience  and  trouble,  nor  did  they 
think  that  they  would  be  justified  in 
opposing  the  terms  of  the  compromise 
which  had  been  arrived  at.  All  the  points 

Sir  G.  Russell 


in  dispute  were  reviewed  by  the  Com* 
roittee.  The  London  County  Council 
pnt  in  their  claims,  and  claims  w«re  pat 
in  by  the  other  parties  interested.  Evi- 
dence was  heard,  and  the  Committee, 
having  heard  all  that  was  to  be  said, 
arranged  the  representation  opon  what 
they  conceived  to  be  an  equitable  basis. 
He  would  like  to  add  that  he  oordiallj 
and  entirely  agreed  with  the  wise  worda 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  behind  him  (Sir  G. 
Russell),  because  he  was  certain  that  if 
the  House,  under  the  pressure  of  com- 
binations, upset  time  after  time  tl>e  de- 
cisions of  Committees  upstairs,  judicial] j 
and  equitably  given,  the  House  would 
have  more  cause  to  regret  it  than  the 
parties  interested,  seeing  how  unbusiness- 
like and  impolitic  a  character  was  given 
to  proceedings  in  respect  of  which  a  de- 
cision was  arrived  at  upon  ex  parte 
statements  instead  of  upon  sworn  evidence 
such  as  was  given  upstairs. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  he  thought  the  worst  enemies  o^ 
Committees  upstairs  were  those  who 
wished  to  make  fetishes  of  them.  Id 
1 890  representatives  from  the  whole  of 
the  districts  concerned  in  this  BilU  irre- 
spective of  politics,  came  to  Westminster 
and  begged  the  House  to  reject  the  eon- 
elusion  at  which  the  Committee  of  that 
year  arrived,  and  the  House  did  so. 
From  the  point  of  view  of  those  who 
opposed  the  settlement  arrived  at  in  this 
Bill  this  demonstrated  that  it  was  wise  for 
the  House  to  keep  the  power  of  determin- 
ing the  shape  which  Private  Bills  should 
assume  in  its  own  hands.  Since  1890 
there  had  been  another  Bill  on  which  the 
House  differed  from  the  Committee  in  its 
conclusion  and  also  from  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  in  their  original  clause.  He  did 
not,  however,  contend  for  a  moment  tliat 
all  the  decisions  of  Committees  should 
he  challenged.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
settlement  now  arrived  at  was  a  final  set- 
tlement. He  did  not  consider  that  this 
Bill  adequHtely  dealt  with  the  wholeques- 
tion  of  the  Thames  Conservancy  either 
with  regaixl  to  the  upper  or  the  lower  part 
of  the  river.  He  thought  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  have  a  body  who  would  deal  with 
the  conservancy  of  the  port  and  harlK>ur, 
and  another  body  who  would  deal  with 
the  conservancy  of  the  upper  portion  of 
the  river.  Under  these  circumstances^ 
while  he  accepted  the  compromise  he 
wanted  it  to  be  distinctlv  understood  thai 
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Estate  Duty,  the  Probate  Duty,  or  from 
the  graduation  that  was  to  be  carried  out. 
They  had  -been  given  large  figures,  but 
not  any  details.  They  were  not  told  how 
much  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
expected  this  year  and  how  much  next. 
What  he  continually  said  was,  "You 
must  grant  me  this  money  or  I  shall  not 
be  a)»le  to  pay  my  way,"  but  be  did'iiot 
say  how  much  he  would  require  next  year, 
ao  that  all  his  appeals  lost  their  effect.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  fairly  appeal 
to  those  of  them  who  had  held  responsible 
positions,  and  might  say,  "You  will 
make  me  insolvent  unless  you  grant  me 
this  duty."  Bnt  he  did  not  say  that. 
This  statement  was  repeated  until  it 
began  to  lose  its  efTect.  This  was  not 
one  of  the  questions  which  affected  the 
millionaire  ;  it  was  one  of  the  questions 
which  affected  the  smaller  and  the  pro- 
fessional man.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  always  taxing  the  Opposition  with 
their  partiality  for  the  landed  interest. 
They  could  not  do  so,  however,  on  the 
present  occasion,  when  his  hon.  Friends 
and  himself  were  supporting  the  cause 
of  the  widows  of  the  professional  men. 
They  had  here  a  case  which  would  appeal 
to  the  general  sense  of  the  House.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  would 
cause  an  enotmous  loss  to  the  Revenue  ; 
but  he  had  given  them  no  idea  of  the 
flum  to  which  the  loss  would  amount. 
Would  it  be  a  matter  of  £200,000  or 
£250,000  ?  They  were  entirely  in  the 
4}ark,  and  had  been  in  the  dark  during 
the  whole  of  these  Debates.  Supposing 
there  was  a  slight  loss  this  year,  how  far 
would  that  loss  extend  in  future  years  ? 
Let  them  remember  that  they  were  not 
legislating,  unfortunately,  for  the  present 
jear;  they  were  changiug  the  Death 
Duties  for  a  whole  series  of  years,  and 
they  should,  therefore,  consider  whether 
what  they  were  sanctioning  now  would 
be  right  and  equitable  in  future  years.  As 
one  who  had  been  responsible  for  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  in  times 
past  he  did  not  thittk  too  much  weight 
ought  to  be  attached  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  argument  that  if  this  parti- 
cular Amendment  was  passed  a  deficit 
would  result.  They  must  get  over  that 
as  best  they  could,  but  in  order  to  be 
able  to  square  the  expenditure  of  this 
year  they  must  not  pass  any  legislation 
which   would   be  undesirable  and  inex- 


pedient in  future  years.  The  argument 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
the  proposal  which  had  been  made  would 
affect  the  finances  of  this  year  was,  to 
bis  mind,  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  urged  from  his 
side  of  the  House'. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  could  not 
remember  during  the  whole  course  of  his 
experience  in  this  House  a  Bill  which 
had  been  so  little  listened  to  by  its  sup- 
porters, or  one  in  support  of  which  so 
few  arguments  had  been  adduced.  Here 
they  had  had  a  most  important  argument 
brought  forward  upon  an  Amendment 
which  went  to  the  root  of  our  social  life 
and  affected  entirely  new  principles  in 
our  social  legislation,  and  yet  there  was 
not  a  single  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  said  a  word.  They  all  knew, 
however,  that  if  they  went  to  a  Division 
those  gentlemen  would  all  vote  as 
one  man  against  the  Amendment. 
He  bad  observed  upon  all  the 
Amendments  they  had  brought  forward 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  nothing  whatever  to  say  against 
them  he  fell  back  upon  the  statement 
that  they  were  opposed  to  the  principles 
of  the  Bill.  Of  course  they  were,  but  the 
question  was  whether  they  were  opposed 
to  justice  and  right.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  the  Bill  did  not  take 
money  from  the  widow  but  from  the  estate. 
What  consolation  was  that  to  the  widow  ? 
Could  anybody  get  up  and  explain 
how  it  was  they  were  not  taking  this 
amount  from  the  widow  ?  It  was  ridi- 
culous to  say  80.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  it  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  benefit  to  the  heir.  That  was  a 
fallacy — he  might  say  it  was  a  mockery 
to  make  a  statement  of  that  kindl 
They  were  dealing  with  the  heir,  ankl 
could  not  help  doing  so,  whatever  was 
said  to  the  contrary.  It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  benefit  of  the  heir  but  of  injury 
to  the  widow.  If  one  took  it  from  the 
estate  one  took  it  from  the  widow.  Tbit 
was  proved  by  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  this 
Amendment  would  affect  the  Revenue  to 
the  extent  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds.  The  statement  was  very  sur- 
prising, but  if  the  proposals  in  the  Bifl 
were  unjust  that  only  showed  how  great 
the  injustice  was.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  told  them  over  and  over 
again  that  he  had  got  to  find  the  money. 
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of  the  GoverniueDt  was  Dot 
A  the  funds,  but  to  find  them 
..fow  did  the  Chancellor  of  the 
^uer  treat  the  cases  of  husband  and 
When  It  suited  him  to  do  so  he 
.ced  them  as  two  persons,  when  he 
yuld  get  more  out  of   them  the  other 
way  he  said  they  were  one.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  make  up  his 
mind  on  the  subject,  as  both  positions 
could  not  be  right.  The  proposal  to  treat 
widows  like  other  legatees  was  opposed 
to  pur  previous  legislation,  and,  indeed, 
to  that  of  almost  all  other  countries.    He 
supposed  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  all  vote  against  the  clause, 
however,  because   he   had    noticed   that 
throughout  the  whole  discussion  on  the 
Bill   they  had  never  troubled  themselves 
to  listen  to  any  of  the  arguments  that 
had  been  urged  in  the  cause  of  justice 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.     In 
fact,  in  his  experience  no  important  Bill 
had  ever  been  brought  in  by  any  Govern- 
ment which  tbey  seemed  so  unable  or  so 
unwilling  to  support  by  any  kind  of  argu- 
ment at  all.     In  this  case  undoubted  I  v  a 


great  injustice  would  be  done  to  widows. 
There  was  one  remark  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  made,  how- 
ever, which  he  fully  agreed  with — it  was 
that  the  Bill  had  been  framed  regardless 
of  the  interests  of  the  individual.  {^Cries 
of  "  Oh  I  "] 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  never  made 
any  such  statement.     [^Opposition  cries 
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that  he  had  misunderstood  him  iiedid  not 
wish  to  press  the  point  any  further. 

Mil.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley) 
said,  the  reason  why  those  on  his  side  of 
the  House  had  not  considered  it  their 
duty  to  enter  more  fully  into  the  discus- 
sion on  this  Bill  was  because  the  matter 
had  been  abundantly  explained  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ai^  the 
law  officers.  The  reason  why  he  liked 
the  Budget  and  did  not  think  widows 
would  be  treated  unjustly  was  because  it 
was  proposed  to  defer  the  taxation  of  the 
property  until  it  fell  in,  and  then,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ex- 
pUined,  it  would  bear  the  share  of  taxa- 
tion which  was  due  from  the  estate.  It 
had  been  pointed  out  again  and  again 
that  it  was  not  the  successor  who  paid 
the  Estate  Duty.  He  succeeded  to  what- 
ever property  the  deceased  left  after  his 
debts  had  been  paid  by  his  executors  to 
the  State  as  well  as  to  private  indivi- 
duals. Nearly  all  the  Amendments  they 
had  been  discussing  a</  nauseam  were 
Amendments  the  principle  of  which  had 
been  determined  in    previous    Debates. 


He  protested  against  the  iBUggestion  that 
the  supporters  of  the  Government  were 
afraid  to  defend  the  Bill,  and  that  they  were 
merely  mechanical  voters  because  they 
refused  to  provide  fresh  fuel  with  which 
the  Opposition  could  keep  up  this  per- 
petual obstruction.  If  the  principlea 
contained  in  the  Bill  had  not  been 
abundantly  debated  then  he  would  ask 
what  hope  was  there  for  any  Govero- 


of  "  Oh,  oh  I "  and  "  Question  !  "]     I  re-          ^       •      ,^.             u^:«u*;^„  „^«««1 
member  the  time  when  a  irentleman  who  I  °^®°*  ®^®^  gottmg  any  legislation  passed. 
memt)er  tne  time  when  a  gentleman  wno          gubmitted  that,  considering  the  busi- 
rose  m  this  House  of  Commons  to  correct  ,.         .        ^    ^      ^,.  ttL._^ ^„i^ 


a  misstatement  was  always  listened  to 
in  silence  and  his  correction  accepted.  I 
am  sorry  that  a  new  practice  seems  to 
have  arisen.  What  I  said  was  that  this 
Estate  Duty  was  founded  upon  the  same 
principle  as  the  Probate  Duty,  which  paid 
no  regard  to  the  person  who  inherited, 
but  only  took  cognisance  of  the  estate 
out  of  which  the  duty  was  to  be  paid. 
That  is  a  very  different  thing  to  saying 
that  this  Bill  is  framed  regardless  of  the 
interests  of  the  individual. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  had  he 
not  been  interrupted  he  had  intended  to 
say  that  such  a  statement  was  no  argu- 
ment against  the  present  Amendment. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  have  used  the  words  he  had  quoted,  but 
of   course  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  said 

Sir  J,  Lubbock 


uess  before  the  country,  the  House  could 
not  afford  more  time  for  the  discussion 
of  principles  of  this  Bill,  and  it  was  only 
with  the  view  of  saving  time — which 
was  not  observed  by  hon.  Members 
opposite — that  he  and  his  friends  had 
abstained  from  further  wearying  the 
House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  149  ; 
Noes  179.— (Division  List,  No.  157.) 

•Mr.  butcher  (York)  moved  the 

following  clause  : — 

(Friendly  Societies  (exemption).) 

'*  (1)  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  the 
death  of  the  deceased  in  respect  of  any  capital 
sum  not  exceeding  two  hundred  pounds,  or  any 
annuity  the  principal  value  of  which  does  not 
exceed  two  hundred  pounds  provided  by  the 
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Sir  E,  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
CftD  the  hoD.  Geotleraan  state  whether  it 
u  ft  fact  that  these  supplies  of  money  and 
goods  are  commandeered  under  no  regular 
•MeMment,  but  that  the  Field  Comet 
formtf  an  arbitrary  lint  ? 

Sir  G.  BADEN.POWELL  (Liver- 
pool,  Kirkdale) :  Can  he  also  state 
whether  British  subjects  are  alone  called 
opoo  for  money  and  goods ;  whether  a 
dialinction  is  not  drawn  between  British 
anbjects  and  citizens  of  the  South  African 
Republic  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  1  cannot  say  how 
the  requisition  is  made,  but  there  is  no 
distinction  between  British  subjects  and 
oihers  as  regards  the  law. 

Sir  £.  ASUMEAIXBARTLETT : 
But  it  is  an  arbitrary  list  entirely  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Field  Cornet. 

THK  NAVAL  MAN(EUVRES. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  H.R.H.  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  intends  arranging  (at  given  strate- 
gical points)  for  the  movement  and  con- 
centration of  troops  of  all  arms  to  co- 
operate with  the  Navy  in  the  forth- 
coming Naval  Manoeuvres  ;  if  not,  wilt 
he  be  good  enough  to  assign  reasons, 
seeing  that  this  would  be  necessary  in 
the  event  of  threatened  invasion  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell- Baxxerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  sngge^tted  combina- 
tion is  not  contemplated.  The  tactics  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  are  too  distinct  to  ad- 
mit of  co-operation,  except  in  R  particular 
case^  such  as  a  definite  invasion,  when 
Uio  forces  of  both  arms  would  necessarilv 
he  ordered  with  reference  to  some  special 
flpot  on  the  coast  lino. 

KLAVK  RAIDING  IN  XVA8SALAND. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberlsnd, 
Tyneside) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  I'^nder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  any  arrangement  has  been  made 
with  Jumb<^,  a  native  chief  in  British 
Nyassaland,  by  which  he  undertakes  to 
abolish  slave  raiding  or  sla%'e  trading  in 
hb  territory,  and  whether  ho  is  now  re- 
oetving,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  sub- 
sidy ;  whether  Her  Majesty's  (vovern- 
meot  have  any  information  as  to  the  way 
ID  which  the  arrangement  is  now  Iteing 
ouTied  out :  and  whetlier  slaves  are 
beiog  constantly  raided  and  despatched 


under  the  British  flag  by  Jumbe  through 
Portuguese  territory  to  the  East  Coast  of 
Africa  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  A  Treaty  was  made 
with  Jumbo  in  1889,  under  which  he 
engaged  to  follow  in  all  matters  the 
advice  of  Her  Majesty's  Representatives. 
He  receives  a  subsidy  from  the  Adminis- 
tration of  £200  a  year,  in  return  for 
which  he  cedes  his  Customs  Dues.  Mr. 
Johnston,  up  to  the  time  of  his  leaving 
Nyassaland,  spoke  in  the  warmest  terms 
of  Jumbo's  services,  and  expressed  his 
conviction  that  ever  sini«  concluding  the 
Treaty  he  had  honestly  tried  to  put 
down  the  Slave  Trade,  no  slaves  having 
ever  been  found  in  his  dhows  bv  Her 
Majesty*s  gunboats.  The  Acting  Com* 
missioner  has,  however,  recently  heard 
reports  of  slave  raiding  by  Juml>e's 
people.  He  is  investigating  them,  and 
giving  the  chief  a  warning. 

FEES  TO  CROWN  ('OUNSEU 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  will 
agree  to  the  Motion  as  to  the  fees  paid 
to  counsel  employed  on  behalf  of  the 
Crown  which  stands  on  this  day^s 
Paoer  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibkkbt,  Oldham)  :  I 
should  lie  much  obliged  if  ray  hon. 
Friend  would  put  down  his  Motion  for 
this  Return  for  Tuesday  next,  as  there 
has  not  been  time  to  collect  the  views  of 
the  various  Departments  as  to  whether 
the  Return  can  l>e  given. 

LEITRIM  AND  THE  IRI8H  UEPUO. 
DH  TJVE  LOAN  FUND. 

Mr.  TC LLY  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  dchire  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Leitrim  is  one  of  the  counties 
8pe<;ially  entitlecl  to  the  benetits  of  ex- 
penditure from  the  Irish  Reprmluctive 
Loan  Fund  amounting  to  £6<),000,  and 
the  Sea  Coast  ami  Fisheries  Fund  of 
£18,000,  at  present  under  the  control  of 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there  are  in  Leitrim  38 
congested  electoral  divisions,  with  an 
area  of  174,000  acres,  and  a  |K>pulatiou 
of  3o,2o0  ;  whether  he  can  state  what 
stefNi  have  been  taken  in  the  congested 
districts  of  KUtubrid,  Drumreilly,  and 
Mohiil,  in  South  Leitrim,  to  expend  the 
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ELECTIONS  DNDEa  THE  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1894. 
Mr.  8TRACHEY  (Somerset,  8.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  when  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  for  elections  under  the 
Local  Government  Act,  1H94,  will  he 
issued  ;  and  if  he  is  aware  that  until 
these  Regulations  are  issued  it  is  difficult, 
if  not  impossible,  for  Countj  Councils  to 
draw  up  a  scale  of  costs  for  these  local 
elections  as  directed  by  the  Act  't 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Brailford,  Central):  The  Regii- 
lations  are  now  in  course  of  preparation, 
and  will  be  issued  in  ample  time  for  con- 
sideration by  County  Ceanciis,  with  a 
view   to  their  fixing  a  scale  of  costs. 

Mr.  Tully 


portion  of  these  funds  to  which  this  I 
county  is  entitled  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  numerous  evictions  which  have 
taken  place  there,  and  the  serious  tax 
imposed  by  the  construction  of  a  light 
railway  under  the  Tramways  Act, passed 
by  a  former  Liberal  Government,  ha  can 
state  if  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
are  prepared  at  present  to  make  any  ex- 
penditure in  these  districts  to  start  relief 
works,  encourage  forestry  and  shelter 
plantations,  and  promote  local  indus- 
tries, and  thus  give  employment  to  the 
impoverished  people  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  amounts  of 
the  two  fynds  referred   to  in    the   first 
paragraph  are    correctly  stated,   as   are 
also  the  other  statistics  relating  to  con- 
gested districts  in  the  County  Leitrim. 
With  regard  to  the  third  paragraph,  I 
would  observe  tliat  no  portion  of  these 
funds  is  allocated    for    the    purpose  of 
benefitting  particular  congested  districts. 
The  funds  are  applicable  to    congested 
districts   generally,   and   it    is   open   to 
residents  in  such  districts  to  make  appli- 
cation for  loans  out  of  the  two  funds.  No 
applications,    however,    have    been   re- 
ceived by  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
from  the  congested  divisions  of  County 
Leitrim.      The  Board    are    prepared  to 
consider  any   application   or   suggestion 
that  may  be  made  to  them  for  the  per* 
manent  improvement  of  the  district  re- 
ferred   to,  but  it  would  be  contrary  to 
the  opinion  entertained   by  the  Board  as 
to   their   functions    to    undertake   relief 
works  merely  for  the  alleviation  of  tem- 
porary distress. 


COREA. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afifalr'^  whether,  wheo  , 
the  British  Government  abandoned  their  '^ 
naval  station  at  Port  Hamilton,  the 
Russian  Government  undertook  not  to 
occupy  any  port  on  the  Japanese  Sea  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Pull  particulars  with 
regard  to  the  withdrawal  from  Port 
Hamilton  will  be  found  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  China  No.  1,  1887.  It 
will  be  seen  from  this  correspondence 
that  in  the  event  of  the  English  occupa- 
tion of  Port  Hamilton  ceasing  Russia 
undertook  not  to  take  Corean  territory 
under  any  circumstances. 

SWAZILAND. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther he  can  now  state  that  a  new  Con- 
vention in  respect  of  Swaziland  has  been 
concluded  with  the  Government  of  the 
South  African  Republic  ;  whether  that 
Convention  is  practically  on  the  same 
lines  as  the  Convention  which  expired 
in  1893  ;  and  what  is  the  period  of  years 
for  which  the  new  Convention  is  to  last  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  The  existing 
Convention,  that  of  1893,  has  been  ex- 
tended for  six  months,  but  may  be  ter- 
minated earlier  if  the  Swazis  agree  to 
the  Organic  Proclamation. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS 
CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  state  what  pro^ 
gress  has 'been  made  with  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  (Consolidattoo)  Biil«  re- 
ferred to  a  Joint  Committee ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  many  important  Amend- 
ments are  being  aske^l  for  in  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Acts  as  they  exist ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  secure  that 
the  necessary  amending  legislation  is 
considered  in  Parliament,  with  a  view  to 
its  being  eventually  embodied  in  a  oom- 
plete  Merchant  Shipping  Acts  (Con* 
solidation)  Bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtce,  Aberdeen,  8.) : 
Very  satisfactory  progress  has  been 
made  with  the  Merchant  Shipping  (Con- 
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MilidAiioD)  Bill,  aD(l  oulj  a  few  poioU 
remaiQ  to  be  discussed  by  the  Joiut 
Committee.  Tbe  Bill  is  purely  a  con- 
solidatioD  measure,  aud  uo  ameudment 
of  tbe  law  can  be  audertakcQ  in  cod- 
oeclioa  with  it.  Tbe  desirability  of 
amending  tbe  Merchant  Shipping  Acts 
iu  various  |)articulars  has  }>eeu  for  some 
time  under  tbe  conKideration  of  tbe  Board 
of  Trade  and  will  continue  to  engage 
their  most  earnest  attention,  but  at  pre- 
»eut  I  am  not  able  to  make  any  state- 
ment with  reference  thereto. 

SCHEME  KOK    MITIGATING    CRIMPING. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  1  beg 
to  ask  tbe  President  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  with  a  view  to  mitigating 
crimplDg  and  otber  evils  incident  to  the 
diseharge  of  British  aeamen  in  foreign 
ports,  tbe  scheme  recommended  by  the 
Departmental  Committee  iu  1893  is  now 
to  be  put  to  tbe  test  in  tbe  Port  of  Dun- 
kerque ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  tbe  period 
for  which  it  will  be  continued  ;  and  will 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  be  specially  in- 
atmcted  to  watch  tbe  experiment  and 
report  thereon  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Yes,  Sir ;  arrangements 
have  lieen  made  to  put  in  force  at  Duu- 
kerqoe  the  scheme  to  which  tbe  hon. 
Member  refers,  as  an  experiment,  for 
12  months.  At  the  end  of  that 
period  I  hope  it  may  be  found  possible 
to  continue  and  possibly  to  extend  the 
•cheme,  and  Her  Majesty's  Consul  will 
cotainly  be  asked  to  watch  and  to  report 
apou  the  experiment. 

THE  CASE  OF  THE  "HELVETIA." 
MR.MACDONA  ( South wark,Rotlier. 
hithe)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
ibe  Board  of  Trade  whether  be  is  aware 
that  ou  Saturday  last,  7tb  instant,  Mr. 
T.  W.  Lewis,  Stipendiary  Magistrate, 
gave  Judgment  in  tbe  Town  Hall  at 
Cardiff  upon  the  abandonment  of  the 
Helvetia^  in  which  he  strongly  animad- 
verted apon  the  conduct  of  the  captain 
in  prematurely  abandoning  bis  ship,  and 
•enienoed  him  to  two  years*  suspension 
of  his  eertilicate,  and  at  tbe  same  time 
severely  censured  Mr.  Varley,  tbe  owner 
of  the  ship,  which  h  j  stated  was  an  old 
ship,  29  years  old,  purchased  for  £5,000 
after  being  laid  up  for  12  months ;  and 
thai  he  immediately  inaored  her  for  a  sum 
anch  in  excess  of  her  cost  and  value ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  without  subse- 


quent examination,  survey,  or  repair  the 
owner  caused  her  to  be  immediately  sent 
to  sea  ;  that  within  five  days  she  bad 
drifted  to  a  position  of  great  danger  on 
the  coast  of  Cornwall ;  that  alibougb  she 
signalled  for  tugs,  and  tbe  fact  was  tele- 
graphed aud  re-telegraphed  to  Mr. 
Varley's  ageuts  and  to  Mr.  Varley,  uo 
notice  whatever  of  these  telegrams  was 
taken ;  and  that,  after  12  hour^,  she  was 
ultimately  picked  up  by  tugs  and  towed 
into  Cardiff  with  15  feet  of  water  in  her 
hold,  when  she  was  surveyed,  in  tbe 
opinion  of  tbe  Court,  in  a  very  super- 
ficial manner,  aud  iuefiiciently  repaired  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  increased  in- 
surances were  again  then  efiectcd  on  her, 
one  being  effected  at  a  high  rate  of  pre- 
mium by  Mr.  Varley^s  instructions  ;  that 
she  then  put  to  sea  again,  iu  an  unsea- 
worthy  state,  and  within  three  days  was 
abandoned  under  suspicious  circumstances, 
and  is  supposed  to  have  ultimately 
foundered  ;  and  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  propose  to  take  further  proceedings 
in  this  case,  and  adopt  such  further  mea- 
sures as  will  conduce  to  the  greater 
safety  of  our  sailors*  lives  whilst  at  sea  ? 
Mr.  BRYCE  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  my  atten- 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  circumstances 
of  tbe  case  of  tbe  Helvetia.  Tbe  state- 
ments in  tbe  question  convey  tbe  sub- 
stance of  tbe  decision  and  observations 
of  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate,  although 
an  yet  I  have  only  a  newspajH»r  report. 
The  atteution  of  tbe  Boaid  of  Trade  is 
being  given  to  tbe  case,  which  bus  beeu 
referred  to  Counsel  for  their  opinion* 
The  Boanl  will  carefully  couj^ider  what, 
if  any,  further  proceedings  should  be 
taken  iu  the  matter. 

THE   LIMERICK  ASSIZES. 

Mk.  T.  W.  RrsSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  l)eg  to  a^k  tbe  Chief  S<*cretnry  to  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  ba.s  l>een  called  to  tbe  proceed- 
ings at  tbe  Limerick  AsAizes  la»t  week  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Juntice 
Holmes,  after  trying  three  caj^en  in  all  of 
which  tbe  jurors  acquitted  the  prisoners, 
at) vised  the  Crown  Prosecutor  not  to 
prececal  further  with  criminal  trials  at 
these  Assizes,  and  stated  that  clearer 
rases  were  never  brought  into  any  Court 
than  those  upon  which  acquittals  had 
taken  place ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Representative  of  the 
Crown,  acting  with  the  approval  of  Mr, 
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Justice  Holmes,  entered  a  nolle  prosequi 
in  the  remaining  antried  cases,  he  intends 
to  take  anj  action  on  the  statement  of 
the  Jadge  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  won  id 
be  a  great  deal  better  that  no  prosecn- 
tions  should  take  place  in  Limerick  than 
that  there  should  be  prosecutions  ending 
in  a  failure  of  justice  such  as  had 
occurred. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Paragraphs  1  and 
2  state  the  facts  with  substantial  accu- 
racy. The  cases  in  which  the  three  ac- 
quittals took  place  were — (a)  one  in 
which  a  man  was  charged  with  stealing 
feathers  ;  (b)  a  case  in  which  an  old 
man  retaliated  on  boys,  who  threw  stones 
at  him,  by  throwing  one  which  rebounded 
off  a  window  and  struck  a  little  girl  ; 
(c)  and  a  threatening  letter  case.  The 
threatening  letter  was  alleged  to  have 
been  written  by  one  blacksmith  to  an- 
other on  account  of  the  occupation  of  a 
forge  and  three  acres  of  land.  Para- 
graph 3  :  Entering  nolle  prosequis  in  the 
remaining  cases  in  which  the  Attorney 
General  had  directed  prosecutions  and  in 
which  the  Grand  Jury  found  Sills  was 
a  step  taken  by  the  prosecuting  counsel 
Without  authority.  The  Irish  Executive 
can  neither  sanction  nor  act  on  the  course 
pursued  at  Limerick. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  if  it  is 
the  fact  that  the  Judge  stated  that  these 
cases  were  of  an  unimportant  character, 
and  also  if  he  stated  that  the  county  was 
in  a  fairly  satisfactory  state,  and  whether 
It  is  correct  to  say  of  the  Assizes  gene- 
rally that  the  Judges  have  found  that 
the  Police  Reports  as  well  as  the  Calen- 
dars present  satisfactory  evidence  as  to 
the  state  of  crime  in  Ireland,  and  that 
no  Judge,  except  Mr.  Justice  Holmes, 
has  found  fault  with  the  action  of  any 
Jury  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.): 
Before  that  question  is  answered  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  permit  me  to 
ask,  is  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  correctly  re- 
ported when  he  is  reported  as  saying, 

*•  that  he  would  say,  ami  say  deliberately,  that 
it  would  be  a  great  deal  better  that  no  proHccu- 
tions  should  take  place  in  Limerick  than  that 
there  should  be  prosecutions  ending  in  a 
Cailure  of  justice  such  as  had  occurroil  there 
that  day  *'  / 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Mr.  Justice 
Holmes  is  reported,  and  I  presume 
norreotiy,  to  have  used   that    language. 

Mr.  T.  fF.  Russell 


In  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  it  is  quite 
true  that  the  Judges  generally,  witboat 
exception  in  fact,  have  described  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  on  the  circuits  they  har© 
to  go  as  satisfactory.  I  suppose  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tvrone,  hr 
quoting  from  Mr.  Justice  Holmes,  implies 
that  we  ought  to  resort  to  some  other 
method  of  procedure.  If  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  is  prepared  to  go  to  Parliament,  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  ask  it  to 
censure  us  for  not  proclaiming  County 
Limerick  because  in  three  extremely 
trivial  cases  there  has  been  a  failure  of 
justice,  I  have  only  to  say  he  is  quite 
welcome  to  ask  the  Hoiise  of  Commons 
to  do  it. 

ACCIDENTS  AT  UFFINOTON  STATION. 

Mk.  WROUGHTON  (Berks,  Ahing- 
don)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  evidence  and  verdict  given  at  the 
inquest  on  Gerald  Richings,  who  was 
recently  killed  at  the  Uffington  Station 
of  the  Great  Western  Railway,  and  also 
to  the  long  series  of  disasters  at  thi9 
station,  he  will  direct  a  public  local 
inquiry  to  be  held  by  the  Railway  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  A  Memorial  on  this  sub- 
ject has  recently  been  presented  to  me.  An 
Inspecting  Officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  be  instructed  to  visit  the  locality  and 
report.  Before  doing  so  he  will  comrao- 
nicate  with  the  Memorialists  and  the 
Railway  Company. 

REVISION  SESSIONS  IN  COUNTY 

CAVAN. 

Mr.  YOUNG  (Ca van,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
Pari iamen tar V  voters  in  the  districts  of 
Ballyjamesduff,  Killanaleck,  Virginia, 
Mountnugent,  and  Stradone,  in  the 
County  of  Cavan,  are  obliged  at  great 
inconvenience  to  attend  Revision  Sessions 
at  Bailieborough,  a  distance  of  about  30 
miles  from  their  homes ;  and  whether, 
for  the  convenience  of  these  districts,  it 
would  be  possible  to  establish  a  Revision 
Court  at  Ballyjamesduff  in  the  centre  of 
these  districts,  in  which  at  present  the 
voters  are  so  much  inconvenienced  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Lists  of  Par- 
liamentary voters  for  the  first  three  poll- 
ing districts  named  are  revised  at  Bailie- 
borough, and  the  greatest  distance  from 
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Bailieborough  to  any  part  of  these  three 
<]iAtrict«  is  about  15  miles.  The  Lists 
for  the  two  other  districts  named  are  not 
revised  at  Bailiehorough.  A  Revision 
Court  was  held  at  Ballj jamesduff  in  1885 
aod  1886,  but  was  then  discontinned  on 
the  represeDtation  of  the  Coaatj  Co jrt 
Judge.  If  considered  desirable  this  Court 
eoaJd  be  re-established,  but  it  would  not 
be  praoCteable  to  attach  to  it  the  district 
of  MooDtnngeat,  which  lies  in  another 
oooatitaencj. 

TELSORAPHIC      COMMUNICUTIOK 
BSTWKBN  CANADA  AND  AUSTKALASIA. 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  can  state  that  any,  and 
if  so  what,  action  has  been  taken 
in  regard  to  a  thorough  survey,  in 
eonscquenee  of  the  resolution  assented  to 
by  the  Colonial  Conference  on  6th  May, 
18H7,  that  the  connection  of  Canada 
with  Australasia,  by  direct  submarine 
telegraph  across  the  Pacific,  is  a  project 
of  high  importance  to  the  Empire,  and 
every  doubt  as  to  its  practicability  should 
without  delay  be  set  at  rest  by  a 
thorough  and  exhaustive  survey ;  and 
whether  he  can  state  whether  any,  and  if 
so  what,  surveys  of  the  bed  of  the 
Pacific  Ocean  have  been  made  by  any  of 
Her  Maiesty^s  ships  since  those  recorded 
by  H.M.8.  CkalUnger^  of  a  character 
that  woaUl  be  directly  of  service  in 
determining  the  question  of  a  trans- 
Pactfle  cable  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Sir  U.  Kay^uuttleworth, 
Laoca«hire,  Clitheroe)  :  Soundings  were 
taken  by  U.M.S.  Egeria  during  a  period 
of  about  2 1  vears  from  1888  to  1890 
liecween  the  North  Cape  of  New  Zealand 
and  the  Phcenix  Islands,  about  200  miles 
•onth  of  the  Equator ;  and  the  positions 
of  several  islands  on  that  tine  were  fixed, 
and  some  were  surveyed  wiCh  a  view 
to  determining  their  suitability  for  cable 
stations.  This  was  done  in  the  ordinary 
coarse  of  Hydrographic  Survey,  in  ac- 
cordance with  communications  from  the 
Admiralty  to  the  Colonial  Office.  The 
dbtance  between  the  extreme  points  of 
the  area  examined  is  over  2,000  miles. 

IRISH  LAND  NEAR  THE  SHANNON. 

Mb.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  Ug 
to  ask    the   Secretary  to   the  Treasury 


whether  he  is  prepared  to  state  the  date 
on  which  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  let  to 
Mr.  John  Clyne  the  portion  of  land 
situated  at  Jamestown,  near  the  Shannon, 
and  which  is  vested  in  them  ;  what  were 
the  terms  on  which  the  letting  was  made 
and  the  amount  of  rent  since  received 
from  Mr.  Clyne ;  and  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  recommend  that  the  Board  of 
Works  furnish  an  explanation  of  the 
grounds  on  which  they  rejected  the 
application  of  Mr.  Thomas  Butler  for 
this  land  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
The  date  from  which  it  is  proposed  that 
the  vearly  letting  shall  run  is  the 
1st  May,  1894.  The  terms  are  (1)  a 
rent  of  30s.  per  annum  over  and 
above  all  rates  and  taxes ;  (2)  premises 
and  fences  to  be  kept  in  good  order 
and  repair ;  (3)  right  of  way  to  the 
sluices  for  the  sluicekeeper  and  for  carts 
to  be  given  ;  (4)  land  not  to  be  sublet. 
No  rent  has  yet  been  received,  as  it  is 
not  due  till  1895.  With  regard  to  the 
comparative  eligibility  of  the  two  persons 
as  tenants,  I  could  not  properly  add  to 
what  I  sUted  on  the  10th  May  last. 

FEVER   AT  MALTA. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (.Hull,  Cen- 
tral)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  fever  has 
been  of  a  fatal  character  lately  prevalent 
in  Malta,  and  that  both  the  Naval  and 
the  Military  Forces  have  suffered  losses 
in  consequence ;  and  whether  he  will 
order  an  investigation  into  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  huts  which  were  sent 
out  for  use  in  the  Crimea,  and,  though 
long  ago  condemned,  are  still  used  as 
quarters*  and  also  into  the  condition  of 
the  sub-soil  of  the  ground  on  which  they 
are  placed  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  were  in  the  two  past  winters 
outbreaks  of  enteric  fever  at  Malta,  which 
caused  together  92  admissions  to  hospi* 
tal  and  25  deaths.  Inquiry  into  the 
cause  led  to  the  conclusion  that  drinking 
tank  water  waA  prol>ably  the  origin  of  the 
evil.  Aqueduct  water  was  substituted 
for  drinking  purposes  with  good  results. 
As  to  simple  continued  fever  the  cases 
have  been  below  the  average  number. 
Inquiries  have  l>een  made  as  to  the  huts 
in  use  by  the   troops  ;  but  according  to 
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the  last  Sanitary  Report,  tlieir  cooditiou 
was  satisfactorv.  There  are  noCrimeaD 
huts  at  Malta. 

EUKOPEAX  RAILWAY  STAFF  IK  INDIA. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  :  I  beg    to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  India  why 
the  benefit  of  the  exchange  compensation 
allowance  is  denied  to  the  European 
railway  staff  in  India  ? 

•The  secretary  ok  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  The  extension  of  the  benefit 
of  the  exchange  compensation  allowance 
to  employis  of  the  Guaranteed  Railway 
Companies  was  sanctioned  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council  in  April  last, 
and  I  understand  that  the  GoTernment  of 
India  have  taken  the  necessary  steps  for 
giving  effect  to  this  sanction. 

THE   COLONIES    AND    THE    NEW 
ESTATE  DUTIES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether, 
since  the  introduction  into  the  Finance 
Bill  of  the  new  clause,  propot*ed  by  Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  affecting 
Estate  Duties  on  property  sitnate  in  the 
Colonies,  he  has  received  any  commu- 
iiicutioo  relative  thereto  from  any  of  the 
official  representatives  of  the  Colonies  in 
this  country  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  those 
representatives  have  expressed  themselves 
as  satisfied  that  the  clause  meets  the  ob- 
jections to  these  duties  as  originally  pro- 
posed, which  were  embodied  in  the 
Colonial  remonstrance  of  12th  June; 
and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  this  House  any  correspondence  rela- 
tive to  this  subject  which  has  passed  be- 
tween any  representatives  of  the  Colonies 
iind  himself  ? 

Mr.  S.  BL^XTON  :  No  communica- 
tion was  received  from  the  official  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Colonies  in  this  country 
since  the  introduction  into  the  Finance 
Bill  of  the  new  clause  proposed  by  the 
Government  affecting  Estate  Duties  on 
properties  situate  in  the  Colonies.  A 
letter  was,  however,  received  from  Sir  C. 
Tupper  on  June  30th,  which  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  The 
letter  of  the  Agents  General  has  already 
been  laid  and  circulated. 

Mr,  CampbelUBannerman 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Do  I 
understand  that  the  letter  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  Yea,  Sir. 

COLONEL  BDWARD  MITCHfiLL,  R^. 
Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  £.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if  he  will  inform  the  Hoose  whefefaer  aaj 
official  complaint  has  been  reoeired  at 
the  War  Office  from  Colonel  Edward 
Mitchell,  Royal  Engineers,  retired,  re- 
porting that  when  on  the  28th  May  last 
be  entered  the  War  Offiee  on  his  way  to 
the  Military  Secretary's  Lev^  Waiting 
Room  he  was  twice  wilfully  obatmcted, 
and  once  technically  assaulted  by  a  pen- 
sioner soldier  War  Office  meesenger, 
though  he  pointed  oat  he  was  about  to 
attend  the  levee,  and  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  the  gallant  officer  called 
in  a  policeman  in  order  to  obtain  admia* 
sion  ;  and,  by  whose  orders  and  direc- 
tions, and  why.  Colonel  Mitchell  w^as 
thus  interfered  with  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  office  regulation  is  that  when  a 
visitor  calls  to  see  any  official  he  ia 
shown  into  the  waiting-room,  and  his 
name  is  sent  to  the  official,  who  either 
comes  to  see  him  or  asks  him  to  come  to 
his  room.  Colonel  Mitchell  appears  to 
have  resented  the  application  of  this 
rule  to  him.  The  regulation  aeems  to  be 
a  very  necessary  and  proper  one. 

INDUN  STAFF  COLLEGE. 

Mr.  RENTOUL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  why  it  is 
that  officers  of  the  Indian  Military  Ser- 
vice are  discouraged  from  competing  for 
the  Staff*  College  by  being  placed  on  the 
English  rate  of  pay  during  their  residence 
at  the  college,  thereby  being  subjected 
to  the  loss,  of  nearly  50  per  cent,  of  the 
pay  which  they  would  otherwise  receive* 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Officers  of 
the  Indian  Military  Service  are,  while  at 
the  Staff*  College,  on  the  same  footing  aa 
to  pay  and  allowances  as  officers  of  the 
British  Army.  Those  who  are  successful 
in  competing  at  the  examinations  held  in 
India  are  allowed  to  travel  at  the  public 
expense  from  and  to  India.  There  is  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  officers  are  dis* 
couraged  from  competing  for  admission 
by  the  rates  of  pay  which  they  now  draw^. 
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HOLMFIRTH  COUNTY  COURT. 
Mr,  henry  J.  WILSON  (York, 
W.R.,  HolmBitb)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
AttorDey  General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  iluriDg  the  12  moDths  ending  Slst 
Maj,  1894,  bts  Hoooar  Judge  Cadman 
has  only  attended  the  County  Court  six 
times — nameljion  12th  July,  7th  October, 
6th  December,  3l8t  January,  7th  March, 
and  2nd  May  ;  that  on  7th  October  the 
Court  opened  at  1 1.20,  and  on  that  day, 
as  well  as  on  the  7th  March,  it  was,  after 
an  interval  for  luncheon,  adjourned  before 
three  o^clock  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
on  each  of  the  six  sittings  the  Court  has 
been  adjourned  with  some  case  or  cases 
|>art  hoard ;  and  that  it  has  been  a 
common  occurrence  for  contested  cases 
not  to  he  disposed  of  before  the  third 
sitting  after  they  are  entereil ;  whether 
it  i^  prescribed  by  Statute  that,  unless 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  cousento'l  to  the 
contrary,  a  Court  shall  be  held  at  least 
once  a  month  in  each  Court  district ; 
whether  he  can  say  if  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  consented  to  longer  intervals 
for  the  sittings  of  the  Court  at  Holm- 
firth  ;  and  whether,  if  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  so  consented,  some  steps  can 
be  taken  now  to  provide  a  remedy  for  the 
great  loss  of  time  and  inconvenience  now 
saflTered  in  the  Ilolmfirth  district  ? 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
J,  RiuBT,  Forfar):  I  l)elieve  that  the 
dates  of  the  sittings  of  the  Court  during 
the  period  mentioned  in  the  question  are 
correctly  stated,  except  that,  according  to 
fny  information,  the  4th  of  Octol)er 
ffhonld  be  8ubstitute<l  for  the  7th  of 
that  mofith.  On  that  day,  after  dealing 
with  cases*  in  Chambers,  the  Jndge  sat 
io  Court  at  1 1.20,  and  a  case  in  which  the 
Holmfirth  Local  Board  was  interested 
w»s  continued,  and  at  about  2.50  was 
a4ljoam6d  to  Ilnddersfield,  as  there  were 
DO  law  lM>oks  at  Hobnfirth.  At  U  udders- 
field  the  hearing  was  resumed  at  3.40, 
and  the  Court  n)se  at  5.45.  At  the 
sitting  of  the  7th  of  March  27  eases 
were  disposed  of,  and  one  case  part 
b^ard  and  adjourned.  I  am  informed  that  it 
IS  not  a  common  occurrence  for  contested 
cases  to  extend  to  a  third  hearing,  and 
that  the  Holmfirth  Local  Board  case  is 
the  only  case  in  which  this  has  occurred. 
The  sittings  of  Conrt  bi-monthly  was,  1 
am  ioformad,  ianetioned  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  in  1884  on  the  ground  that 


the  business  of  the  district  was  very 
small.  So  far  as  my  information  extends, 
there  has  not  been  any  great  loss  of  time 
or  inconvenience  suffered  in  the  Holmfirth 
district. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  :  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  inquire  of  liti^ 
gnnts  as  well  as  of  Court  officials  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  further  inquiries. 

THE   BALFOUR  COMPANIES. 

Sir  E.  ASUMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  when 
it  is  intended  to  undertake  proceedings 
against  the  persons,  other  than  Mr. 
Jabes  Balfour,  who  were  also  responsible 
for  the  management  of  the  companies  in 
which  he  was  concerned  ? 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  may  reply  to  this 
question  by  saying  that  it  would  not 
be  in  the  interest  of  justice  that  any  de- 
finite answer  should  be  given. 

Sitt  E.  ASUMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Papers  necessary 
for  these  proceedings  have  been  in  the 
hands  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
for  fullv  eight  months  ? 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  1  cannot  answer  that 
question  definitely,  because  eight  months 
ago  would  carry  us  back  to  the  time  of 
my  predecessor  in  oflUce.  He,  however, 
gave  directions  in  the  matter  which  are 
being  acted  upon,  but  my  answer  to  the 
preceding  question  must  also  be  taken  to 
apply  equally  to  this  one. 

TUB  AGED  POOR  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  LOGAN  (Leicester,  Harborough): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  he  can  afford  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  prolmble  date  on 
which  the  Report  of  the  Agcnl  Poor 
Commisftiou  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members ;  and  if  ho  can  take  steps 
to  hasten  the  presentation  of  the 
Reiwrt  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  «»f  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  HARCi>rRT, 
Derby)  :  I  am  informed  thst  the  Com- 
mission are  now  engaged  in  the  considera- 
tion of  their  Report.  Frequent  meetings 
are  being  held  ;  but  the  Chairman  is  not  at 
present  able  to  say  when  the  Report  will 
be  issned. 

OVKR-PAYMBNT  OF  INCOME  TAX. 
Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew) :    I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  printed  edition  (1886)  of  General  In- 
structions to  Surveyors  of  Taxes,  page 
45,  paragraph  293,  in  which  it  is  stated 
that  persons  desiring  to  appeal  under  the 
133rd  section,  as  amended,  may  do  so 
on  giving  notice  at  any  time  within  the 
year  following  the  year  of  assessment  to 
which  the  appeal  relates ;  whether  a  claim 
made  in  respect  of  over-payment  of  In- 
come Tax  for  the  year  1892-3  might  be 
made  and  admitted  up  to  5th  April, 
1894  ;  and  whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
date  within  which  claims  are  admitted 
varips  in  different  localities  ;  and,  if  that 
is  so,  whether  be  will  make  provision  in 
the  Finance  Bill  by  which  the  date  up 
to  which  claims  can  be  admitted  shall  be 
exactly  the  same  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  ? 

•SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  words 
of  the  Instructions  are  correctly  quoted. 
The  law  directs  that  the  claim  shall  be 
made  ^*  within,  or  at  the  end  of  the  year 
current."  The  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature interprets  these  words  as  meaning 
within  the  shortest  time  after  the  end 
of  the  year  that  is  reasonably  possible. 
The  decision  as  to  what  is  a  '*  reasonable  " 
time  in  each  individual  case  is  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  District  Commissioners, 
who,  as  the  hon.  Member  no  doubt 
knows,  are  altogether  independent  of  the 
Executive  Government.  Any  hard-and- 
fast  date  would  operate  against  those 
appellants  whose  cases  take  the  longest 
to  prepare.  The  object  of  the  Board  in 
giving  the  Instructions  quoted  is  to  pre- 
vent their  officers  raising  any  objection 
before  the  District  Commissioners,  on  the 
score  of  time,  to  claims  presented  within 
12  months. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  :  Cannot  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answer  more  fully  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  question  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  haveah-eady 
said  that  the  decision  as  to  what  is  reason- 
able time  in  each  individual  case  is  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  District  Commis- 
sioners, who  are  not  under  the  orders  of 
the  Executive  Government,  but  are 
specially  appointed  to  be  independent  of 
the  Executive. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  :  But  does  not  the 
admission  of  the  claim  rest  with  the 
assessor,  and  do  not  the  dates  adopted 
vary  in  different  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ? 

Mr,  Remhaw 


•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  un- 
derstand that  the  assessor  has  anything 
to  do  with  the  matter.  The  dates  may 
vary,  as  different  sets  of  Commissioners 
may  take  different  views  of  what  is  a 
"reasonable  time."* 

Mr.  BIDDULPH  (Herefordshire, 
Ross)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department  can  devise  some  more  easy 
and  expeditious  method  for  making  re* 
missions  of  overpaid  Income  Tax,  more 
especially  to  persons  of  small  means,  who 
are  at  present  subjected  to  very  great 
inconvenience  and  delay  under  the  ex- 
isting system  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  This  matter 
is  receiving  the  most  careful  considera- 
tion of  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities, 
as  was  stated  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  on  Tuesday  last.  They  have 
been  asked  to  consider  whether  any  more 
easy  and  expeditious  method  can  be  de- 
vised, and  I  understand  that  with  this 
object  they  are  looking  into  a  large 
number  of  cases  which  the  hon.  Member 
has,  at  their  request,  forwarded  to  them 
for  inquiry.  Everything  possible  will  be 
done  to  remove  the  inconvenience  com- 
plained of. 

THE  COURSE  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S,)  ; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether,  and  when,  it  is  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  the  Ekjualisatioo 
of  Rates  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  not 
able  to  make  any  reference  to  the  further 
business  of  the  House  until  the  Debate  on 
the  Finance  Bill  is  concluded. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol 
W.)  :  May  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  intends  to  take  a 
Vote  on  Account,  and,  if  so,  when  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Vote  on 
Account  PiUgt  be  taken  by  the  end  of  the 
month.  Hjlpderstand  that  it  must  be 
concluded  ^^the  Ist  August. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  It  would 
be  to  the  convenience  of  the  House  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  tell  us 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  Supply  to* 
morrow  or  the  Finance  Bill. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  propose 
to  proceed  with  the  Finance  Bill  to- 
morrow. 
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REGISTRY  OF  DEEDS,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  1 
♦>eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  can  give  any  assurance  that  the 
post  of  chief  clerk  in  the  Retj;istry  of 
Deedt«,  Dublin,  will  not  be  revived,  or 
any  similar  post  createil,  so  long  as  the 
registrar  is  asnisted  by  two  deputies  ? 

Sir  J.T.  HIBBERT  :  1  am  not  aware 
of  aoy  intention  of  increasing  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Registry  of  Deeds, 
Dublin,  and  any  such  proposal  would  be 
%*ery  clot^ely  scrutinised  at  the  Treasury 
before  it  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Board.  Beyond  this,  1  can  give  no 
pledge  which  might  tie  the  hands  of  the 
(Jovernment  in  the  event  of  n  future 
re-organi.<«ation  of  the  Department. 

THE  KAVAL  MANlECVHES. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  he  can, 
without  iucouveuience  to  the  Public 
Service,  inform  the  House  how  many  and 
what  ty[)e  of  vessels  are  to  be  employed 
in  the  forthcoming  Naval  Mana»uvres  ; 
whether  the  squadrons  are  to  act  from  a 
suppose<l  enemy's  coast,  say  that  of 
France  or  Holland,  or,  as  on  former 
occasions,  only  surh  coasts  and  hHr)>ourn 
of  the  Ignited  Kingdom  as  are  already 
known  to  the  officers  ;  whether  experi- 
ments are  to  Ik*  mmle  in  coaling  all  types 
of  ves?»els  at  sea  after  leaving  port,  or 
whether  when  supplies  are  needtnl  all  are 
to  return  for  fuel ;  whether  the  squadrons 
are  to  be  exercised  in  a  manner  such  as 
would  attach  to  the  resi)onsibiIities  of 
the  Fleets  in  the  Channel,  and  Reserve, 
and  Mediterranean  if  engaged  in  hostili- 
ties involving  the  active  employment  of 
the  latter  ;  and  if  all  the  vessels  are  l<i 
have  their  full  complement  of  deck  and 
engine-r(H)m  hands,  and  how  many  men 
of  the  ("oastgimrd  and  first  and  se<'on»l- 
cIass  Naval  Reserves  are  to  be  sent 
ttAoat  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SUUTTLEWORTH  : 
About  100  vessels  of  various  types,  in- 
cluding torpedo  boats,  are  to  take  |Mirt  in 
the  Manceuvres.  My  hon.  Friend  in  his 
aeoond  paragraph  cannot  have  been 
aware  that  the  iK>ur9e  which  he  appi^ars 
to  tuggeat  would  hardly  be  consistent 
with  that  careful  regard  for  the  suscepti- 
bilities of  friendly  Powers  which  the 
Admiralty  always  desire  to  observe.  Ex- 
periments on  coaling  at  sea  are  not  to  be 
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I  a  speoial  feature  this  year.  The  answer 
to  the  fourth  paragraph  is :  Yes,  so  far  aa 
this  is  applicable  to  the  generaJ  scheme 
of  the  Maneeuvres.  All  the  vessels  will 
have  their  full  complements.  The  usual 
number  of  the  Coastguard  (al>out  one- 
half)  will  be  employed.  And  Royal  Naval 
Reserve  men  have  been  allowed  to  volun- 
teer to  the  number  of  5(X). 

XAVAL  TRAINIKG  SHIPS. 

Mr.  ROUND  (Essex,  N.E.,  Harwich): 
I  l)eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty if  it  is  intended  to  establish  further 
training  ships  for  Her  Majesty's  Navy  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  claims  of  the 
eastern  coast  and  the  advantages  of 
Harwich  harl>our  will  be  dnlv  considered 
m  deciding  on  the  }>osition  of  such 
shins  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE  WORTH  : 
There  i-*  at  present  no  intention  of 
establishing  any  more  stationary  training 
ships,  but  should  this  be  done  the  advan- 
tages of  Harwich  as  a  station  will  be 
duly  considered  with  those  of  other 
j>orts. 

Mk.  ROUND:  Where  is  H.M.S. 
Northampton  to  Iw  stationed  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
It  will  not  be  statione<l  at  any  particular 
port,  but  will  visit  varii)tis  ports  through- 
out the  Unittnl  Kingdom. 

MAXCHEHTER  TELEGKAPHir  STAFF, 
Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmnnter  (teneral 
whether  he  has  considertnl  the  Petition 
submitted  to  him  by  the  Mauche>ter  tele- 
graph staff  (male)  at  the  end  of  last 
year ;  and  whether  he  can  concetle  the 
claims  of  the  petitioners  for  abolition  of 
classification,  and  improved  rates  of 
pay? 

The  POSTMASTER  (;ENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEV,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
The  Memorial  in  question  from  Man- 
chester is  similar  to  one  which  wasn'ceired 
from  several  of  the  larger  offices  in  1^92, 
and  contains  the  same  (K^titions — namely, 
for  the  al>olition  of  classification,  and  for 
improvement  in  the  scales  of  pay.  Those 
petitions  wore  refuj^ed  by  my  prodecef*Hor, 
and  1  see  no  grounds  for  altering  his 
decision.  I  am  satisfieil  that  thealndition 
of  classification  would  not  only  be  in- 
jurious to  the  efficiency  to  the  Service, 
but  would  be  directly  of  the  'disadvantage 
of  the  most  deserving  portion  of  the  staff, 
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I  may  add  that  the  scales  of  paj  were  fixed 
so  lately  as  1890;  they  are  snflSciently 
attractive  to  induce  large  numbers  of 
candidates  to  seek  admission  to  the  Ser- 
vice, and  there  is,  therefore,  no  justifica- 
tion for  asking  Parliameut  to  sanction 
any  further  increase  of  the  alre^y  heavy 
expenditure. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAV. 


FINANCE  BILL. 
CONSIDERATION.       [sECOND    NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
moved  a  new  clause,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  enable  the  Court  to  vary  deeds  of 
settlement  in  so  far  as  it  might  think  the 
settlement  rendered  unjust  by  the  in- 
cidence of  the  Estate  Duty.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Attorney  General  would  be  good  enough 
to  look  at  the  provisions  inserted  in  the 
clause — namely, 

"  The  Court  may  thereupon  determine  how, 
as  between  the  persons  interested  under  the 
settlement,  the  payment  of  8uch  duty  ghould, 
having  regard  to  the  interests  of  such  persons, 
be  provided  for,  and  may  make  such  variations 
ana  additions  in  and  to  the  trusts  and  powers 
contained  in  the  instrument  settling  the  pro- 
perty as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  such 
determination  into  effect/' 

he  thought  they  would  admit  it  was  only 
fair  that  an  arrangement  of  this  kind 
should  be  made.  When  the  question 
was  raised  in  Committee  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  seemed  to  be  under  a 
slight  misapprehension  that  the  position 
of  the  Exchequer  might  be  endangered. 
Seeing  that  since  these  settlements  were 
drawn  up  much  heavier  duties  had 
been  imposed,  surely  the  Court  ought  to 
have  power,  on  the  complaints  of  the 
persons  interested,  to  vary  the  provisions. 
The  amount  of  the  tax  itself  would  in 
no  way  be  injured.  The  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  clause  were  apparent  on 
the  face  of  it,  and  he  ventured  to  sub- 
mit that  they  were  reasonable,  and  only 
the  natural  corollary  of  the  creation  of 
a  state  of  things  never  contemplated  when 
the  settlements  were  drawn  up.  Further 
than  that  the  Court  would  not  interfere, 
unless  it  was  satisfied  that  the  varia- 
tion would  be  in  the  interests  of  all 
parties. 

Mr.  A,  Morley 


New  Claus 


(Power  of  court  to  vary  settlements.) 

"  Any  person  who,  by  an  irrevocable  instru- 
ment effected  before  the  commencement  of  this 
part  of  the  Act,  has  settle*!  any  property  mav^ 
if  Estate  Duty  has  not  already  been  paid  in 
re8i)ect  thereof,  apply  to  the  Hi^h  Court  ia 
the  manner  directed  by  Rules  of  Court  to 
have  it  determined,  and  the  Court  may  there- 
upon determine  how,  as  between  the  persona- 
interested  under  the  settlement,  the  i^ajTucnt 
of  such  duty  should,  having  regani  to  the  in- 
terests of  such  persons,  be  proWdctl  for,  and 
may  make  such  variations  and  additions  in 
and  to  the  trusts  and  powers  contained  in  the 
instrument  settling  the  property  as  may  be 
necessary  for  carrying  such  determination  into 
effect."— (iSir  R.  Wehiter.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that 
though  it  was  true  the  clause  did  not 
affect  the  Reveuue,  it  involved  larger 
interests.  It  raised  the  whole  question 
whether  settlements  made  in  the  past 
should  be  re-opened  and  re-east. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Only  with  regard 
to  the  new  duties. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  that 
was  a  .serious  question,  so  serious  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  face  it.  Besides,  it 
was  a  claim  which  might  be  raised 
wherever  any  particular  tax  affected  the 
interest  of  a  person,  while  it  might 
largely  affect  the  settlements  by  which 
that  person  was  bound.  The  proposal^ 
indeed,  was  so  revolutionary  that  he 
could  not  recommend  the  House  to  adopt 
it.  He  was  surprised  that  it  should  be 
made  from  such  a  quarter.  Not  only 
would  it  ulK)lish  settlements  altogether, 
but  every  person  bound  by  a  settlement 
would  desire  to  get  rid  of  the  burden. 
The  aid  of  the  Chancery  Court  would  be 
invoked,  and  all  the  beneficiaries  under 
the  settlement  would  be  made  parties  to 
the  suit.  The  result  would  be  universal 
and  expensive  litigation.  He  could  not 
recommend  the  House  to  accept  the 
clause 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Rochester) 
confessed  that  he  heard  with  wonder  the 
tremendous  care  exhibited  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  sanctity  of  settle- 
ments. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  would  ranch 
rather  abolish  them  outright  than  do  it  iu 
this  way. 
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Viscount    CRANBORNE   said,   he 
oookl  DOt  amlerstand  whj  the  right  boo. 
C^eoUeman  shoald  prefer  to  abolish  them 
outright    than  to  do  substaDtial  justice 
aoeordiog  to  the  wish  of  the  settlor  during 
his  lifetime.     The  right  hou.  Geutlemaii 
was  not  present  when  he  raised  this  point 
in    Committee.     The    Solicitor  General, 
who  was  then  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  re« 
plied  that  the  question  largely  turned  on 
the  fact  that  the  Court  could  not  l>e  ex- 
pected to  know  what  the  wishes  of   the 
dead    settlor    were.       Now,     according 
to    the    right     hon.     (leutleman,    they 
were      no     longer      to      trust    even   so 
impartial  a  tribunal  as  the  High  Court. 
The  proposal  contained  in  the  Amend* 
ment    was     a     very    modest    proposal. 
After   all,    the   Chancellor    of   the    Ex- 
chequer must  admit  that  his  principal  in- 
terest had  been   care  for  the  Exchequer, 
and   the  Exchequer  would  not  suffer  a 
single  sixpence  by  this  proposal.     When 
new     burdens    were    thrown    upon    the 
variouH  portions  of  a  settlement,  which 
might  entirely  vitiate  the  wishes  of  the 
settlor,  and   if   the  settlor  was  actnallv 
living  and  desired   to  give  his  evidence 
before  the  Court,  why  should   he  not  l>e 
allowed  to  do  so  if  the  Court  thought  it 
right  ?     The  Court  would  Ite  absolutely 
impartial,  and  he  did    not  imagine  the 
oost  would  be  great.     It  very  often  hap- 
pened that  a  man  whose  estate  consiste<l 
partly  of  realty  and  personalty,  left  the 
realty  and  a  small  sum  of  money  enough 
to  work  the  landed   property  to  one  son 
aiKl   the  personal   property  to  the  other 
son.     Enter  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  his  aggregation,  and  so  on, 
which  the   settlor    never  expected,  and 
thereupon  the  son  with   the  landed  pro- 
perty found  the  little  Imlance  of  money 
which  he  was   going  to  work  the  pro- 
perty with,  on  account  of  the  duty  he  had 
to  pay,  would   be  al>soluteIy  useless  for 
that    purpose.     The    intention    of    the 
settlor   waff    that    the    landed    property 
sbonld  ffo  to  one  son  with  just  enough 
money  to  work  it,  and  the  personal  pro- 
perty   to     the     other.       [Mr.    H.    H. 
Fowler  :  That  would   be  a  will.]     It 
might  be  a  settlement,  and   it  was  quite 
obvious  that  in  such  a  (*ase  the  settlement 
oaght  to  be  re-arranged  so  that  the  son 
with    the    landed    property   should    not 
•nfler  so  materially  at  the  hands  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  make 
it  hnpoasible  for  him  to  work  the  pro- 


perty. If  that  was  true  with  regard  to 
a  settlor  who  was  already  dead,  it  was 
doubly  true  with  regard  to  a  living 
settlor,  bec^anse  he  could  bo  consulted 
and  could  tell  what  were  his  witsheH.  It 
Hp{)eared  to  him  perfectly  absurd  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  talk 
al>out  the  sanctity  of  settlements  when 
he  was  varying,  in  a  most  material 
degree,  the  effect  of  settlements  by  the 
enormous  taxation  which  he  was  sud- 
denly imposing.  They  were  not  by  this 
clause  in  any  way  injuring  the  sanctity 
of  settlements,  but  were  tr^'ing  to  com- 
peuHiitc  for  the  inequality  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  in- 
troduce, and  they  proposed  to  vest  the 
|H>wer  to  reme<ly  that  inequality  in  a  per- 
i'octly  impartial  tribunal,  which  would 
not  Ik?  exj>ensive  because  it  would  not  be 
a  contestetl  matter,  but  one  of  friendly 
arrangement  only  requiring  the  anthonty 
of  the  Court  to  give  it  practical  effect. 
•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  noble 
Lord  defended  the  sanctity  of  settlements, 
and  at  the  same  time  advocated  the  in<^ 
troduction  of  a  principle  which  would 
leave  the  Court  to  set  aside,  modify,  or 
alter  a  settlement  on  the  application  of 
any  one  of  the  parties  interestecl. 

ViscoiNT  CRANBORNE:  Not  on 
the  application  of  anv  one  of  the  parties. 
•Mr.  H.  n.  FOWLER  said,  that 
practically  every  one  of  them  would  have 
to  be  before  the  Court.  Whoever 
initiated  the  procedure,  that  would  l>e 
the  practical  result.  What  he  did  not 
quite  understand  was  where  the  injustice 
would  arise  in  the  practical  working  of 
the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  vcnturcil  to 
use  the  word  settlor  in  one  sense,  and  he 
venturo<l  to  interrupt  the  noble  Lonl  and 
use  it  in  another.  The  settlements  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  allude<l  as 
settlements  were  made  by  will.  The  noble 
I^nl  put  the  case  of  a  testator  leaving 
his  real  estate  and  the  residue  of  the 
pro|>erty  to  otie  son,  and  leaving  his  per- 
sonal estate  to  another  son,  and  then,  said 
the  noble  Lord,  injustice  would  he  in- 
flicted on  the  elder  son,  in  consequence 
of  having  to  pay  ont  of  the  revenue  the 
entire  Estate  Duty,  whether  graduated  or 
not.  That  would  not  be  so  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  between  the  two  properties.  After 
the  passing  of  the  Act  the  testator  might 
alter  his  will.  The  will  did  not  come 
into  effect  on  the  date  on  which  it  wae 
made.     What  were  the  natore  of  these 
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settlements  ?  Id  the  overwhelmiog 
majority  of  cases  they  were  marriage 
settlemeDts  upoD  the  consideratioD  of 
marriage,  in  which  property  belonging 
to  the  gentleman  and  lady  were  both  put 
into  the  settlement,  and  for  the  benefit  of 
both.  Where  did  the  injustice  come  in  ? 
The  settlement  case  was  provided  for 
under  Clause  14,  which  said — 

*'  In  the  case  of  property  which  does  not  pass 
tD  the  executor  an  such,  an  amount,  equal  to  the 
proper  rateable  part  of  the  Estate  Duty,  may 
be  recoveretl  a»  follows— namely  : — 

By  the  person  who  being  accountable  for, 
or  authoriseii  or  required  to  pay,  the  Estate 
Duty  on  any  property,  has  paitl  such  duty 
from  the  person  entitle* I  to  any  sum  charged 
on  such  projKjrty,  whether  as  capital,  or  as 
an  annuity  or  otherwise,  under  a  disi>osition 
not  containing  any  express  provision  to  the 
contrary.*' 

Therefore,  in  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood 
there  was  a  provision  for  apportioning 
the  duty — namely,  where,  under  existing 
settlement8,  property  had  been  charged 
with  an  annuity,  or  with  portions  of 
the  settlement,  made  long  before 
this  Act  was  contemplated,  and  where 
possibly  some  injustice  might  be 
assumed  to  accrue  to  the  parties  inter- 
ested in  that  settlement  if  the  principal 
beneficiary  was  called  upon  to  pay  the 
whole  of  the  Estate  Dutv  and  was  not 
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able  to  recover  any  part  of  it  from  the 
persons  entitled.  Clause  14  amply  pro- 
vided for  such  cases  as  that.  That  was 
the  provision  which  was  contained  in  the 
Bill  for  existing  settlements ;  settle- 
ments made  after  the  date  of  the  Bill 
would  contemplate,  of  course,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  and  provide  accord- 
ingly. It  could  not  apply  to  wills,  there- 
fore they  were  simply  dealing  with  exist- 
ing settlements,  and  he  would  submit 
that  ample  protection  was  given  in 
Clause  14.  Look  at  the  precedent 
they  were  going  to  set  I  He  was 
in  favour  of  marriage  settlements.  To 
some  extent  they  were  provisions  for 
daughters  against  the  possible  future 
losses  of  the  husbands  with  whom  they 
might  marry,  and  he  was  not  in  favour 
of  stopping  that  mode  of  a  father  pro- 
viding for  his  daughter.  An  executed 
instrument  could  not  now  be  set  aside 
without  the  consent  of  everybody  iui 
Juris ;  but  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to 
break  down  that  safeguard.  He  proposed 
that  a  Chancery  snit  might  be  commenced 
in  onler  to  ask  the  Court  to  decide  who  was  | 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


the  proper  person  by  whom  duty  should 
be  paid.  The  remedy  would  be  far  worse 
than  the  disease.  No  general  principle 
could  be  laid  down  to  guide  the  decisions  of 
the  Court,  and  to  attempt  to  make  the 
Court  of  Chancery  a  sort  of  Controller 
General  of  all  the  provisions  of  settle- 
ments in  this  Kingdom  would  be  for  Par- 
liament to  vest  in  that  quarter  a  dispensing 
power  which  he  thought  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  right  in  saying 
would  be  fatal  to  the  existence  of  settle- 
ments altogether.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  as  far  as  finance  was 
concerned  the  Exchequer  wouhl  get  the 
money.  On  grounds  of  public  policy, 
and  wishing  to  maintain  the  sanctity  of 
settlements,  he  should  vote  against  this 
clause,  and  should  follow  strictly  the 
precedent  set  in  1863  with  reference  to 
the  Succession  Duty  where,  when  a  new 
tax  was  imposed,  no  such  proposal  as 
this  was  made  or  sanctioned  bv  the 
Legislature. 

•Sir    M.    HICKS-BEACH    (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  could  not  profess  to  be  a 
lawyer.       He   consequently  approached 
this  question  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
layman,  and  he  did  not  see  anything  in 
the  proposal  which  was  nearly  so  great 
an    interference     with     settlements     as 
had  been  already  sanctioned  by   Parlia- 
ment long  ago  in  the  Settled  Land  Acts. 
What    did   those   Acts   allow  ?      They 
allowed  the  life  tenant  of    an  estate  to 
sell  the  estate  and    to    convert    it    into 
money  to  be  invested  in  certain  ways  by 
the  trustees.     The  whole  object  of  the 
original  settlement  was  probably  to  keep 
the  land  in  the  family,  and  this  might  be 
changed  entirely  under  the  Settled  Land 
Acts,  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just   sat  down   talked  of  this 
proposal    as    if    it   could    be   compared 
with    such   a  vital    change   as   that   to 
which     he    had    referreil.      What    was 
the    proposal  ?     It    dealt    solely    with 
existing  settlements.    Practically  it  dealt, 
he  imagined,  almost  entirely  with   mar- 
riage settlements,  with  regard  to  which 
the  settlors  were  to  come  to  the  Court 
and  ask  the  Court,  having  regard  to  the 
very  large  additional  burden  placed  upon 
settled  property  by  this  new  taxation,  so 
to  vary  the  settlement  as  to  make  the 
payment  of  these  duties  fair  as  between 
the  beneficiaries  of  the  settlement.     The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  said  that  point  was 
met  by   Clause   14.    It  was   not.     All 
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UiAt  CiftiiM  14  did  wM   to  enable  the 
per!«on  od   whom   the  real  property  w*8 
Mttied  to  dedtirt   from   the   persoo   re- 
ceiving Miy  sam  charged  on  that  property 
the  proportionate  amount  of  the  Estate 
Doty   which  was  allocated  to  that  sum 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.     But 
he    aaid    that    where    existing    settlors 
who    had    made   an    irrevocable   settle- 
ment went  to  the  Court  and  said  they 
desired^    looking    to  this    new   taxation 
imposed,   to  vary  the  settlements  so  a& 
to  make  them  what  they  wonld  them- 
selves have  made  them  if  they  could  have 
fore^teen  this  taxation,  that  such  a  propo- 
sal was  a  fair  proposal,  and  was  as  slight 
an  interference  with  the  law  of  settle- 
ments as  any  he  could  conoeive.     It  was 
the  commonest  thing  in  marriage  settle- 
ments, with  regard  to  landed  property,  to 
make   some  such   arrangement  as  this  : 
a  jointure  reserved  for  the  wife  charged 
on   the  property  ;  portions  to  be  raised 
for  younger  children  by  trustees  out  of 
that  property,  and  the  property  itself  so 
charged  was  left  to  the  eldest  son.     But 
now,  onder  the  system  of   charging  by 
aggregation  and  graduation  on  the  prin- 
cipal   value   Brst   introduced    into   their 
system  of  taxation  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  property  left  to  the 
eldest  son,  so  charge<l,  would  l>e  taxed  far 
more  than  it  would  have  been  under  the 
law  existing  when   the  settlement  was 
made.     Could  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
not   conceive   that   under  such   circum- 
stances the  settlors^  if  they  could   have 
foreseen    this  taxation  ;  would   not  have 
charged    the  property  with  so    largo  a 
jointure   and   so   large   portions   to   the 
younger  children,  and  in  all  fairness  they 
ipight  come  and  ask   the  Court  that  at 
any  rate  the  younger  children  might  bear 
a  larger  proportion  of  this  new  taxation 
than  they  would  have  to  bear  under  the 
provisions   of    Clause    14.     The    Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the   Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  had  referred  to 
the   precedent  of   the  Succession   Duty 
Act  of  1853  as  if  it  was  necessarily  to 
bind   them   in  this  matter.     Thev    had 
that  a  fresh  tax  was  imposed   upon 
Jty  by  that  Act,  and  yet  no  propoiMil 
ever  made  for  allowing  the  settlors 
of  estates  on  which  that  new  duty  was 
charged  to  obtain  any  such  alteration  in 
tha  settJeaeots  as  was  proposed  by  this 
ehrnse.     The  duty  imposed  by  the  Sue- 
eeMon    Daty  Act  of  iHod  was  a  very 


small  duty  indeed  when  compared  with 
the  taxation  imposed  by  this  Bill, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  it  was  taxa- 
tion merely  on  the  life  interest  of  the 
person  taking  the  estate,  and,  in  tlie 
second  place,  it  was  not  a  graduated  tax 
at  all,  whilst  the  very  argument  by  which 
this  Budget  was  defended  wan  the 
enormous  increase  of  taxation  on  realty 
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which  would  result  from  these  two 
principles  of  graduation,  and  of 
charging  estates  according  to  their 
capital  value,  which  for  the  tirst 
time  had  been  introduced  with  regard 
to  real  property  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  It  did  seem  to  him  that 
nothing  could  be  more  safely  guanled 
than  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  In  the  first  place,  nothing  could 
l>e  done  without  the  application  of  the 
settlors  themselves.  The  settlors  must 
be  alive,  and  must  themselves  apply  to 
the  Court.  In  the  second  place,  the 
only  settlements  to  which  the  clause 
applieil  were  existing  settlements  made 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act.  Of 
course,  after  the  Bill  became  law  it 
would  l>e  open  to  settlors  to  frame  any 
new  settlements  accordingly  ;  and,  lastly, 
it  rested  upon  the  Court  entirety  so  to 
interpret  this  clause  as  to  make  the 
incidence  of  the  new  duty,  with  its 
heavy  taxation,  fair  as  l>etween  tlie 
different  beneficiaries  of  the  settlement. 
The  Court  would  be  guided  in  that  taxa- 
tion by  the  provisions  of  this  clause,  and 
by  the  wishes  also  of  those  very  persons 
who  made  the  settlement,  and  who  would 
come  before  the  Court  to  say  they 
would  not  have  made  it  in  its  present 
shape  if  they  could  have  foreseen  this 
taxation.  He  very  much  regretted  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  he 
thought,  in  this  matter  had  departed  from 
the  position  he  seemed  willing  to  assume 
when  this  proposal  was  first  made  in 
Committee  in  the  Bill,  and  if  the  clause 
were  pressed  to  a  Division  he  f^hould 
certainly  vote  for  it. 

Mk.  UENEAGE  (Great  (Grimsby) 
said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchc*quer 
had  very  greatly  exaggerated  thi«< 
Amendment  when  he  had  said  that  he 
would  just  as  soon  see  settlements  done 
away  with  altogether.  This  was  simply  a 
question  where  those  who  had  already 
made  irrevocable  settlements,  and  not 
having  foreseen  the  present  legislation, 
desired  in  their  lifetime  to  remodel  those 
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settlements  with  the  consent  -of  the  Court. 
He  tboaght  it  was  rather  an  extra- 
ordinary argument  fcr  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  sajr  that  this  would  be 
tlirowing  a  great  deal  of  work  into  the 
hands  of  the  lawyers.  If  ever  a  Bill  was 
brought  forward  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons which  might  be  entitled  ^^  A  Bill 
for  the  promotion  of  the  interests  of  the 
legal  profession  **  it  was  this  Bill.  He 
did  not  think  that  was  a  sound  argument 
at  all.  No  persons  in  their  senses  would 
go  before  the  Court  unless  thej  had 
evidence  beforehand  that  the  beneficiaries 
under  the  settlement  would  not  oppose 
the  application.  Then  as  to  having  a 
whole  array  of  lawyers,  they  could  apply 
to  the  Judge  in  Chambers,  and  having 
got  the  consent  of  the  parties  to  the 
settlement,  the  matter  could  be  arranged 
in  half-an-hour  without  any  lawyers  at 
all.  He  should  certainly  support  this 
clause  if  it  went  to  a  Division.  Settlors 
would  not  have  made  the  settlements  in 
the  form  they  had  could  they  have  known 
that  this  legislation  was  to  take  place, 
and  they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  apply  to 
the  Court  to  have  permission  to  revise  their 
settlements  in  a  manner  that  was  equit- 
able, and  of  which  they  would  be  the 
best  judges.  He  denied  that  this  question 
only  affected  marriage  settlements.  It 
affected  entailed  settlements  as  well,  or, 
it  might  be,  even  partnership  settlements. 
But  whatever  they  might  be,  the  whole 
question  was  whether  the  settlement  at 
the  time  it  was  made,  even  if  equitable 
then,  wasequitablenow  under  the  changed 
circumstances,  and  they  ought  to  give 
the  privilege  of  enabling  the  settlor  in 
his  lifetime  to  get  the  consent  of  the 
Court  to  remodel  that  settlement  and 
make  it  fair  between  all  the  parties. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
the  chief  argument  against  the  Amend- 
ment was  that  settlements  would  be 
shaken.  But  the  Amendment  only  pro- 
vided for  an  alteration  of  the  settlement 
qua  duties,  which  was,  comparatively 
speaking,  a  small  matter,  would  not  en- 
able any  general  revision  of  the  settle- 
ment to  take  place,  and  that  alteration 
would  only  be  in  relation  to  a  perfectly 
new  element  introduced  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  himself.  The 
very  principle  which  was  now  objected 
to  was  contained  in  this  Bill  apparently 
from  an  innate  sense  of  justice.  Clause 
32,  dealing    with  the   Spirit  and   Beer 

Mr.  Heneage 


Duties,  made  the  provision  that  the  ad- 
ditional duty  should  be  added  to  the 
contract  price.  If  they  substituted  for 
the  word  '*  contract "  the  word  **  settle- 
ment **  they  would  have  the  application 
of  the  same  principle,  because  they  had 
an  additional  duty  proposed,  and  ftn 
additional  duty  which  was  not  contem- 
plated by  the  parties  to  the  settlement 
which  was  the  contract.  In  the  one 
case  the  Government  varied  the  contract 
because  of  the  additional  element  intro- 
duced by  the  Bill,  and  in  the  other  case 
they  absolutely  refused  to  do  so.  He 
did  not  agree  that  this  could  be 
done  without  cost,  but  it  could  be 
dealt  with  by  rules,  which  might  pro- 
vide that  it  should  come  up  by  origina- 
ting summons  in  Chambers. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  never  heard  of  such  a 
proposal  as  this,  which  was  absolutely 
novel  in  every  way.  [An  hon.  Member: 
So  is  the  Budget.]  The  Budget  might 
also  contain  some  novel  principles,  but 
what  did  this  proposal  amount  to  ?  They 
were  to  inquire  from  the  people  who 
made  these  irrevocable  settlements  some 
time  ago  what  they  would  have  done  if 
they  had  known  that  this  duty  was  to 
be  imposed. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  That  is  for  the 
Court. 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  asked  how  was  the 
Court  to  find  out,  because  he  ventured 
to  say  upon  the  construction  of  this 
clause  there  was  nothing  to  guide  the 
Court  ?  There  was  no  principle  upon 
which  the  Court  could  act  as  to  what 
they  ought  to  have  done,  and  all  that 
could  be  extracted  from  it  was  that  they 
must  listen  to  what  the  settlor  had  to 
say  and,  within  certain  limits,  to  guide 
themselves  on  what  he  said.  There  was 
absolutciv  no  kind  of  evidence  which 
was  more  difficult  to  deal  with  than  the 
evidence  of  people  who  came  forward  to 
tell  what  they  did  mean  in  doing  a  cer- 
tain thing,  becausb  they  knew  perfectly 
well,  in  cases  of  rectification  of  settlement, 
how  unsatisfactory  that  evidence  was. 
Again  and  again,  when  people  had  settled 
property  irrevocably,  they  did  not 
like  the  settlement ;  events  altered,  and 
they  said  this  was  never  intended  that 
the  settlements  ought  to  be  altered,  and 
there  was  no  more  difficult  question  to 
deal  with  than  the  appreciation  of  eri- 
deuce  of  that  kind.  But  when  it  came 
to  a  case  of  the  evidence  of  what  people 
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would  have  meant  id  h  set  of  circum- 
fitaoces  wUioh  did  not  exist  really  as  a 
guide  to  a  Court  of  Justice,  that  evidence 
must  be  absolutely  worthless.  His  hou. 
and  learned  Friend  knew  perfectly  well 
that  such  questions  were  never  alloweil 
to  be  put  to  witnesses  as  to  what  they 


is  allowed,  which  does  not  happen  to  be 
in  strict  conformity  with  the  traditions  of 
the  Bar.  That  is  the  distinguishing  sen- 
timent of  English  lawyers.  Now,  what 
is  the  principal  argument  by  which  they 
support  it  ?  I  always  observe  that  their 
mainstay    is    the   incompetence    of   t^B 


would  have  done  if  so-and-so  had  taken  j  Courts  of  Law.    We  have  been  always  in 

place.     It  was  perfectly  idle  to  treat  any  |  the  habit   ot  looking   to    the  Courts  of 

answer  given  to  such  questions  as  evidence  ^  Law  as  tribunals  where  not  merely  certain 

at  all,  and  if  they  said  that  the  Court  was  to  ;  rules  are  administered,  but  where  some  of 

be  guided  by  the  general  principles  of ;  those   principles   of  equity  and  justice, 

equity  and  justice  he,  for  one,  did  not  i  which   the   Attorney    General    finds  so 

know  where  they  were  to  bo  found.    No^  j  diificult   to    discover,   may    actually   be 

Judge  of  the  Chancery  Division  would  !  found   applied    to   the   matters   brought 

ever   take   upon    himself  such  a  juris-  |  before  them.     We  have  always  felt  that 

diction,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  no   in  the  Courts  of  Law  we  have  an  impartial 

Judge  should  be  entrusted  with  such  a  '  body  of  men   prepared    to   arbitrate   on 

jurisdiction.       There     were     principles ,  reasonable    principles,   and  prepared   to 

of  justice   and   equity,   and  good    ones  '  consider  the  broad  equities  of  any  case 

too,   and    one   of   them    was    that   they    brought  before  them,  and  that  at  all  events 

should  go  by  what  the  parties  had  done,    they    were  not — being  men  of  common 

and  not   upon   what    they    would  have    sense  in  private  life — entirely  deprived  of 

done  in  certain  circumstances,  or  upon    that  valuable  quality  when  they  put  on 

any  judgment  which  might  be  arrived  at ,  wig  and  gown,  and  sat  themselves  down 

as  to  what  they  ought  to  have  done.     A  '  on  the  seat  of  justice.     The  Chancellor 

provision    already    existed   in    the   law   of   the   Exchequer  whispers   across  the 

whereby  the  trustees  of  settled  property,    Table  thajt  that  is  the  fact,  and  so  sup- 

if  they   had  to   raise  a  sum  of  money, '  ports  the  conclusion  I  have  arrived  at.    I 

could  go  to  the  Court  and  ask  how  the   am  unwilling,  therefore,  to  give  up  what 

money  was  to  be  raised — whether  by  the  |  is   a  perfectly    obvious .  and    reasonable 

sale  of  certain  Stocks  or  by  some  other  '  Amendment  simply  because  of  the  argu- 

means.    That  jurisdiction  already  existed    ment  that  Judges  gua   Judges  are  too 

and  was  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  but    stupid  to  administer  the  duties  this  clause 

the  jurisdiction  proposed  in  the  Amend-    would  impose  on  them. 

ment  would,  he  was  sure,  lead  to  nothing,  |      Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Too  clever. 

for  no  prudent  Judge  would  act  upon  it.  i      Mr.    A.    J.    BALFOUR  :     Or    too 

No  one  ever  thought  before  of    giving  ,  clever.      I  do  not  care  which  way  it  is 

such  a  haphazard  jurisdiction  as  this  to  i  put.     But  let  ns  consider  what  we  ask 

a  Court  of  Law  ;  and  certainly  he  thought  |  the  Courts  of  Law  to  do  by  this  clause, 

Qo  one  familiar  with  the  subject   would  i  and   what   it   is    the   Attorney    General 


ever  suppose  it  would  be  laid  down  that 
the  rule  which  should  apply  to  settle- 
ments after  the  event  was  what  settlors 
would  have  done  if  they  had  known  that 
those  new  duties  would  be  imposed. 

Mr.  a.  j.   BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  There  are  no  Tories  like  the  legal 


says  they  are  incompetent  to  do.  All  we 
ask  to  have  done  is  that  when  a  settle- 
ment is  made  under  different  conditions 
from  those  that  now  prevail,  the  person 
who  made  the  settlement,  if  living,  and 
the  people  in  whose  favour  the  settle- 
ment was  made,  may  have  it  varied  in 


in 


gentlemen  who  support  the  Government. '  that  one  particular,  the  circumstances  of 
The  Government  may  advance  a  policy  >  which  have  been  changed  by  the  action 
of  the  most  violent  and  novel  description,  of  the  Legislature.  I  say  that  is  the 
and  these  gentlemen  are- prepared  to  sup-  |  right    thing    to    do,   and    I    say   it    is 

analogous  to  what  can  be  done  under  the 
existing  law.  Under  the  Settled  Land 
Act  the  owners  of  real  settled  property 
may  go  to  the  Court,  and  may  get  leave 
to  sell  a  mansion  house  that  is  settled. 
Why  is  it  that  the  Courts  of  Law  may 
^PP^y  JanP'*^°^*P^®*  of  common-sQose  with 


{)ort  the  Government  by  argument 
carrying  out  that  policy.  But  if  you 
toueh  one  of  their  particular  mysteries  ; 
if  you  tresspass  even  by  a  hair's  breadth 
within  the  traditions  of  their  profession, 
they  are  all  up  in  arms,  and  no  change  in 
the  procedure  of  the  law,  however  trifling, 
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regard  to  a  mansion  house  when  settled, 
bu  t  not  witJi  regard  to  any  other  kind  of  pro- 
jperty  when  settled  ?  if  no  better  ground 
can  be  given  for  rejecting  the  Amend- 
ment than  that  the  Judges  of  the  land — 
very  able  and  well-paid  officials — are  in- 
capable of  doing  what  any  man  of  equity 
and  common-sense  can  do,  we  ought  not 
to  reject  the  Amendment  on  such  a 
ground,  or  else  the  whole  machinery  b}^ 
which  we  established  the  so-called  foun- 
tains of  equity  and  justice,  which  have 
run  dry  according  to  the  Attorney 
General,  shonld  be  done  away  with,  and 
another  tribunal  set  up  which  can  carry 
out  the  very  simple  and  obvious  duties 
which  this  House  may  desire  to  impose 
upon  them.  I  earnestly  press  upon  the 
Government  to  accept  this  Amendment. 
The  Government  have  all  through  the 
Bill  not  been  content  with  imposing  a 
very  heavy  additional  burden  on  a  certain 
class  of  property,  which  their  financial 
necessities,  no  doubt,  may  have  obliged 
them  to  do,  but  they  have  made 
the  payment  of  the  duty  as  onerous  and 
iniquitous  as  it  can  be.  We  have  sug- 
gested means  by  which  this  new  burden 
may  be  mitigated  in  its  incidence,  and 
the  Government  have  rejected  our  re- 
commendations for  one  reason  or  another, 
but  never  for  a  reason  more  empty  and 
more  technical  than  that  advanced  to-day 
from  the  Treasury  Bench. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  he  could  conceive  that  there 
would  be  difficulties  in  carrying  out  the 
proposed  clause.  First,  there  was  the 
difficulty  of  revoking  the  irrevocable  ; 
then  there  was  the  difficulty  of  deter- 
mining tne  duty  that  would  arise  in 
respect  to  certain  contingencies  occurring 
at  the  wrong  time  and  out  of  their  order ; 
and  there  would  be  the  further  difficulty 
that  the  Court  would  be  taking  upon 
itself  duties  that  properly  belonged  to 
the  Inland  Revenue  at  a  time  when  it 
was  most  difficult  to  perform  them.  But 
as  they  had  eminent  lawyers  he  did  not 
think  those  difficulties  should  deter  them 
from  accepting  the  Amendment.  The 
Amendment  provided  for  the  payment  of 
duty  on  settlements  by  fixing  the  rate  of 
duty  between  the  persons  interested. 
The  Attorney  General  said  that  was  a 
new  thing.  But  it  was  not  a  new  thing ; 
it  ran  through  the  whole  Bill.  The 
principle  of  the  Amendment  wy^  already 
in  the  Bill  with  respect  to  ^^efa^operty 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 


and  to  settled  property,  and  what  the 
Amendment  proposed  was  that  the  same 
rule  applied  by  the  Bill  to  free  personalty 
should  be  applied  to  irrevocable  settle- 
ments made  before  the  Bill  existed. 
Undoubtedly  many  hardships  would  arise 
under  the  Bill  if  the  Amendment  were  not 
accepted.  He  admitted  the  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  the  operation  of  the  clause  ; 
but  those  difficulties  had  been  dealt  with 
in  other  parts  of  the  Bill  in  respect  to 
other  properties,  and  he  thought  there 
was  a  strong  case  for  providing  through 
the  medium  of  the  Courts  for  the  allevia- 
tion of  those  grievances  whieh  had  been 
pointed  out. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancni?, 
N.)  said,  that  if  the  clause  were  added 
to  the  Bill  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
frequently  resorted  to,  because  there  were 
difficulties  which  would  very  much  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  Court  giving  to  it,  a» 
it  was  drafted,  very  satisfactory  applica- 
tion. But  the  principle  of  the  new 
clause  was  good,  and  perhaps  if  the 
Attorney  General  turned  his  legal 
acumen  to  the  matter  he  would  prodnce 
a  more  satisfactory  amendment  than 
the  clause  on  the  Paper.  He  could 
understand  cases  in  which  existing 
settlements  might,  with  considerable 
convenience  and  advantage  to  the  partiea 
concerned,  be  rectified  a  little,  having 
regard  to  the  dislocation  which  the  pro- 
posed new  duties  would  undonbtedlj 
cause  in  the  operation  of  such  settle- 
ments. The  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  novel ;  but  there  was  a  novel 
principle  in  the  Bill — the  principle  of 
aggregation.  If  a  man  made  a  settle- 
ment on  the  marriage  of  his  son  ten  years 
ago  he  could  not  have  anticipated  that  a 
new  law  would  be  passed  by  which  all 
the  family  property — the  property  in  the 
settlement  and  the  property  outside  the 
settlement — would  be  aggregated,  so  as 
to  raise  the  duty  from  1^  or  3  p^* 
cent,  to  8  percent.  It  would  undoubtedly 
be  a  matter  of  great  convenienoe  to  allow 
the  settlor  to  go  into  Court  and  get  the 
settlement  rectified  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  legislature  in  bringing  into 
operation  a  new  principle  of  taxation. 
He  did  not  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  amendment 
was  wedded  to  the  words  of  the  amend- 
ment. It  might  be  made  to  rnn  so  as  to 
provide  that  a  settlement  might  be  recti- 
fied by  the  Court  iu  accordance  with  the 
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wkhes  of  tlie  settlor,  provided  the  wishes 
of  the  settlor  did  not  unfairly  prejndioe 
the  interoHts  of  those  who  were  benefited 
oader  the  settlement.  If  the  olmise  were 
amended  in  that  waj  it  would  make 
perfectly  in  tell  tgi  hie  to  the  Court  as  to 
the  lioea  on  which  the  rectification  shoald 
proceed.  He  did  not  see  why  riuch  a 
•mail  concession  should  be  resistetl  by 
the  Government. 

Quention  pot,  "  That  this  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time.** 

The     lIout»e     divided  : — Ayes     195  ; 
Noes  233.— (Division  List,  No.  159.) 

•Mb.    butcher    (York)    said,    he 
wished  to  move  the  new  clause  on  the 
Paper,  which  would  enal>le  a  person  to 
provide  for  the  payment  of  Estate  Duty 
in  advance.     The  clause  was  conceived 
in  the  interest  of  persons  who  had  to  pay 
Death  Duties,  but  he  thougbt  it  would 
alK>  be    to   the   interest   of   the   Inland 
Revenue  Commissioners  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.    It  would  enable 
a  man  during  his  lifetime  to   set  aside 
out  of  his  income  small  sums  of  money  in 
order  to  accumulate  a  fund  out  of  which 
at  his  doath  the  Estate  Duties  should  be 
paid.     Fie  was  encouraged  in  moving  the 
rUttse  by  some  observations  which  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
Mllor  of  the  Exchequer  yesterday.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Member  for 
Great    Grimsby   moved   a  clause   of    a 
•oroewbat  similar  oharaoter  in  reference 
to  iuBitratioe,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer    intimated    that    though   he 
eoulU  not  iicoept  that  he  would  view  with 
favour  a  proposal  to  establish  an  inalien- 
able  fand    for   the   purpose   of    paying 
doty.     He  took  the  case  of  a  man  who 
bad  a  life  income  out  of  which  he  was 
prepared  to  save  or  invest  a  sum  for  the 
purpose  of  paying    Death    Duty.     The 
minimum  sum  that  he  could  put  by  was 
£60,  and  it  was  intended  that  once  the 
individual    had    paid    these   sums    into 
the  Bank    of    England    he   should    not 
have  power  to    withdraw    them   except 
with  the  consent  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  sum  paid  in  would  be  applicable,  in 
the  first  instance,  towards  the  payment 
of  Death  Duty,  and  would  not  be  liable 
to  duty,  bat  aoything  over  and   almve 
the     amoQDt    required     for    thit    duty 
would  go«lo  the  exeoulors  and  become 
pan  of  the  estate  and  be  liable,  like  any 
other  part  of  the  property,  to  payment 


of  duty.     It  might  be  said  that  the  Hniik 
would    not    oure     to     undertake    these 
aceouuts,  but  in  reply  to  that  it  was  pro- 
positi that   the  Bank  should  be  entitled 
to  some  small  j>ereeuta^e  on  the  funds  hO 
receive*!    for    keeping    neeonntj*.     Tliei»e 
sums  as  they  were  received  by  the  Bank 
were    to    bw    invested    in    Cousols   and 
a('cumnlnte<l  tttitonmticaliy.     There  was  a 
provision  in  an   Act   passed  by  the   late 
Government  under   wliieh   Consols  could 
1m)  l>onght   and    dividemis    accumulated 
from  time  to  time.      Another  objection 
might   l)e,  "  Why  don't   you   do  this  by 
insurance  ?"  but  this  plan  would  not  pre- 
judice the  right  of  a  man  to  insure.     He 
would    imagine    eases    whore    insurance 
eon  Id    not    l>e   effected — where,    for    in- 
stance, the  life  was  a  luvd  one.     Besides, 
in  the  case  of  insurance,  if  the  premiums 
were  dropped  for  half  a  year  or  a  year 
the  insurance  was  gone.     Tnder  his  jwo- 
|>osal  a  man  might  pay  in   £50  or  £100 
whenever  he  was  in  funds,  and  if  a  long 
j)erioil  passe<l   without  further  payments 
the  amount  which  remaine<l  in  the  Bank 
did  not  suffer.     Under  insurance  the  rates 
that  would  be  charged  on  bad  lives  would 
<  be  so  high  as  to   make  insurance  in  their 
case  quite  prohibitive.     The  scheme,  he 
submitted,  could  not   hurt  the  estate  nor 
1  could  it  hurt  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, while  at  the  same  time  it  would 
I  provide  the  cash  in  hand  to  meet  the  pay- 
'  ment  of  the  duty  at  the   very  time  when 
'  the  widow  or  other  relative  of  the  deceased 
would     jirobably    find    it    most    difficult 
otherwise     to     obtain     it.       For    these 
reasons  he  truste<l    that    the  Chancellor 
'  of    the    Exch(*quer    would    accept    the 
'  clause,  believing  that  it  would   be  to  the 
'  advantage  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners  and    the    State    to  accept  it 
in  this  or  a  mo<lifie<l  form. 

New  Clause — 

C  Payment  of  dutien  in  atlranoe.) 

'*(!)  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Uovemor  ami 

Company  of  the  Hank  of  KuglaiKi,  upon  the 

;  nHjut**t  nf  any  iK'i^ondfHirinvr  to  |»n)vitl<»  a«ttirn»t 

,  any  dutif***  which  may  IxTome  |»ayah1c  under 

(  this  Act  in  renpert  of  profierty  {MiMinfr  on  hi« 

I  tleath.  to  (H^'i  ^^  acrooiit  with  Mich  iierton  (to 

be   calktl  on    "  KstAte    Duty   Account")   iuto 

whicli  <siirh  iH'i>4>n   limy  fn»m  time  to  tim**  pay 

Hums  of  not  Ic^  than  fifty  |Muinds  at  one  and 

the  ^me  rime,  to  he  dealt  with  as  herHnafter 

meiitioiieil. 

(2)  Any  sum    paid    inU>    the   Katata  Ihity 
Ac'ount  t»f  any  iM-r^on  fthall  l>e  invc«tc»l  by  the 
(lorernor  ami   romjmny  <»f  the  «ai<l  Bank  In 
.  C^mtols,  aiKl  aecamuUiteit. 
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(3)  The  GoverDor  and  Company  of  the  saut 
Bank  shall,  upon  the  death  of  any  person,  apply 
the  amount,  if  any,  standing  to  the  credit  of 
the  Estate  Duty  Account  of  such  person,  in 
payment,  in  the  first  place,  of  (he  duties  pay- 
able under  this  Act  in  respect  of  such  of  the 
property  passing  on  his  death  as  he  shall  by 
writing  under  his  hand  direct,  and  shall  pay 
the  balance,  if  any,  of  the  amount  standing  to 
the  credit  of  such  account  to  the  executor  of 
such  person,  and  Estate  Duty  shall  be  levied 
thereon  at  the  proper  graduated  rate. 

(4")  Estate  Duty  shall  not,  save  as  hereinbe- 
fore proviMed,  be  paid  in  respect  of  the  amount 
standing  to  the  cre<lit  of  the  Estate  Duty 
Account  of  any  person  at  the  time  of  his  death. 

(5)  Any  pei*son  may,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Commissioners,  but  not  otherwise,  withdraw 
from  the  said  Bank  the  amount  for  the  time 
being  standing  to  the  credit  of  his  Estate  Duty 
Account. 

(6)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not 
apply  to  any  sum  paid  into  the  Estate  Duty  of 
auy  person  within  twelve  months  of  his  death 
or  the  investments  thereof." — (^Mr.  Butcher.') 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time." 

MotioD  made,  aud  Question  proposed* 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  secoud  time." 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  differ  from  the  view  of  his 
learued  Friend  that  the  proposal  could 
not  be  objected  to  because  it  could  neither 
injure  the  estate  nor  hurt  the  Reveuue. 
It  proposed  to  exempt  from  the  payment 
of  duty  money  belonging  to  a  category 
of  property  that  he  had  before 
said  could  not  be  exempted.  The 
hon.  and  learued  Member  said  the  object 
of  the  clause  was  to  exempt  from  taxa- 
tion all  the  money  put  by  to  pay  the 
Death  Duties.  That  would  involve  a 
serious  loss  to  the  Revenue.  Supposing 
the  exemption  were  made  general,  or  all 
payments  of  duty  were  exempted  from 
taxation,  the  loss  to  the  Revenue  would 
be  £.500,000  annually.  It  would  affect 
the  whole  of  the  existing  Probate 
Duties.  In  speaking  the  other  day  with 
reference  to  insurances,  he  pointed  out 
that  it  would  be  unfair  to  give  any 
special  exemption  from  the  payment  of 
duty  to  people  who  made  that  class  of 
iuvestment.  There  were  many  persons 
who  could  not  be  insured  or  who  wanted 
to  employ  the  money  in  their  business, 
and  therefore  could  not  adopt  that  par- 
ticular form  of  investment.  He  had  also 
pointed  out  that  a  man  who  might  use 
his  money  to  buy  a  house  would  not  have 
the  advantage  proposed  to  be  conferred. 
The    same     objection    applied    to    this 


Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  might 
be  able  to  go  to  the  Bank  of  England 
and  invest  his  money,  but  Nan  euiris 
homini  coniingit  adire  Corinthum,  Tim 
clause  gave  an  advantage  only  to  the 
class  of  persons  who  could  go  and  ru^ 
up  an  account  at  the  Bank  of  England, 
and  it  seemed  to  be  the  fault  of  so  many 
Amendments  proposed  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  they  gave  exceptional  ad- 
vantages only  to  the  wealthier  classes. 
The  Amendment  would  confer  a  great 
advantage  upon  (he  was  sorry  to  have  to 
use  the  phrase  again)  the  millionaire 
who,  in  view  of  approaching  death,  could 
put  into  the  Bank  sufficient  to  pay  the 
duties. 

Mr.  BUTCHER  (interrupting)  said, 
he  would  call  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man^s  attention  to  Sub-section  6  of  the 
clause,  which  said — 

"The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not 
apply  to  any  sum  paid  into  the  Estate  Duty  of 
any  person  within  12  months  of  his  death  or  the 
investments  thereof." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  still 
the  objection  would  stand  that  only  the 
wealthier  class  of  people  would  be  able 
to  take  advantage  of  the  clause.  They 
could  not  take  one  class  of  investment 
and  say  that  it  should  not  be  liable  to 
duty. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (BristoL 
W.)  said,  he  thought  they  had  sonae 
reason  to  complain  of  the  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Grentlemau  in  this  matter. 
Wheu  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Great  Grimsby  yeaterdsy 
proposed  a  clause  giving  this  kind  of 
exemption  in  the  case  of  insurance 
affected  for  the  purpose  of  paying  Death 
Duties,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  more 
sympathetic  than  he  was  now.  He  told 
them  now,  forsooth,  that  if  the  clause  were 
passed  into  law  it  would  only  benefit 
the  milliouaire. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  richer 
people. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he  had 
no  doubt  the  millionaire  would  be  able 
to  invest  his  money  much  more  profitably 
than  in  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
clause.  He  would  not  dream  of  taking 
advantage  of  the  proviaion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  sympathised  with  the 
motive  which  had  prompted  the  pfO- 
posal  to  give  some  kind  of  advantage  to 
persons  who,  at  great  saortfioe  and  trouble 
to  themselves,  saved  money  for  the  piir-> 
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pose  of  paying  the  duties  which,  accord- 
iug  to  the  idea  of  the  Government, 
should  be  paid  by  them  and  not  hjr  the 
successor.  Well,  it  would  be  easy  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  not 
only  to  sympathise  with  the  motive  of 
the  Amendment,  but,  through  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank, 
or  some  other  channel,  to  enable  the 
poorest  persons  as  well  as  the  richest 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  advantages  of 
the  proposed  clause.  The  House  must,  he 
was  afraid,  accept  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  a 
symptom  that  he  had  made  up  his  mind 
to  discourage  thrift  in  this  matter.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  would  in- 
volve a  loss  of  £500,000  a  year  if  this 
clause  became  law. 

8iR  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  said  that 
would  be  the  loss  if  all  payments  of  duty 
were  exempted. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Is  it  likely 
that  all  Death  Duties  would  be  provided 
in  this  way  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  said  that 
you  cannot  make  exceptional  provisions 
for  exceptional  investments,  and  I 
oppose  the  clause  because  it  is  ex- 
ceptional. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  first  opposed 
the  proposal  on  the  ground  of  its  being  ex- 
ceptional, and  then  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  entail  a  loss  to  the  Revenue.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  himself 
in  a  previous  discussion  to  be  sympa- 
thetic with  the  motive  which  had 
prompted  the  proposal,  yet  when  he 
was  asked  to  give  practical  effect  to  his 
sympathy  he  put  forward  these  two  pleas. 
They  could  only  conclude  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  up  his  mind 
contrary  to  the  past  policy  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  refuse  to  grant  advantages  to 
persons  who  were  thrifty,  as  against  those 
who  were  not.  He  regretted  the  deci- 
sion at  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  arrived. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  they  were  in  this  difficulty — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  complained  last 
night  that  his  (Mr.  Heneage*s)  Amend- 
ment did  not  go  far  enough. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  Yes,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  he  could  not 
make  an  exception  solely  in  the  case 
of  the  insurance    offices.     Now,    when 


they  had  widened  the  Amendment  so  as 
to  give  exemption  to  money  saved  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  Death  Duty  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  could  not  accept 
the  proposal,  as  it  would  involve  too  heavy 
a  loss  to  the  Revenue.  He  (Mr. 
Heneage)  protested  against  this  bugbear 
'^  loss  of  half  a  million  *'  being  trotted 
out  whenever  the  Government  baid 
nothing  else  to  say.  He  did  not  believe 
the  acceptance  of  this  clause  would  in- 
volve any  loss  at  all.  It  would  be,  at 
the  most,  a  problematical  loss  on  what 
they  hoped  to  gain.  They  wished  to  do 
business  out  of  evil.  They  hoped  to  gain 
by  the  aggregation  of  policies  larger 
sums  of  money  out  of  the  properties  than 
would  otherwise  be  the  case.  He  did 
not  think  they  would  get  anything  at  all 
in  this  way.  They  would  only  prevent 
thrift.  The  money  which  would  other- 
wise be  put  by  would  be  spent  or  in- 
vested in  commercial  transactions  and 
very  often  lost.  They  ought  to  have 
much  better  arguments  from  the  Govern- 
ment before  they  left  off  pegging  away 
in  the  endeavour  to  obtain  a  concession 
on  this  point. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
the  Government  surely  ought  to  grant 
every  facility  for  accumulating  the  funds 
out  of  which  to  pay  the  Death  Duties. 
The  proposals  which  had  been  submitted 
from  that  side  of  the  House  were  de- 
signed to  encourage  persons  during  life 
to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  duties. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said  either  that  the  proposals  were  "  ex- 
ceptional "  or  "  too  general."  He  should 
have  regard  to  the  fact  that  successors 
to  estates  would,  in  many  cases,  have 
great  difficulty  in  paying  Death  Duties. 
The  mischief  in  regard  to  many  landed 
estates  had  been  that  the  proprietors  had  in 
numerous  instances  trusted  to  the  future, 
and  provided  for  their  families  out  of  the 
future  instead  of  trusting  to  the  present. 
All  the  proposals  which  had  been  made 
were  means  by  which  every  encourage- 
ment could  be  given  to  people  during  life 
to  provide  for  this  duty.  Instead  of 
meeting  such  proposals  with  objection 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  surely  should 
hail  them  with  satisfaction.  The  en- 
couragement here  advocated  was  not 
only  of  advantage  to  the  community,  but 
to  the  Exchequer  as  well.  The  present 
proposal  would  only  exempt  amounts 
paid  into  the  Bank  in  sums  of  £50.  This 
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would  mainly  affect  the  wealthy  classes  ; 
bat  the  Estate  Duties  would  fall  heavily 
on  the  smaller  people.  There  were  many 
persons  uccnmulatiDg  small  properties  of 
several  thousands  of  pounds  whose  repre- 
sentatives would  fiud  it  difficult  to  pro- 
cure the  money  to  pay  the  Death  Duties. 
The  Amendment  would  encourage  habits 
of  thrift  and  temperance.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, when  he  talked  about  its  being 
merely  for  the  good  of  the  millionaire, 
forgot  that  yesterday  and  the  day  before 
all  the  Amendments  which  the  Opposi- 
tion proposed  on  behalf  of  poorer  persons 
in  connection  with  this  Estate  Dutv 
were  always  met  with  the  same  cold  com- 
fort. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
then,  as  he  said  now,  that  the  matter  was 
small  and  not  worth  consideration.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must  have 
an  idea  that  the  mere  possession  of  pro- 
perty was  a  crime  to  be  punished  by 
heavy  taxation. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  You  can 
spend  less  money. 

Mr.  HARTLEY  said,  that  this  was 
a  proposal  in  order  to  encourage  people 
to  spend  less  money,  and  was  framed  for 
that  very  purpose.  Why,  then,  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  oppose  it  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  What  I  meant 
was,  you  should  spend  less  public 
money. 

Mr.  hartley  said,  he  was  afraid 
the  Speaker  would  rule  him  out  of  Order 
if  he  went  into  that  large  question  at 
this  moment.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  referring  to  spending 
private  money  ;  but  he  would  like  to  point 
this  out :  that  of  all  Exchequers  in  the 
world,  both  the  last  Liberal  Government 
and  this  one  had  been  bigger  than  any 
other.  They  knew  perfectly  well  why 
that  was  so — so  many  interests  had  to  be 
squared  that  the  amount  of  taxation  was 
continually  going  up.  He  would  rather 
confine  himself  to  saying  that  it  did  seem 
a  moat  unreasonable  and  incomprehen- 
sible thing  on  the  part  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  instead  of  hailing 
with  satisfaction  every  system  which 
would  facilitate  the  accumulation  of 
money  to  pay  these  duties,  he  seemed  to 
set  his  face  against  every  plan  brought 
forward. 

•The  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  IMDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler, 
Wolverhampton,  E.)  said  that,  judging 

^fr.  Bar  thy 


from  the  hon.  Member's  observations,  one 
might  imagine  him  ignorant  of  the  fact 
that  there  were  Death  Duties  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time.  Under  the 
existing  law,  if  a  man  died  worth 
£26,000  in  personalty,  his  estate  bad 
to  pay  £1,000  as  Probate  Duty,  and 
under  this  Bill  not  one  penny  addition 
would  be  made  on  that  charge.  The 
deceased  would  still  have  to  pay  £1,000 
Estate  Duty,  no  more  and  no  less.  Why 
had  not  these  proposals  been  made  before 
with  reference  to  probate  ?  With  regard 
to  the  payment  of  this  £1,000,  no  ex- 
emption could  be  claimed  now  under  the 
existing  law.  What  was  proposed  was 
this  :  that  whereas  under  the  old  law  the 
estate  paid  £1,000,  leaving  £24,000  to 
be  divided  among  the  beueficiarie«,  the 
duty  should  ouly  be  paid  now  upon 
£24,000 — in  other  T^ords,  that  the  carpns 
of  the  estate  should  be  reduced  by  £1,000. 
That  was  the  real  practical  working  of 
this  proposal.  It  was  not  fair  to  say  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  regarded  the 
possession  of  property  as  a  crime,  or  that 
he  wished  to  penalise  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty. They  were  upon  a  fair  arguable 
principle  on  this  clause.  He  was  sure 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  proposed  it 
would  see  that  its  operation  could  not  be 
condneil  to  accumulations  in  the  Bank  of 
England.  If  it  were  agreed  to,  it«  opera- 
tions must  be  extended  to  accumnlationa 
in  the  Savings  Banks  and  elsewhere,  and, 
of  course,  to  insurances.  They  could  not 
pick  out  any  specific  mode  of  investment 
and  say,  "If  you  put  your  money  in  that 
investment  it  shall  be  relieved  from  pay- 
ing duty."  The  principle  of  the  clause, 
if 'adopted  at  all,  must  be  adopted  as  a 
whole,  that  principle  being  that  the  sum 
of  money  which  the  State  required  the 
property  of  a  deceased  person  to  pay 
should  itself  be  exempted  from  the  pay- 
ment of  all  duty.  There  could  be  no  half- 
way house.  If  they  once  admitted  tbe 
exemptions  from  the  payment  of  duty, 
they  could  not  stop  until  they  had  made 
the  concession  complete,  and  they  would 
have  to  extend  it  to  Legacy  Duty  ami 
Succession  Duty.  They  were  asked  to 
accept  this  Amendment  on  the  groiwd 
that  it  would  encourage  thrift,  but  why 
were  they  to  encourage  it  at  the  expense 
of  exempting  saved  money  for  this 
specific  purpose  ?  Why  shoold  not  rt 
extend  to  all  savings  ?  The  same  argn- 
ment  might  be  adduced  in  justification  of 
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a  proposal  that  the  State  should  offer  a  it  would  not  be  possible  if  be  was  to  get 
premiuiD  to  every  ooe  who  saved  money,  money  out  of  his  Budget.  That  was  a 
But  that  would  bo  an  uuteuable  and  in-  serious  argument  from  one  point  of  viow,< 
defensible  proposal.  He  did  not  under-  ^  but  it  was  no  argument  at  all  as  to 
stand  whether  the  Member  for  South  <  whether  the  principle  of  exemption 
Islington  had  dealt  with  large  or  small  was  a  right  one,  and  as  to  whe- 
properties.  He  knew  the  hon.  Member  ther  the  incidence  of  taxation  ought 
had  done  good  service  in  this  direction,  not  to  be  changed.  Surely  it  was 
and  he  sympathised  deeply  with  his  a  great  confession  of  weakness  for 
motive.  But  the  Chancellor  of  the  •  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say 
JSxchequer  had  pointed  out  that  the  in  answer  to  their  arguments  that  the 
duties  upon  properties  up  to  £1,000  way  he  proposed  was  the  only  way  in 
were  exceedingly  small,  and  he  did  not  ,  which  the  money  could  be  raided.  If  the 
think  any  system  could  be  contrived  to  exemption  were  right,  a  re-arraugemout 
deal  with  this  case.  With  regard  to  of  taxation  ought  to  be  effected,  8o  that 
intermediate  properties  where  a  few  the  Revenue  might  not  suffer,  although 
thousand   pounds  had   been  saved,   why    the  exemption   was  granted.     This  was 


should  a  certain  portion  of  the  savings 
be  picked  out  ?  People  who  accumu- 
lated property  of  that  class  always  did  it 
by  saving.     Why  should  they  pick  out  a 


not  an  exemption  asked  for  a  particular 
favoured  class  in  the  ordinary  sense  at 
all,  but  for  all  those  alike  who  chose,  in 
the   first    place,    to    exercise   a   certain 


time  amounted  to  upwards  of  10  millions 
per  annum.  The  Government  now  ex- 
pected that  they  would  amount  to  some- 
thing like  13  millions.  Anybody  could 
make  the  calculation  as  to  what  was  the 


certain  portion  ?  Say  a  man  had  made  amount  of  self-denial  and  saving  during 
£10,000.  The  duty  upon  that  would  be  ^  their  lifetime,  and  who,  in  the  second 
£400.  Why  should  they  say  that  the  ,  place,  from  the  moment  they  deposited 
property  was  only  worth  £9,600,  and  '  the  money  gave  the  Government  a 
that  they  were  to  have  £400  as  security  for  the  duty.  These  were 
an  encouragement  for  having  saved  it  ?  ,  substantial  reasons  why  the  clause 
What  this  House  had  got  to  face  and  should  be  accepted,  and  he  intended  to 
what   the  Government   had   got  to  face  !  support  it. 

that  the  Death  Duties  at  the  present  |      Commander  BETIIKLL  (York,  E.R., 

Iloldernesd)  said,  this  was  one  of  the 
most  reasonable  Amendments  which  had 
l>een  submitted.  It  had  been  proposed 
in  various  ways.  Personally,  he  thought 
the  best  proposal  was  that  which  sug- 
average  amount  of  duty  ))ayable  upon  gested  that  this  money  should  not  be  en- 
tbat  sum  per  annum.  Some  hon.  Gen-  tirely  released  from  the  burden  of  taxa- 
tJemen  thought  it  was  not  more  than  tton,  but  that  it  should  not  l>e  aggregated 
4  per  cent.,  the  Government  thought  it  ,  with  the  rest  of  the  estate.  So  far  as 
was  rather  more.  They  thought  that  his  hon.  and  learned  FriendV  Amend- 
baviug  regard  to  the  amount  which  the  ment  went,  if  he  went  to  a  Division  he 
future  Death  Duties  would  bring  in  the  would  vote  for  it,  although  he  thought 
sum  that  would  be  exempted  from  duty  the  provision  in  it  limiting  the  release  of 
annually  would  be  £500,000.  That  was  the  money  from  taxation  to  one  year  from 
a  sum  which  the  Exchequer  could  not  the  death  rather  marred  its  effect.  lie 
afford  to  give  up  simply  in  order  to  reward  ,  did  not  think  the  cUiuse  was  the 
men  for  doing  that  which  it  was  to  their  best  form  in  which  the  object  could 
own  interests  to  do.  It  was  not  fair  to ,  be  attained,  but  as  it  was  au  en- 
aaj  that  those  who  disapproved  this  pro-  deavour  in  the  right  direction  Jie  would 
posal  on  economical  and  fiscal  grounds  support  his  hon.  Friend.  With  r.'yar  i 
were  the  enemies  of  thrift.  What  they  to  the  remarks  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
were  not  prepared  to  do  was  to  encourage  for  India,  there  was  really  no  strict 
thrift  by  gifts  of  public  money.  analogy  between  the  argument  as  applied 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  that  what  he  might  to  the  existbg  law  and  the  argument  as 
«all  the  **  bankrupt  Budget  **  argument  applied  to  the  Bill  when  it  became  law. 
might  be  an  answer  to  every  proposition  '  Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
for  alleviation.  The  Chancellor  of  the  said,  he  understood  the  Secretary  for 
Exchequer  toUl  them  in  each  case  when  India  to  say  that  if  the  owner  of  an  estate 
tbej  asked  for  exceptions  to  be  made  that   of  £25,000,  which  was  liable  to  £1,000 
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duty,  were  danDg  his  lifetime  to  save : 
£1,000  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for' 
the  dutj,  aod  that  £1,000  were  not  to  ; 
be  aggregated,  the  dutj  would  fall  on 
£24,000  instead  of  on  £25,000.  He  sub- 
mitted that  that  was  not  so,  because  the 
£1,000  would  be  saved  out  of  income.  I 
•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  explained  that  [ 
what  he  said  was  that,  under  the  present : 
law,  if  a  man  dieil  worth  £25,000  he  < 
would  have  to  pay  £1,000,  and  under  the  i 
new  law  the  same  sum  of  monev  and  no  I 
more  wonld  have  to  be  paid.  The  prin-  j 
ciple  of  the  Amendment  was  that  the  ! 
£1,000  required  to  pay  duty  should  be  ; 
exempted,  and  therefore  duty  would  only 
be  paid  on  £24,000. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  that  was  ex-  j 
actly  what  he  ventured  to  deny.  The  I 
£1,000  was  saved  out  of  income.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  had  repeated  his  fallacy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Estate  Duty  would  only  be  paid  on 
£24,000,  but  he  must  again  assert  that  it 
would  be  paid  upon  £25,000,  and  the 
only  question  was  whether  it  should  be 
paid  on  £26,000. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
said,  as  he  understood  the  question  it 
amounted  to  this  :  If  a  man  at  present 
worth  £25,000  saved  £1,000  to  pay  the 
Death  Duties,  when  he  died  his  estate, 
instead  of  being  worth  £25,000,  would  be 
worth  £26,000,  cx>nsequent  upon  his 
savings.  The  Amendment  proposed  to 
exempt  that  increase  from  duty. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  entirely  misunderstood 
the  case.  In  the  case  given,  a  man  dying 
worth  £25,000  had  already  paid  £1,000 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
that  was  what  the  Amendment  amounted 
to.  The  £1,000  paid  into  the  Bank  of 
England  was  impounded  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue. 
Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
hon.  Members  opposite  could  see  that  if 
the  £1,000  was  paid  into  the  Bank  of 
England  it  would  be  impounded  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue.  The 
House  was  always  being  met  by  the 
case  of  Lazarus  paying  13s.  while  Dives 
paid  only  13d.  ;  but  when  Dives  came 
forward  and  said,  "  Take  my  purple  and 
fine  linen — I  will  give  you  even  the 
crumbs  that  fall  from  my  table,"  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  reply 
was,    "No,  I  will  wait  until    you   are 

Sir  /?.  Temple 


dead."  That  the  Cbaocellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  professed  to  wish  to  tax 
Dives,  should  refuse  to  accept  duty  from 
him  in  advance  passed  comprehension. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
"  I  will  not  take  it ;  I  will  wait  nntil 
yon  are  dead,  and  then  when  yon  have 
no  property  1  will  come  upon  your  suc- 
cessors, executors,  administrators,  and  all 
the  rest  of  them."  He  could  see  many 
objections  to  this  new  clause,  but  wonld 
not  take  up  the  whole  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  stating  them.  Among  other 
misapprehensions  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  had  been  kind  enough  to  tell 
the  House  that  comparing  the  old  and 
new  systems  the  incidence  of  the  tax 
on  foreign  property  passing  to  a  widow 
or  children  wonld  be  very  different. 
He  admitted  that  there  would  be  ao 
enormous  difference.  He  could  quite 
understand  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  not 
desiring  to  listen  to  argument,  for  they 
never  descended  to  argument  themselves, 
however  much  they  might  attempt 
definition.  Then  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  he  would  lose 
£500,000  if  everybody  accumulated 
sufficient  to  pay  the  Estate  Duty. 
But  was  it  likely  that  everybody 
wonld  do  so  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man defeated  his  own  argument.  If 
everybody  liable  to  the  duty  provided  the 
money  it  would  take  not  £500,000,  but 
£700,000  or  £800,000,  because  the  Death 
Duties  would  be  increased  5  6-1 0th  per 
oent.  They  were  obliged  to  make  their 
own  calculations,  because  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  had  all  the  figures, 
would  not  give  them  any  assistance.  He 
could  not  understand  this  resistance  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  this  general 
proposal  on  the  part  of  Dives  to  pay  this 
duty  in  advance.  The  position  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  regard 
to  this  matter  was  incomprehensible. 
Under  the  existing  law  amounts  set  apart 
to  pay  duties  were  not  taxed.  That  had 
always  been  the  principle  followed  and 
was  set  forth  in  the  Succession  Duty  Act. 
When  it  was  now  proposed  out  of  mere 
generosity  to  provide  funds  before  the 
death  for  the  payment  of  duties  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  accept 
the  proposal  with  the  utmost  enthusiasm* 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  he  wondered  what  kind 
of  reception  would  have  been  accorded 
to  such  a  clause  as  this  if  it  had  been 
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proposed  while  the  Party  opposite  were 
not  ID  power.  He  was  confident  that  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were 
to  allow  his  friends  to  vote  as  they  liked 
they  would  vote  for  this  clause.  There 
was  more  in  the  proposal  than  the  simple 
question  of  gain  or  loss  to  the  Exchequer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  always 
bringing  forward  the  millionaire  whom 
he  used  to  accuse  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  of  introducing,  but 
was  now  himself  continually  trotting  out. 
It  was  certainly  not  the  millionaires  or 
very  rich  men  who  would  avail  them- 
selves of  the  proposed  facility  ;  such 
persons  had  better  means  of  employing 
their  money,  and  would  probably  lose 
more  by  putting  it  into  Consols  than  they 
would  save  in  Estate  Duty.  But  there 
was  a  vast  class  of  professional  men  and 
others  who  occupied  a  position  between 
Dives  and  Lazarus,  and  who  experienced 
considerable  difficulty  in  finding  invest- 
ments, and  who  if  thev  had  this  additional 
encouragement  for  putting  their  money 
in  Consols  and  providing  in  that  way  for 
the  duty  would  find  it  a  prudent  course 
to  take.  The  advantages  need  not,  either, 
be  confined  to  professional  men.  The 
clause  might  be  so  adapted  as  to  make  it 
valuable  to  all  classes  of  persons.  He 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  this  point.  This 
was  not  a  clause,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  originally  put  it,  to  help  rich 
men.  It  might  be  made  of  assistance  to 
all  persons  who  put  aside  a  certain  sum 
during  their  lifetime,  not  in  the  way  of 
insurance  but  of  a  deposit  which  could 
not  be  withdrawn.  It  was  a  very 
ingenious  clause  which  had  been  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend  to  utilise  in- 
vestments in  this  manner,  and  he  felt 
sure  that,  if  the  clause  were  read  a  second 
time,  his  hon.  Friend  would  be  quite 
prepared  to  remove  the  limit  of  £50,  and 
to  extend  the  operation  of  his  proposal 
to  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  and  other 
institutions  of  a  similar  kind.  Arrange- 
ments were  made  when  he  was  in  Office, 
as  had  been  previously  pointed  out  in  the 
course  of  this  Debate,  by  which  the 
Bank  of  England,  for  a  very  small  com- 
mission, would  buy  Consols  for  any  person, 
whether  a  customer  of  the  Bank  or  not, 
and  would  allow  the  dividends  to  accu- 
mulate from  year  to  year.  That  plan  had 
answered  admirably  ;  the  system  was 
developing  and   extending  ;    and   there 


was  no  person  who  had  paid  more 
attention  to  it,  and  who  ought  to 
be  more  satisfied  with  it  than  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself. 
It  had  been  beneficial  to  vast  numbers  of 
persons  in  the  country,  and  Parliament 
might  well  assist  such  an  object.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  had  said  this  proposal 
might  be  extended  to  every  form  of 
saving,  but  that  had  not  hitherto  been 
the  principle  on  which  Parliament  had 
ucted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
refusal  amounted  to  this  :  that  Parliament 
should  not  encourage  thrift  by  any 
means.  He  was  not  sure  that  the 
principle  was  entirely  sound  ;  but,  at  all 
events,  this  was  not  a  principle  upon 
which  legislation  had  hitherto  proceeded. 
At  present  a  larger  amount  of  interest 
was  being  paid  on  Savings  Bank  de-' 
posits  than  the  State  could  well  afford, 
simply  because  it  was  considered  that 
thrift  should  be  encouraged,  and  no 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
ventured  to  diminish  that  rate  of  interest. 
Advantages  were  given  to  Friendly 
Societies  of  various  kinds  for  making 
investments  in  the  Post  Office,  and  in 
many  ways  the  principle  was  followed  of 
encouraging  thrift  not  by  any  great  out- 
lay of  public  money,  but  by  favouring 
certain  channels  of  thrift  where  greater 
security  was  given  than  in  other  direc- 
tions. A  proposal  which  would  induce 
a  number  of  persons  in  this  country  to 
invest  in  Consols  and  to  hold  Consols 
was  one  to  obtain  the  advantages  of 
which  Parliament  might  well  make  some 
sacrifice.  But  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  seemed  to  hold  the  prin- 
ciple that  Parliament  should  not 
encourage  thrift  by  any  sacrifice. 
Thrift,  therefore,  was  encouraged  by 
favouring  certain  channels  which  seemed 
to  offer  encouragements  to  thrift.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  guarded  this  proposal  by 
providing  that  the  money  invested  could 
not  be  withdrawn.  That  would  consti- 
tute a  great  difference  between  this  and 
other  kinds  of  savings.  Under  the  pre- 
sent proposal  the  money  invested  could 
not  be  touched;  while,  of  course,  ordi- 
nary savings  were  available  in  any  time 
of  trouble  or  emergency.  This  proposal 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the 
widow  and  children  of  any  man 
who  availed  himself  of  it.  No  new  prin- 
ciple  whatever    would    be  involved    in 
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saoctioniog  the  present  proposal,  for  it 
Already  existed  iu  the  case  of  the 
Legacy  Duty.  The  Government  had 
been  unable  to  bring  forward  any  stronger 
argument  against  its  acceptance  than 
that  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
as  to  the  loss  which  he  said  the  Revenue 
would  suffer.  The  Secretary  for  India 
had  asked  why  such  a  proposal  as  this 
had  not  been  brought  forward  before. 
The  reason  was  that  no  great  measure 
connected  with  the  Death  Duties  as  a 
whole  had  previously  been  submitted  to 
Parliament,  otherwise  clauses  such  as 
this  would  have  l)een  certain  to  be  intro- 
duced. There  was,  he  believed,  a  con- 
siderable feeling  amongst  the  public  that 
it  would  be  wise  to  encourage  both  in- 
surance and  the  accumulations  suggested 
by  his  hon.  Friend.  In  his  opinion,  how- 
ever attractive  this  mode  of  investment 
might  be,  there  would  be  nothing  like  the 
loss  anticipated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  It  would  not  become  by  any 
means  universal,  and,  even  if  it  were,  the 
arguments  of  his  hon.  Friend  had  shown 
that  the  Exchequer  would  not  lose.  If 
the  payment  were  mmle  out  of  income 
and  not  out  of  capital  a  considerable  sum 
would  be  set  apart  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  this  duty,  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
aggregated  with  the  bulk  of  the  property. 
He  believed  that  the  clause  would  tend  to 
the  encouragement  of  thrift,  and  should 
give  it  his  support  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  went  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had  no 

desire  to  prolong  the  Debate,  but  he  had 

to  make  a  suggestiou  in  the  way  of  a 

compromise  that  he  thought  might 
render  a  Division  unnecessary.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, if  they  could  not  relieve  the  pro- 
perty in  question  from  the  duty,  could 
not  see  their  way  to  except  it  from 
aggregation  with  the  bulk  of  the  pro- 
perty ?  If  the  Government  would  agree 
to  except  it  from  aggregation  he  should 
advise  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  not 
to  go  to  a  Division  upon  this  proposal. 
Of  course,  if  the  Goverument  did  not  see 
their  way  to  accept  the  suggestion,  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
would  feel  bound  to  record  their  opinion 
on  the  subject ;  but  he  rather  hoped 
that  the  compromise  that  he  had  sug- 
gested to  the  Goverument  would  meet 
with  their  favourable  acceptance. 

Mr.  Goschen 


Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  said,  be  waa 
sorry  he  could  not  give  a  favourable 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  sug- 
gestion, for  he  had  very  carefully  con* 
sidered  the  matter  with  the  asaistanceof 
those  most  competent  toad  vise  him  upou  it^ 
and  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had  arrived 
was  that  it  was  impossible  to  treat  this 
property  differently  from  the  way  iu  which 
other  property  was  treated.  There  was 
no  sound  financial  reason  for  drawing 
any  distinction  between  the  two  classes  of 
property,  and  therefore  he  could  uot 
accept  the  proposal  to  exempt  the  pro- 
perty in  question  either  from  aggregation 
or  from  pavment  of  duty. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex,  Horsham)  said,  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  a  moment  in  pointing 
out  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
why  this  portion  of  the  **  deceased 
man's  property, '*  as  he  called  it,  should 
be  distinguished  from  the  rest. 
The  Death  Duties  differed  from  In- 
come Tax  in  this  case,  because  the 
property  would  represent  accumulations 
diu*ing  the  lifetime  of  which  the  man 
would  have  no  opportunity  of  making 
use.  Why  should  not  a  prudent  man, 
who  wished  to  live  within  his  income 
and  considered  he  was  sufficiently  taxed, 
be  able  to  provide  a  margin  for  the  pay- 
ment which  would  have  to  be  made?  If 
he  had  an  opportunity  in  his  lifetime  of 
transferring  the  obligations  which  this 
greatly  increased  taxation  would  repre- 
sent, was  it  reasonable  or  fair  that  the 
property  which  he  had  set  aside  year  bj 
year  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  that 
taxation  should  be  subjected  to  aggre- 
gation and  to  payment  of  duty  upon  his 
death  ?  A  distinction  should  be  made  in 
the  case  of  any  fund  put  aside  in  a  man's 
lifetime  year  by  year,  representing  his 
unpaid  taxation,  and  left  to  accumulate 
until  his  death,  and  that  property  clearly 
should  be  relieved  from  aggregation  for 
the  payment  of  Estate  Duty. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  184; 
Noes  220.— (Division  List,  No.  160.) 

•Mr.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
moved  the  following  clause  : — 

(Works  of  Art.    Registration.) 

"  (1)  A  register  or  registers  of  worka  of  art 
shall  be  kept  by  such  person  or  peraons,  public 
body  or  bodies,  Ck>rporation  or  CV>rporations,  as 
the    Gommissioaers  shall  from  time  to  time 
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nominate  for  the  porpoee  (herein  referred  to  as 
the  registration  authority),  and  any  person  to 
whom  a  work  of  art  passes  npon  the  death  of 
the  deceased  may  (if  snch  worK  of  art  shall  not 
already  he  roistered  in  the  name  of  the 
deceased),  upon  compliance  with  such  condi- 
tions as  shall  from  time  to  time  be  prescribed 
by  the  registration  authority,  register  in  his 
name  in  the  prescribed  manner  a  description  of 
such  work  of  art,  and  the  registration  autibority 
shall  thereupon  give  such  person  a  certificate  of 
r^stration. 

(2)  If  a  work  of  art  forming  part  of  property 
passing  on  the  death  of  a  deceased  person  shall 
at  the  time  of  his  death  be  roistered  in  his 
name  or  shall  within  three  months  after  his 
death,  or  such  further  period  as  the  Commis- 
sioners shall  allow,  be  roistered  in  the  name  of 
the  person  to  whom  it  passes  upon  such  death, 
snch  work  of  art  shall  not  be  aggregated  with 
the  other  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the 
deceased,  nor  shall  Estate  Duty  be  paid  in 
respect  thereof  upon  the  death  of  the  de- 
ceased. 

(3)  If  a  registered  work  of  art  passing  upon 
the  death  of  the  deceased  shall  be  sold  before 
any  further  death  shall  occur  upon  which 
Estate  Duty  shall  or  would  but  for  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  become  payable,  duty  shall 
he  paid  to  the  Commissioners  upon  the  amount 
of  the  consideration  passing  on  such  sale. 

(4)  Upon  payment  to  the  Commissioners  of 
the  duty  under  the  preceding  sub-section  the 
certificate  of  registration  shall  be  deliveretl  up 
to  the  Commissioners,  who  shall  thereupon 
vacate  the  registration  and  give  to  the  person 
paying  the  duty  a  receipt  therefor, 

(5)  A  certificate  of  registration  and  receipt 
for  duty  under  this  section  shall  be  conclusive 
evidence  of  the  facts  therein  respectively 
appearing. 

(6)  The  Commissioners  shall  have  power 
from  time  to  time  to  make  rules  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  the  provisions  of  this  section  into 
effect. 

(7)  If  a  work  of  art  forming  part  of  property 
passing  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased  shall 
not  at  the  time  of  his  death  be  registered  in  his 
name,  or  shall  not  within  three  months  after 
his  death,  or  such  further  period  as  the 
CommisdoneiB  shall  allow,  be  registered 
in  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  it  passes 
upon  such  death,  such  work  of  art  shall  be 
^gi^cgated  with  the  other  property  passing  on 
the  death  of  the  deceased  and  the  value  thereof 
ascertained  in  the  manner  in  which  the  value 
of  other  personal  property  passing  upon  the 
death  of  a  deceased  person  is  ascertained  under 
this  Act. 

(8)  The  expression  'works  of  art'  shall 
include  pictures,  prints,  books,  manuscripts, 
antique  plate  and  furniture,  antiquities  of 
national  or  historic  interest,  articles  of  vertu, 
and  such  collections  thereof  and  such  other 
objects  or  classes  of  objects  as  the  Commis- 
sioners may  from  time  to  time  prescribe  to  be 
within  the  meaning  of  this  section.'' 

With  regard  to  any  probable  loss  which 
might  result  to  the  Revenue,  that  could 
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be  guarded  against  by  a  subsequent 
clause.  It  was  their  duly,  in  the  interest 
of  the  coantrjt  to  keep  these  great  works 
of  art  as  much  as  possible  in  the  country, 
and  he  believed  this  clause  would  have 
that  effect.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  clause  would  meet  with  the  favour- 
able consideration  of  the  House.  The 
hoD.  Gentleman  said  that  this  new 
clause  followed  the  lines  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  proposed  in  Committee. 
His  proposal  then  was  that  a  register 
should  be  established  and  kept  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  authorities,  and  the 
argument  used  against  it  was  that  this 
would  be  a  very  inconvenient  duty  to 
throw  upon  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue.  Now,  therefore,  his  suggestion 
was  that  the  registers  should  be  kept  by 
such  Public  Bodies  as  might  be  nominated 
by  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities,  his 
notion  being  that  probably  the  Trustees 
of  the  National  Gallery  in  the  case  of 
pictures,  and  the  South  Kensington 
Museum  authorities  in  other  cases, 
would  gladly  make  themselves  re- 
sponsible. There  was  another  altera- 
tion as  between  the  proposal  which  he 
made  in  Committ'Oe  and  that  which  he 
now  set  before  the  House,  which  had 
reference  to  the  registration  fee  and 
the  payment  of  duty  at  the  higher 
rate ;  but  he  was  informed  that  in 
the  terms  he  had  set  it  down  it  would 
not  be  in  Order.  If  tbe  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  accept  his  Amend- 
ment there  was  no  reason  whv  he  should 
not  in  some  other  form  attain  its  object 
by  the  introduction  of  another  clause 
which  should  be  at  his  own  disposal. 
The  effect  of  the  Amendment  which  he 
(Mr.  Byrne)  proposed  was  that  registers 
should  be  kept  by  the  proper  authorities, 
and  that  any  persons  desirous  of  register- 
ing works  of  art  should,  after  compliance 
with  the  regulations,  be  exempt  from 
payment  of  duty  until  sale  took  place, 
when  he  should  be  entitled  to  pay  the 
duty  out  of  the  purchase  money  ;  and, 
further,  that  there  should  be  no  aggrega- 
tion for  the  purposes  of  the  Estate  Duty. 
The  arguments  which  he  put  before  the 
Committee  in  introducing  the  Amend- 
ment were  that  it  was  to  the  interest  of 
the  people  of  this  country  that  works  of 
art  should  be  kept  in  their  midst,  and 
that  iSo  temptation  should  be  offered  to 
their  possessors  to  alienate  them.  That 
principle  had    been  followed   by  other 
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oountiieS)  and  was  regarded  everywhere 
as  a  Sound  principle.  Apart  from  that^ 
the  argument  wlileh  he  used  in  Com'^ 
.mittee  he  still  maintained — that  if  the 
duty  was  30  enormously  increased 
upon    non  *  productive    properties    the 

•eflbct    must    necessarilv    be    to    injure 
the    true    interests    of    Axt.      People 
would  not  spend  large  sums  of  money 
on  the  productions  of  the  best  modem 
artists  if    they    knew    that,    in    addi- 
tion to  the  expense  of  keeping  them, 
and  the  uncertainty  of  and  the  fluctuation 
in  their  value,  duty  would  have  to  be 
paid  upon  their  death  at  a  high  rate,  and 
that  ail  their  pictures  would  have  to  be 
<^gregated  with  such  other  property  as 
they  might  leave  in  order  to  ascertain 
what  was  the  amount  of  duty  payable  on 
>the  whole.     He  might   urge  upon  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  case  of 
a  man  who  might  have  in  his  possession 
pictures  which  apart  from  their  value  as 
works    of    art,    he   particularly   valued 
because  they  were  the  portraits  of  his 
own  ancestors.    A  man  with  £20,000  to 
leave  might  have  a  couple  of  pictures  by 
Reynolds  or  Gainsborough  which  were  of 
hi9torical  worth.    It  was  possible  that 
they  might  fetch  on  sale  £1 1,000  a-piece. 
That  man  might  be  reduced  to  the  direst 
poverty,  but  if  he  was  a  man  of  pride  or 
•of  sentiment  he  would  not  part   with 
pictures  in  which  he  had  a  sentimental 
interest.        Then,    supposing    he     had 
£20,000  to  leave  to  his  family,  under  the 
proposals  of  the  Bill  the  value  of  these 
pictures   would  be  aggregated  with  the 
rest  of  the  estate,  so  that  he  must  pay 
duty  upon  the  £40,000  scale  instead  of 
the  £20,000.    This  sentimenUl  interest, 
whether  derided  or  respected,  existed  all 
the  same>  and  was  closely  bound  up  with 
the  deepest  feelings  oi    a  good  many 
people  in  this  country.    It  was,  in  fact, 
equivalent  to  that    feeling  which   was 
treated  with  so  much  respect  when  it  was 
called  **  land  hunger  **  in  Ireland.     That 
feeling    could  not  be   eradicated    from 
human    nature ;     and    be    said    it   was 
a    hard     thing     to    make    people    pay 
upon     pictures     which     had     acquired 
a  value  independently  of  their  ^  worth  as 
works  of  art  simply  because  they  repre* 
sen  ted  the  ancestors  of  the  owners.    He 
hoped  the  House  would  favourably  con- 
sider this  clause. 

Mr.  B^me 


Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  fiist 
time. 

* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.** 
— (Mr»  Byrne.) 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  said,  it  was  a 
painful  thing  to  be  always  saying  ^  No,** 
but  he  thought  the  House  understood 
that  the  new  clauses  really  raised  ques- 
tions which  had  been  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee, and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  be  thought  obdurate  if  they 
again  declared  that  they  could  not 
accept  these  clauses.  When  they  came 
to  the  Amendments  to  the  Bill  he  hoped 
it  would  be  found  that  the  Government 
had  endeavoured  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
mises they  had  given  in  Committee. 
With  regard  to  the  present  proposal,  he 
must  repeat  that  it  was  impossible  in  a 
Bill    of  this  character  to  meet    every 

special  case.  They  must  act  upon  some 
principle,  and,  as  the  Leader  of  tiie  Oppo- 
sition had  said,  the  test  must  be  saleable 
value.  To  discriminate  between  parti- 
cular kinds  of  property  because  they  had 
a  pretium  affecHonii  was  impossible  in 
a  Bill  of  this  description,  and  had  never 
been  attempted  in  any  legislation  of  this 
character  before.  He  observed  that  the 
contention  here  was  that  registration 
would  prevent  works  of  art  from  leaving 
the  country.  That  reminded  him  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  was 
supp<nting  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  over  Derby  Day  he 
said  that  one  good  reason  why  the  House 
of  Commons  should  go  to  the  Derby  was 
that  it  would  encourage  the  owners  of 
English  racehorses  to  keep  them  in 
England,  instead  of  selling  them  to  go 
abroad.  That  was  an  admiraUe 
argument  in  its  way,  but  it  was  dis* 
counted  by  the  fact  that  the  horse  which 
nearly  won  the  Derby  was  sold  the  very 
next  day  to  go  abroad.  \^A  cry  op*'  Nol  ••] 
WeU,  at  all  events,  the  result  was  that  the 
second  beet  horse  in  England  was  imme- 
diately sold  to  go  abroad.  If  it  suited  the 
owner  he  would  send  them  abroad.  Conse- 
quently he  had  some  scepticism  about  theae 
specific  remedies  for  preventing  pioturvs 
going  abroad.    Neither  was  he  prepared 
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to  saj  that  the  sule  of  pictures  made  them 
leas  valuable  from  a  public  point  of  view. 
Oa  the  contrarj,  he  fouu4  that  verj  few 
persons  had  ever  seen  some  of  the  most 
famous  pictures  until  thej  went  to 
Christie^s,  and,  on  the  whole,  he  imagined 
that  the.  knowledge  of  pictures  was  not 
retarded,  but  was  accelerated,  by  the  sale 
and  redistribution  and.  re-arrangement  of 
pictures  which  took  place  from  time  to 
tune.  No  doubt  a  proportion  of  our 
works  of  art  went  abroad,  but,  on  the 
whole,  ^e  balance  of  trade  was  in  favour 
of  England.  The  imports  into  England 
were  much  larger  than  the  exports.  The 
proposed  clause  relieved  the  Inland 
Revenue  authorities  from  the  duty  of 
registration,  but  it  left  it  to  them  to  pre- 
acribe  what  were  articles  of  vertu.  He 
had  never  seen  the  word  "  vertu  *'  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament  before,  and  he  could 
find  no  definition  of  it  in  the  Interpreta- 
tion Act.  Therefore,  to  ask  the  Commis- 
sioners to  prescribe  what  were  articles  of 
vertu  was  to  impose  upon  them  a  rather 
inappropriate  task. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  have  overlooked  the  fact  that  if 
pictures  were  settled  thej  escaped  Probate 
Duty  altogether,  and  that  settlement  wa^i 
the  course  followed  in  the  case  where  a 
picture  was  particularly  valued.  He 
must  say  he  was  surprised  at  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
with  regard  to  the  exports  and  imports 
of  pictures,  for,  speaking  with  some  per- 
sonal knowledge,  he  believed  that  for 
every  good  French  picture  that  came  to 
England  10  or  20  went  to  America. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  What  I  said 
was  that  more  pictures  came  into  England 
than  went  out  of  England). 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  This  matter 
was  partly  one  of  sentiment  and 
partly  one  of  national  importance.  The 
desirability  of  offering  every  reason- 
able inducement  for  keeping  great  pic- 
tures and  works  of  art  in  the  country 
was,  in  his  opinion,  a  matter  of  national 
importance,  and  he  certainly  had  hoped 
that  a  reasonable  concession  would  have 
been  made  by  the  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  how  the 
Inland  Revenue  was  to  know  whether  the 
works  of  art  existed  or  were  sold.  What 
was  the  protection  at  the  present  time  ? 


Everybody  knew  that  documentary  evi- 
dence had  to  be  sent  to  Somerset  House, 
and  that  the  possession  of  such  property 
had  to.be  disclosed.  If  they  could  rely 
upon  the  affidavit  made  by  the  respon- 
sible representative  of  the  estate  as  lair 
and  just  at  present,  they  could  rely  upon 
receiving  information  as  to  works  of  art 
being  sold.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemui 
was  not  entitled  to  assume  that  persons 
who  did  not  make  false  statements  about 
the  possession  of  works  of  art  would  yet 
make  false  statements  about  those  works 
having  been  sold.  Rules  have  to  be 
arranged,  of  course,  in  order  to  secure  a 
proper  return  being  made.  He  would 
point  out  that  the  fact  that  a  register  had 
to  be  kept  would  in  a  few  years  create 
self-acting  machinery  whereby  the  Inland 
Revenue  would  be  able  to  know  at  once 
whether  or  not  the  works  of  art  really 
did  belong  to  the  persons  who  had  pre- 
viously registered  them.  On  every  death 
occurring  there  would  be  a  return  made, 
so  that  the  p^iods  when  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  claim  the  duty  would 
be  the  periods  when  there  would  be  a 
change  on  the  register.  In  this  case  they 
were  dealing  with  a  class  of  property 
which  could  not  be  turned  into  money 
and  was  not  intended  to  b^ — property 
on  which  a  man  never  could  obtain  a 
single  sixpence.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
made  light  of  this  Amendment,  which 
was  founded  upon  a  natural  and  just 
desire  not  to  put  on  the  market  property 
which  was  worth  more  from  the  point  of 
view  of  sentiment  than  from  the  point 
of  view  of  market  value.  The  proposal 
made  was  a  reasonable  one,  and  he  trusted 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  accept  it. 

•Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury) 
said,  he  must  express  his  keen  disap- 
pointment at    the    unsympathetic    tone 

which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  adopted.  Here  was  an  opportunity 
when  the  Government  might  have  well 
given  a  helping  hand  to  Art  in  this 
country  at  a  time  when  that  help  was 
much  needed.  He  feared  that  if  the 
owners  of  pictures  had  this  extra  burden 
imposed  upon  them  it  would  have  the 
indirect  effect  of  sending  from  this 
country  a  large  number  of  pictures  which 
we  could  ill  afford  to  lose.    He  believed 
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the   Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer  was 
•  correct  in    0tating  that  the   balance  of 
trade  in  respect  of  pictures  was  rather  In 
faTour  of  this  countrj^  that  was  to  say, 
that  more  pictures  entered  England  than 
left  it ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
woald  consult  those  who  were  best  able 
to  give  him  information  npon  the  matter, 
they  would  tell  him  that  during  the  last 
18  months  or  two  years  some  of  the  most 
valuable  examples  of  our  older  masters 
had    been    leaTlng    the   country   in  far 
larger     proportion     than    at    any    time 
previously.     We  could  not  afford  to  part 
with  the  masterpieces  of  Gainsborough, 
Reynolds,  and   the  other  great  masters 
who  were  dead.     Moreover,  he  believed 
that  every  inducement  ought  to  be  held 
out  to  the  getting  together  of  large  col- 
lections of  pictures,  because  the  nation 
was    benefited   by  such  collections,  the 
people  who  owned  them  very  frequently 
sending  selections  from  them  about  the 
country  for  purposes  of  exhibition.     In 
that  manner  many  thousands  of  people 
were  enabled  to  enjoy  works  of  art  which, 
if  scattered  about  in  various  hands,  would 
never    be  on  exhibition  at  all.     There 
was    another    objection    to    the  course 
which   the  Crovemment  wished  to  take. 
At  present,  when  a  man  left  a  large  col- 
lection of  works  of  art  behind  him,  he 
frequently    gave    directions    that    they 
should  be  sold  at  a  reasonable  price,  the 
idea  being  that  it  would  be  some  tempta- 
tion    to    those   who    had     control     of 
our  great  national  or  municipal  collec- 
tions to  purchase  them.     He  was  aware 
that  the  question  of  sympathy  with  Art 
was  not  a  very  practical  question  con- 
nected  with   the  discussion  of  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence,  but  at  the  same  time 
he   thought  articles   of    art   and   vertu 
ought     to    have    been     the    very   last 
selected  for  this  extra  impost.     It  must 
be  remembered  that  those  who  acquired 
pictures  for  their  own   pleasure   or  for 
the    pleasure    of    the    public    received 
nothing  in    the    way    of    interest.     He 
thought  that  this  fact  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered in  determining  the  mode  of  im- 
posing the  new  duty  upon  them.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed  to 
think  that  it  was  as  easy  to  value  pictures 
as    it    was    to  value   Stocks   or  shares. 
The    case    of    the    Adrian    Hope    col- 
lection    recently     sold      proved     that 
this  was  not  so.     The  general  opinion 

Mr.  QuUter 


was  that  that  eoUeelioo  would  fetdi  at 
least  £100,000,  and  he  happened  to  know 
that  the  lowest  valuatioii  thai  was  plaeed 
upon  it  by  the  moat  expert  peraon  who 
was  called  in  to  value  it  was  £76,000. 
Well,  after  the  sale  bad  beeo  pudled  aad 
advertised    in    an    almoet    anexanipled 
manner,  the  eoUection  realised  £47,000. 
This  showed  that  even  in  the  case  of  a 
collection  on  which  the  attention  of  so 
many  men  was  riveted,  it  was  impossible 
to  arrive  at  a  valuation  which  was  aoy- 
thing  like  the  real  market  value.     Thia 
case  was,  of  course,  only  one  of  tboosapds. 
He  must  protest  in  the  name  of  the  art- 
loving  and  art-collecting  public  a^atost 
the  want  of  sympathy  with  them  whi^ 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad 
manifested  in  his  treatment  of  this  pro- 
posal. 

Mb.  FREEMAN-MITFOBD  (War- 
wick, Stratford)  said,  he  should  like  to 

say   one  word  on   behalf  of  the  small 
collectors.     If  there  was  one  thing  that 
constituted    a     greater     contrast     tbati 
another  between  the  sn^ll  country  houses 
of  this   country  and  the  small  country 
bouses  of  other  countries  it  was  the  fact 
that  in  almost  every  one  of  the  former 
works  of  art  were  to  be  found  that  had 
been  handed  down  from  father  to  son. 
When  works  of  art  were  in  the  booses 
of  the  people,  they  had,  in  the  opinioD 
of  their  owners,  far  greater  value  than 
when  they  were  anywhere  else.     They 
became,  as  it  were,  an  historical  reoord  of 
the  various  occupants  who  had  held  the 
property.     Many  of  them  were  ancestral 
portraits  of    very    great  interest*      He 
himself  knew  many  small  houses  in  his 
own  neighbourhood  in  which  there  were 
works    of    art    to    which    the    owners 
attached    the    greatest    value.      These 
owners  were  not  rich  men,  but  were  men 
upon  whom  the  Legacy  Duty  would  faU 
with  exceptional  hardship,  and  it  was 
very    doubtful     whether,    unless    some 
Amendment  were  agreed  to,  they  would 
be  able  to  retain  their  works  <^  art  at 
all.     He  did  think  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  take  the  cases 
of  these  people  into  consideration.   They 
were  at  least  as  deserving  of  consideratioD 
as  those  rich  people  who  had  formed  great 
collections,  and  they  formed  quite  a  dis- 
tinctive feature  of  this  country.     There 
was  another  case  which  he  ventured  la 
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«al>mit  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x* 
chequer.  It  yery  often  happened  that  a 
rich  man  wished  to  bequeath  to  a  friend, 
who  was  perhaps  in  humble  circum- 
atanceSy  some  work  of  art  in  which  that 
friend  had.  possiblj  taken  great  delight 
as  a  memento  of  their  friendship.  The 
friend,  if  he  were  poor,  would  be  unable  to 
retain  the  work  of  art  if  he  had  to  pay 
these  enormous  Death  Duties  upon  it. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  no  actual 
value  in  money  would  accrue  to  the  in- 
heritor. He  hoped  th^t  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would,  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  grant  some  relaxation  in 
this  mattor«  as  he  might  very  well  do 
without  inflicting  any  great  loss  upon 
the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  he 
felt  it  was  almost  in  vain  to  appeal 
further  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  this  point,  but  he  felt  compelled 
to  do  so,  not  in  the  interest  of  any  par- 
ticular person,  but  in  the  interest  of  the 
English  public,  who  were  learning  year 
by  year  to  care  more  for  beautiful  things, 
and  especially  for  pictures.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  almost  ad- 
mitted that  his  proposals  would  lead  to  a 
great  number  of  sales  of  great  collections 
of  pictures,  and  had  said  that  picture 
sales  tended  to  educate  the  public.  No 
doubt  some  sales  had  let  the  public  know 
for  the  first  time  what  treasures  we 
possessed  in  this  country,  but  in  too 
many  cases  they  found  these  trea- 
sures out  only  to  lose  them.  Nobody 
seemed  to  know  that  there  was  in  a 
private  collection  in  this  country  a  Dante 
illustrated  by  Botticelli  until  it  was  sold 
to  the  German  Government.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  term  ^^  local  museums  ** 
was  an  inappropriate  one  to  apply  to 
many  of  the  great  country  houses  in 
which  many  fine  pictures  were  safely 
housed,  and  to  which  the  public  had 
access. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  me  to  point  out  that 
there  is  no  provision  in  this  clause  that 
anybody  should  have  access  to  any  of 
these  picture  galleries  ?  The  clause 
would  apply  to  places  where  nobody  is 
allowed  to  see  a  single  picture. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  he  thought 
that  point  might  be  easily  met,  and  he 


ventured  to  say,  from  his  own  knowledge, 
that  a  large  number  of  country  houses 
where  there  were  collections  of  pictures 
were  open  to  the  public.  He  believed  that 
in  London  there  were  two  collections 
to  which  it  was  difficult  to  obtain  ad- 
mission, but  in  the  country  collections 
were  generally  open  on  two  or  three  days 
a  week.  In  this  countrv  we  were  at  the 
disadvantage  of  having  no  public  local 
collections  except  in  Manchester,  Liver- 
pool, Birmingham,  and  some  other  large 
towns.  In  France  and  Italy  there  were 
very  few  towns  in  M'hich  there  were  not 
to  be  found  one  or  two  public  collections 
containing  sometimes,  perhaps,  one  or  two 
masterpieces  among  the  other  pictures. 
The  substitute  in  England  for  these  col- 
lections was  the  collections  in  country 
houses.  He  thought  it  would  be  unjust 
and  unwise  to  break  up  these  collections. 
If  they  were  nominally,  as  they  were  in 
effect,  public  collections,  nobody  would 
think  of  suggesting  that  the  State  should 
put  a  tax  upon  them  with  the  result 
possibly  of  driving  them  from  our  shores. 
It  must  not  be  forgotten  thai  there  had 
been  people  who  had  lent  important 
pictures  to  the  National  Gallery  and  to 
exhibitions  at  Bethnal  Green  for  a  long 
series  of  years.  There  was  every  reason 
to  believe  that  such  action  would  be  re- 
peated more  and  more  in  the  future  as  the 
public  appreciated  works  of  art  better. 
He  thought  that  the  rejection  of  this 
Amendment  would  strike  a  damaging 
blow  at  the  development  of  the  love  of 
beauty  which  all  had  been  glad  to  recog- 
nise in  recent  years  amongst  our  country- 
men. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  did  not 
agree  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  the  sales  of  private  collec- 
tion of  pictures  would  lead  to  such 
pictures  being  exhibited  in  places  of 
public  resort^.  The  number  of  pictures 
added  to  the  National  Gallery  each  year 
was  extremely  limited,  whilst  the  collec- 
tions formed  by  Municipalities  were  there- 
suit  of  purchases  of  pictures  very  recently 
painted  and  which  had  come  either  from 
the  studio  of  the  painter  or  from  some 
well-known  picture  dealer.  As  to  pic- 
ture sales  having  an  educational  value, 
he  could  not  agree  to  any  extent 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
as  the  number  of  persons  who  went  to 
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▼iew  pictures  that  were  for  sale  was 
very  small  indeed.  It  must  also  be 
borne  in  mind  that  sales  of  pictures 
would  not  add  to  the  number  of  valuable 
loan  collections  that  were  to  be  seen 
every  year.  He  himself  desired  to  see 
the  private  collections  of  pictures  retained 
in  this  country,  and  not  to  have  them 
sent  to  the  Continent,  where  too  many 
of  them  had  gone  in  recent  years.  It 
was,  he  thought,  desirable  to  encourage 
people  to  keep  their  family  pictures  in 
their  own  hands.  Some  regard  ought 
also  to  be  shown  for  the  artists  them- 
selves. There  was  no  doubt  that  if 
pictures  painted  by  British  artists  were 
detained  in  this  country  the  artists  would 
obtain  larger  commissions,  and  art  would 
more  greatly  flourish  here. 

Mr.  a.  J.    BALFOUR  :    I  do    not 
propose  to  detain  the  Committee  at  any 
length  on  this  Amendment,  because    I 
have  already  made  more  than  one  speech 
in  defence  of  its  principle,  which,  I  con- 
fess, I  think  an  extremely  strong  one. 
iThe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  dis- 
missed in  very  brief  terms  the  argument 
which   he   described   as    that  of  pretio 
affeciionis.      He  has  laid  it  down  that 
there  is  really  no  principle  on  which  the 
House  should  accept  an  Amendment  of 
this  kind.     I  think  there  is  a  principle, 
and  that  that  principle  is  actually  em- 
bodied  in   existing   legislation.      When 
you  tax  the  pretio  affectionis  you  im- 
pose a  burden  on  an  individual  which 
"you  do  not  impose  on  other  members  of 
the  community.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   has,  I   think,  forgotten,  when  he 
defends  what  he  calls  bis  principle,  that 
that  principle  has  been  already  violated 
by   our    existing    system    of    taxation. 
Plate  and  articles  of  furniture  already  in 
use  are  subjected  under  our  existing  law 
to  the  kind  of  system   which  my   hon. 
and  learne.l  Friend  wishes  to  adopt  for 
works  of  art  generally.     This  is  under  ii 
cliiuse  of  the  Succession  Duty  Act.     I 
do  not  see  that  in  this  case  the  distinction 
between  probate  and  succession  is  material. 
In  the   argument  I  am  using — namely, 
that  it  is  unfair  to  put  a  tax  on  objects 
the  money  value  of  which  is  not  realised 
— it  is  irrelevant  to  tell  me  that  it  is  under 
the  Succession  Duty  and  not  under  the 
Probate  Duty  that  the  existing  exemptions 
apply.  I  will  not  press  this  matter  further; 

Sir  F.  S.  Powell 


I  will  only  say  with  regard  to  the  sobjeei 
of  works  of  art  going  out  df  Btigluid 
that  it  seems  to  me  qoile  ineonoeivaUe 
that  rf,  as  the  result  of  this  doty,  emne^rf 
our  great  collections  are  broken  np,  there 
would  be  in  future  a  power  ctf  alMorbiiig 
them  within  the   four  seu.     1  do   not 
believe   it ;   I   think   that  some  of  them 
must     overflow     and    go    into    foreign 
countries.  That  actually  happened  under 
the  Hamilton  sale,  and  you  will  have  it 
happen  far  more  in  the  future  under  the 
new   condition   of   things   introduced  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  because 
as  a  result  of  the  duty  far  more  collections 
will  be  broken  up  and  thrown  en  bloc  on 
the  market,  and  it  will  happen  the  more 
because  fewer  people  will  be  prepared  to 
buy  and  invest  their  money  in  a  kind  of 
private  property  which  brings  in  no  in- 
come during  their  lives,  but  which,  in 
consequence   of   the  Death   Duties  and 
aggregation,    will  impose    very    heavy 
burdens  on  their  successors.     For   that 
reason  the  result  of  your  taxation  is,  it 
must  be,  to  bring  to  Christie's  not  merely 
the  comparatively  small  collections  that 
find  their  way  there  at  present,  but  very 
large  collections;  and  nothing  will  make 
me  believe,  in  the  present  condition  of 
things — when  America  is  beginning  lobe 
a  great    competitor    in    this   particular 
market   with   English    capital — nothing 
will  make  me  believe  that  when  great 
collections  are  brought  into  the  market, 
large  slices  of  them  cannot  be  absorbed 
by  English  wealth,  and  will   not  find  a 
market  elsewhere,  and  probably  one  that 
will  prevent  them  ever  returning  to  the 
shores   of  a  country   which  has  shown 
itself   so  ill-qualified  to  appreciate    the 
great  treasures  which  it  already  possesses. 
I  believe  that  in  this  matter,  if  only  we 
consult  the  general  sentiment  of  the  out- 
side public,  we  should  carry  this  Amend- 
ment, or  something  like  it,  by  an  over- 
whelming   majority.       This    is    not    a 
question  in  which  the  rich  are  concerned 
so  much  as  the  poor,  and  I  believe  that  if 
the  Members  who   claim    to  be  the  re- 
presentatives    and     special     exponenU 
of    rertain     sections    of     working-class 
opinion  were  here,  they  would  back  me 
up  when  I  say  that  they  and  those  who 
returned   them    to   this   House   feel  as 
strongly  as  any  other  section  of  the  com- 
munity how  great  a  power  in  the  public 
national  culture  these  works  in  the  hands 
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oS  pnvatd  individimlB  are,  and  who  woold 
deplore  any  meadtire  which  would  drive 
them  out  of  the  countrj^  with  a  depth  of 
coDvictioQ  not  to  be  surpaesed  by  any  sec- 
tion who  have  spoken  in  favour  of  this 
Amendment.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
la  never  happy,  apparently,  unless  he  can 
find  some  excuse  for  accepting  an  Amend- 
ment that  squares  with  what  he  calls  the 
principles  of  his  Bill.      There  are   two 
broad  principles  I  woilld  beg  him  to  re- 
member. One  is  justice  to  the  individual, 
and  the  other  expediency  to  the  commu- 
nity, and  if  we  can  show,  as  we  have 
shown  abundantly,  this  removes  an  in- 
justice to  the   individual,  and  that  its 
adoption  will  confer  a  great  benefit  upon 
the  community  at  large,  we  do  not  con- 
sider ourselves   required  to  grub  about 
among  these  clauses  to  find  any  principle 
to  justify  the  proposal  now  pressed  upon 
the  House.     If  the  Chancellor  of  the  fix- 
chequer  has  made  up  his  mind,  I  do  not 
imagine  it  is  worth  while  for  us  to  ex- 
pend any  more  of  our  powers  of  persua- 
sion upon  his  obdurate  heart,  but  we  have 
felt  ourselves  hound  to  give  him  this  one 
last  chance  of  carrying  out  the  policy 
which  I  am  sure  he  sympathises  with  in 
bis  heart,  and  if  he  will  not  accept  the 
Amendment  in  the  place  of  penitence, 
there  is  nothing  more  we  can  do  in   the 
matter.      Certainly,   we   should   not   be 
doing  our  duty,  either  to  the  iudividual 
owner  of  pictures,  or,  what  is  more  im- 
portant, to  the  art-loving  public,  had  we 
not   endeavoured,   to   the    hest    of    our 
ability,  to  induce  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   to  accept  an  Amendment    which 
would   not   injure   the  Exchequer,  and 
which  would  greatly  benefit  the  public. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  86  ;  Noes 
123.— (Division  List,  No.  161.) 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  next  clause 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Islington  (Mr,  Hartley) 
^ould  more  appropriately  come  as  an 
Amendment  to  Clause  33* 

•  Sir  R.  WEBSTER  moved  the  fol- 
lowing clause : — 

(Warka  of  art  exemption  ,<rom  djity.) 

"(1)  If  any  works  of  art  are  settled  as  h^- 
loozos  any  person  interested  under  the  settle- 
ment may  i^gister  the  settlement  witli  th^  Com- 


misBionem,- and  during  the  oontinwuioe  theieof' 
the  duties  payable  under  this  Act  ^lall  not  oe 
levied  in  respect  of  the  works  of  art  thereby 
settled.    '  '*   *•■ 

(2)  If  any  work  of  art  scdled  by  a  settlement 
registered  under  this  section  shall  be  sold 
during  the  continuance  of  the  settlement,  duty 
shall  be  paid  on  the  amount  of  the  oonsideration 
passing  on  such  sale. 

(3)  If  upon  the  determination  of.  any  settle- 
ment whereby  works  of  art  are  settled,  such 
works  of  art  are  not  immediately  thereupon 
resettled,  and  the  settlement  registered  under 
this  section,  duty  shall  be  paid. on  the  value  of 
such  works  of  art. 

(4)  The  expression  /*  works  of  art "  shall  in- 
clude pictures,  prints,  antique  plate  and  furni- 
ture, antiquities  of  national  or  historic  interest, 
articles  <k  vertu,  and  such  other  objects  or 
classes  of  objects  as  the  Commissioners  may 
from  time  to  time  prescribe  to  be  works  of  art 
within  the  meaning  of  this  section." 

He  said  that  this  clause  was  much 
narrower  in  scope  than  the  previous  one. 
The  House  rejected  the  last  Amend- 
ment on  the  ground  that  inasmuch  as 
these  articles  and  pictures  of  the  character 
to  which  it  referred  were  now  subject  to 
Probate  Duty  it  was  not  right  there 
should  be  any  exemption  in  their  favour. 
But  the  class  of  property  which  the 
present  clause  related  to  had  never  been 
suhject  to  duty.  Heirlooms  were  not 
subject  to  duty,  therefore  the  objection 
taken  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  they  were  seeking  to  exempt 
from  Probate  Duty  property  which  was 
now  subject  to  that  duty  did  not  apply  to 
the  present  Amendment.  Heirlooms  were 
only  heirlooms  when  they  were  settled, 
and  in  respect  to  which  the  owner  for 
the  time  being  could  derive  no  benefit. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Sib  R.  WEBSTBR  said,  that  with 
regard  to  the  class  of  property  to  which 
his  clause  related,  no  realisation  could 
possibly  take  place,  and  no  enjoyment, 
in  the  aen^  of  pecuniary  advBi|tag«> 
could  possibly  be  derived.  On  the 
contrary,  Uie  clause  was  Ihiilted  sitrictly 
and  solely  to  that  property  settled  as 
heirlooms,  and  which  must  be  registered, 
as  heirlooms  before  they  could  \^  ex-^^ 
empted.  He  would  further  point  out 
that  if  such  heirlooms  were  sold  during 
the  continuance  of  the  settlement  duty 
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was  to  be  paid  on  the  value  realised  by 
the  sale,  and  if  there  was  not  an  immediate 
re-settlement,  bat  the  settlement  itself 
came  to  an  end,  duty  was  to  be  paid  on 
the  valuable  works  of  art  which  were 
not  rcHsettled.  There  was  one  class  of 
national  property  which  had  not  jet 
received  sufficient  attention.  He  referred 
to  ancient  documents.  It  was  within  his 
knowledge  that  there  were  in  possession 
of  private  owners  most  valuable  historic 
documents,  which  were,  in  fact,  invalu- 
able for  the  purposes  of  national  history, 
which  could  be  turned  into  money  and 
which  would  produce  large  sums  if  not 
protected  from  sale.  He  would  point 
out  that  his  Amendment  provided  that 
articles  only  should  be  exempt  which 
were  such  as  the  Commissioners  should 
from  time  to  time  prescribe  to  be  works 
of  art  within  the  meaning  of  the  section. 
This  was  a  class  of  property  which,  at 
the  present  time,  was  not  liable  to  duty 
at  all,  therefore,  the  Bill  proposed  a  fresh 
tax,  and  the  Amendment  was  in  the 
interest  not  only  of  private  individuals, 
but  of  the  community  at  large,  and  was 
only  restoring  to  that  class  of  property 
known  as  heirlooms  the  exemption  they 
now  possessed  from  being  liable  to 
probate  or  its  analogue,  the  Estate 
Duty.  It  was  a  class  of  property  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
exempt  without  outraging  his  conscience 
or  sense  of  public  duty.  He  was  not 
asked  to  exempt  or  favour  in  this  respect 
anything  which  would  at  the  present 
time  be  liable  to  duty  ;  but  he  was  asked 
to  provide  simply  as  a  matter  of  strict 
justice,  that  property  which  was  settled 
and  which  could  not  be  turned  into 
money  should  be  exempted  from  the 
duty  which  was  imposed  by  this  Bill. 
The  clause  contained  ample  safeguards. 
It  was  only  to  be  applicable  in  respect  of 
settled  heirlooms  which  were  registered 
as  settled  heirlooms,  and  if  sold  and 
turned  into  money  the  person  who  sold 
them  was  to  be  accountable  for  the  duty. 
He  hoped  in  the  interests  of  justice  and 
fair  play  that  this  concession,  which 
affected  a  very  limited  class  of  important 
national  property,  would  be  granted  by 
the  Groyemment. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

SirR.  fFebiter 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedy 
'^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.** 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  question  of 
policy  involved  in  this  new  clause 
seemed  to  be  precisely  the  same  in  prin- 
ciple as  that  which  was  discussed  in  the 
previous  Amendment,  and  this  question 
was  really  decided  by  the  previous  clause 
which  bad  been  discussed. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  The  previous 
clause  did  not  refer  to  settled  works 
of  art. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  thought  there 
was  a  distinction  in  the  consideration 
whether  articles  were  settled  or  not; 
but  when  they  remembered  the  argument 
in  favour  of  exemption  for  works  of  art 
was  based  upon  the  importance  of  keep- 
ing them  in  this  country  and  encouraging 
art  generally,  and  so  forth,  he  did  not 
think    the    fact  that  they  were  settled 

made  any  difference.  He  hoped  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  think 
it  disrespectful  if  be  did  not  repeat  the 
arguments  which  had  been  already  used 
and  fully  discussed.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  could  only  say  he  was  very 
sorry  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

*Mr.  BTRNE  said,  there  was  a  clear 

distinction  between  this  and  the  previous 

clause.     The  previous  clause  was  broad 

and  general  in  its  terms,  and,  as  they 
thought,  just,  but  at  the  same  time  it  was 
open  to  certain  objections  which  cottld 
not  be  urged  to  the  present  clause.  For 
instance,  it  related  to  all  these  matters, 
whether  settled  or  unsettled,  and  their 
arguments  in  favour  of  it  were  based  on 
grounds  which  might  also  be  urged  in 
&vour  of  this  clause.  But  there  were 
certain  arguments  in  favour  of  this  which 
could  not  be  used  in  favour  of  the  last 
clause.  Prior  to  this  Bill  there  was  no 
Probate  Duty  levied  on  settled  works  of 
art  such  as  were  referred  to  in  the  present 
Amendment.  If  they  put  things  of  that 
kind  under  settlement  the  owner  ooold  not 
turn  them  into  money ;  he  would  be  unaUe 
to  sell  them  in  the  nuu-ket  at  the  best  price 
they  would  fetch,  and  surely  that  was  a 
good  argument  why  they  should  not  be 
taxed.      That  principle  was 
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bj  the  LegLslatare  in  the  Settled  Land 
Act,  which  put  heirlooms  od  the  same 
footing  as  a  mansion  house.  A  man 
could  not  sell  heirlooms  as  he  could 
sell  other  property  without  making  out 
an  imperative  case  for  the  sale ;  and 
the  Court,  m  considering  whether  it 
should  order  of  allow  the  sale  of  heir- 
looms, or  mansion  houses,  must  take  into 
consideration  not  merely  the  interest  oi 
those  claiming  under  the  settlement,  but 
the  interest  of  those  who  come  after 
them  ;  and  also  that  sentimental  view  of 
preserving  the  heirlooms  in  the  family. 
He  knew  that  an  equivalent  to  Probate 
Duty  and  Legacy  Duty  was  at  present 
levied  on  pictures,  works  of  art,  and 
manuscripts ;  but  the  law  had  always 
recognised  that  those  things  might  be 
under  settlement,  and  he  hoped  the  law 
would  always  so  recognise  it,  for  other- 
wise things  of  great  national  and  his- 
torical value  would  be  dispersed,  and 
perhaps  sent  out  of  the  country  alto- 
gether. If  historical  treasures  had  not 
been  exempt  from  taxation  under  settle- 
ment, they  should  not  be  drawing,  as 
they  were  now,  valuable  information  from 
collections  of  historical  manuscripts 
which  had  been  preserved  for  generations 
in  the  old  houses  of  the  country.  But 
under  this  Bill,  if  not  amended  in  the 
direction  proposed,  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Revenue,  or  those  whose  duty  it 
was  to  assess  the  value  of  property  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Estate  Duty,  would 
insist  on  a  thorough  search  of  old  boxes 
in  the  mansions  of  the  conntrv  to  see 
whether  they  contained  historical  manu- 
scripts or  rare  pictures  ;  and  it  was  cer- 
tain that  the  result  of  such  a  policy^ 
would  be  to  destroy  or  disperse  those 
treasures.  It  was  in  consequence  of  the 
existing  law,  which  tended  to  preserve 
old  manuscripts  as  heirlooms,  that  fresh 
light  was  being  constantly  thrown  on 
the  history  of  the  country  in  the  past 
through  the  agency  of  those  old  manu- 
scripts, by  the  historical  writers  of  the  day. 
For  the  first  time  they  were  imposing  a 
tax  which  would  prevent  these  collec- 
tions being  made  and  preserved  as  they 
had  been  in  former  times  ;  which  would 
render  it  difficult  to  keep  these  valuable 
historical  properties  in  the  country,  and 
thereby  destroy  for  the  future  all  pro- 
spect of  having  further  light  thrown  on 
the  history  of  the  country.    The  Govern- 


ment had  not  paid  due  regard  to  the 
subject-matter  of  taxation,  in  imposing 
equal  taxation,  in  respect  to  amount,  on 
a  thousand  sovereigns,  or  a  picture  worth 
in  the  market  a  thousand  pounds,  or  on 
a  small  estate  worth  a  thousand  pounds 
which  could  not  be  sold.  It  was  not 
enough  to  support  such  action  by  the 
argument  that  they  were  really  equalising 
taxation.  There  should  be  exceptions, 
and  now,  at  least,  they  had  got  to  a 
subject-matter  in  which  it  was  to  the 
public  interest  that  an  exception  should 
be  made.  Men  would  not  accumulate 
these  properties  if  they  were,  by  being 
included  in  aggregation,  to  augment  the 
duty  to  be  levied  upon  an  estate.  He 
believed  the  Government  had  not  fully 
and  fairly  considered  this  subject. 
Hitherto  it  had  always  been  con- 
sidered that  there  was  something  more 
to  regard  than  merely  how  much  money 
they  were  to  get  by  taxation.  The  Go- 
vernment ought  to  have  some  regard  to 
the  subject-matter  of  taxation.  It  was 
not  enough  for  them  to  say,  "  We  want 
so  much  money."  They  might  levy 
what  they  required  upon  other  pro- 
perties if  they  would  spare  objects 
the  dispersal  of  which  would  do 
violence  to  the  national  sentiment. 
We  had  been  called  a  nation  of  shop- 
keepers, and  he  was  afraid  that  under 
the  new  development  of  legislation,  as 
exemplified  in  this  Bill,  we  would  deserve 
the  epithet  far  more  in  the  future  than  in 
the  past.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
said  that  in  legislation  they  should  be 
led  away  by  mere  0entiment ;  but,  all 
the  same,  he  believed  that  if  they  dis- 
regarded national  sentiment  in  taxation 
they  would  be  neglecting  one  of  the 
highest  duties  of  the  Government  of  the 
country. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  he  was 
surprised  the  Government  did  not  accept 
the  clause,  because  it  seemed  to  him  to 
be  in  complete  harmony  with  the  pro- 
fessed policy  of  the  Government.  The 
Government  were  always  professing  that 
the  object  of  their  legislation  was  to 
confer  on  the  people  opportunities  of  im- 
proving their  condition  materially  and 
artistically.  He  could  understand  the 
desire  of  the  Government  to  break  up 
estates  and  to  destroy  the  continuance  of 
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families  associated  with  the  possession  | 
of  land.  But  he  could  not  understand 
this  policy  of  embarrassing  the  preserva- 
tion of  articles  which  encouraged  the 
cultivation  of  artistic  tastes  in  the  people. 
There  were  a  large  number  of  collections 
of  pictures  and  works  of  art  in  mansions 
in  various  parts  of  the  country,  which 
for  all  practical  purposes  were  as  much 
open  to  the  people  as  if  they  were 
housed  in  our  public  museums.  The 
owners  of  those  great  country  houses 
had  generously  placed  their  art  collec- 
tions at  the  disposal  of  the  people,  and 
there  was  no  more  difficulty  in  seeing 
them  than  there  was  in  seeing  the  art 
collections  in  the  various  public  museums 
of  the  land. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  are  re* 
levant  to  this  particular  clause.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  speaking  to  the  clause 
which  has  just  been  rejected  by  the 
House,  and  not  to  this  question,  which 
deals  with  the  question  of  heirlooms. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  his  point 
was  that  the  clause  tended  to  the  pre- 
servation of  heirlooms  in  families,  and 
that  therefore  if  it  were  adopted  the 
people  would  have  the  same  opportunity 
of  enjoying  the  art  collections  of  the 
great  country  houses  in  the  future  as 
they  had  in  the  past.  The  policy 
which  encouraged  the  preservation  in 
the  country  as  family  heirlooms  of 
collections  of  art  treasures  was  a  good 
policy  ;  but  it  was  a  very  bad  and  a 
very  foolish  policy  to  do  anything  which 
tended  to  the  dispersal  of  those  works  of 
art  amongst  dealers  and  speculators.  If 
the  owners  were  willing  to  register  those 
art  collections  they  would  be  placed 
under  an  obligation  to  the  public  with 
regard  to  their  preservation  ;  and  such  a 
course  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
very  best  desires  of  all  those  who  wished 
to  see  those  works  of  art  made  available 
for  the  cultivation  of  the  artistic  iastes  of 
the  people.  Those  works  of  art  could 
not  produce  any  actual  income  for  the 
owners,  and  the  benefit  of  them  was,  as 
he  had  pointed  out,  enjoyed  by  a  large 
number  of  people  who  visited  the  great 
country  houses  for  the  purpose  of  seeing 
them.     The  proposal  in  the  clause  ought 

Mr.  T.  H.  Bolion 


to  commend  itself  especially  to  the  pre* 
sent  Government,  considering  the  great 
professions  they  made  of  their  desire  to 
elevate  the  condition  of  the  people ;  and 
he  urged  them,  therefore,  not  to  reject  it. 

Gewbral  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith)  thought  that  at  least  family 
portraits  and  manQseripts  might  be 
exempted  from  taxation  under  the  Bill. 
If  some  such  clause  as  this  was  not 
adopted  they  might  find  some  of  the 
historical  families  obliged  to  sell  their 
family  pictures,  which  were  national 
pictures,  to  satisfy  the  demands  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Extsheqner.  He  knew 
from  personal  knowledge  that  the  Bill 
would  impose  heavy  financial  obligatioiis 
on  owners  of  property ;  and  he  was 
greatly  afraid,  indeed,  that  if  those  art 
collections  were  not  exempted  from 
taxation  as  heirlooms,  they  would  be 
dispersed  by  sale,  and  probably  lost  for 
ever  to  the  country. 

Sir    R.     temple     (Kingston, 

Surrey)     said,     he     rose     to     support, 

in   a    few   words,  the    Amendment    of 

his  hon.'  and  learned  Friend  and  leader* 

He  ventured  to  do  so,  because  art  was 

one  of  the  subjects  with  which 
he  had  rather  close  relations. 
The  Solicitor  General  asked  why  they 
pressed  this  Amendment.  They  pressed 
It  because  they  were  afraid  those  precious 
heirlooms  would  under  the  Bill  be  sold 
and  sent  away  in  order  that  the  Death 
Duties  might  not  be  paid  upon  them.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  Amendment 
applied  only  to  settled  works  of  art,  and 
that  they  were  not  so  easily  sold  as  un- 
settled works  of  art.  But  they  really 
believed  that  even  settled  works  of  art 
would  be  sold  if  the  owner  was  unable  to 
pay  the  Death  Duties  accruing  upon 
them.  There  might  be  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  selling  those  works  of  art ;  but 
they  believed  that  if  they  were  not  pro- 
tected in  the  way  proposed  in  the 
Amendment,  the  powers  of  some  Court 
would  be  brought  into  play,  and  that  those 
works  of  art  would  be  sold  even  though 
being  settled.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  no  difficulty  would  arise  as  to  the 
definition  of  a  work  of  art  under  the 
clause,  for  if  the  Solicitor  General  Would 
look  at  the  last  lines  of  the  clause  he 
would  find  that  the  Commissioners  of 
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Inland  Revenae  were  to  be  the  judges. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might 
say  that  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Bevenne  were  not  qualified  to  judge  in 
such  a  matter ;  but  he  understood  that  in 
regard  to  levying  Probate  Duty  they  were 
already  constituted  judges  of  the  value  of 
works  of  ait  and  of  what  was  the 
character  of  works  of  art.  He  would 
give  the  House  a  concrete  case  of  the 
working  of  the  Bill  if  the  clause  were 
not  accepted.  It  was  his  own  case,  and 
possibly  it  was  of  some  interest.  It 
happened  that  he  was  the  possessor  of  a 
collection  of  manuscripts  which  might  be 
of  extraordinary  value.  They  contained 
the  signatures  of  every  King  and  Queen  ; 
of  every  Minister,  and  of  almost  every 
celebrated  person  of  this  country  for 
1,300  years  down  at  least  to  50  years 
ago.  He  trembled  to  think  what  this 
collection  of  manuscripts  would  be  valued 
at  by  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  when   it  came  to  be  dealt  with 

4 

for  the  purposes  of  Estate  Duty  after  his 
death.  His  ancestors  had  spent  a  great 
deal  of  money  on  the  collection.  They 
had  not  only  collected  the  manuscripts 
themselves,  which  were  of  great  historical 
value,  but  they  took  enormous  trouble  to 
have  verified  in  writing  the  genuineness 
of  the  manuscripts,  and  the  history  of 
how  they  were  obtained  and  of  the 
various  hands  through  which  they 
had  passed.  He  had  taken  the  precaution, 
with  the  assistaoce  of  his  legal  advisers,  to 
prevent  alienation  after  his  death,  so 
that  the  collection  would  come  within 
the  term  "  settled  property "  under  the 
Act.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  very  unjust 
that  theCummissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
should  place  a  valuation  upon  property 
of  that  kind,  and  have  it  heavily  taxed. 
It  might  be  said  that  Probate  Duty  had 
to  be  paid  upon  the  collection  in  the 
past,  and  that  no  complaint  of  that  duty 
had  ever  been  made.  But  in  those  good 
old  days  Probate  Duty  was  limited  in 
its  percentage,  and  so  equitably  adminis- 
tered that  none  of  them  felt  it,  and, 
therefore,  never  complained  of  it ;  but  it 
became  a  different  matter  when  his 
valuable  historical  manuscripts  came  to 
be  brought  together  with  his  land,  cot- 
tages, Stocks,  shares.  Consols,  and  things 
of  that  kind,  and  not  only  aggregated, 
bat  possibly  graduated.  In  fact,  this 
xnanuscript    collection    might     possibly 


raise  his  estate  from  one  grade  into 
another,  and  therefore  impose  a  higher 
charge  on  the  estate,  although  his  suc- 
cessor could  get  no  financial  benefit'  from 
the  collection,  as  he  would  be  unable  to 
sell  it.  Examples  of  this  kind  might 
be  infinitely  multiplied.  He  maintained 
that  it  was  not  to  the  best  interests  of 
the  culture  of  England  that  these  articles 
of  priceless  interest  should  be  denied  to 
coming  generations. 

•Mr.  butcher  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  must  indeed  have  a  heart  of  stone 
if  it  could  resist  the  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  He  had  thought,  whilst 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  speaking,  that  the 
stony  heart  was  melting,  and  that  at 
a  later  period  they  would  have  some 
practical  proof  of  the  fact.  It  was  only 
to  works  of  art,  manuscripts,  &c.,  settled 
as  heirlooms  that  this  clause  would 
apply  —  a  very  limited  and  special 
class  of  property,  which  at  present 
paid  nothing  in  the  character  of  Probate 
Duty,  and  at  the  utmost  was,  as  a  rule, 
liable  to  pay  1  per  cent.  Succession  Duty. 
The  difference  between  the  1  per  cent, 
now  payable  and  the  4  or  5  and  up  to 
8  per  cent,  which  would  be  chargeable  in 
future  was,  he  ventured  to  think,  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  one  which  the  House 
should  long  consider  before  it  adopted 
the  scheme  of  the  Government.  He 
was  glad  to  see  the  Solicitor  General  in 
his  place,  for  he,  no  doubt,  would  re- 
member the  speech  of  Pericles,  which 
would  be  familiar  to  all  their  minds. 
Pericles  had  told  an  Athenian  audience 
that  thev  cultivated  a  love  of  art  with  a 
due  regard  for  economy.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  cultivated  it  with  a 
most  undue  regard  for  economy,  because 
he  found  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
economised  his  love  of  art  when  it  became 
a  question  whether  he  should  support  the 
interests  of  art  or  endeavour  to  get  a  little 
more  money  for  a  particular  year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  invariably  allowed 
the  interests  of  art  to  fall  into  the  back- 
ground. He  (Mr.  Butcher)  thought  the 
time  had  come  when,  remodelling  the 
Death  Duties,  and  entering  on  what  he 
might  call  a  new  stage  of  arrangement 
with  regard  to  Death  Duties,  they  might 
look  on  this  matter  from  a  somewhat 
broader    point    of   view.     Surely    they 
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should  reconsider  their  position  as  to 
whether  this  non-income-bearing  property 
should  be  treated  as  liable  to  the  payment 
of  Estate  Duty.  It  was  not  unreasonable 
to  ask  that  when  they  were  putting  the 
Death  Duties  on  a  new  basis  they  should 
rise  a  little  above  the  considerations  of 
the  money  required  for  the  year,  and  ask 
on  what  broad  considerations  of  policy 
they  must  base  their  Death  Duties  in 
their  remodelled  state.  As  regarded 
these  works  of  art  and  historical  collec- 
tions, they  were  in  a  unique  position. 
They  were  non-income-bearing.  No  one 
suggested  that  they  were  used  for 
bringing  in  a  pecuniary  advantage  to 
their  possessors.  But  they  had  this 
peculiar  characteristic  :  that  while  they 
were  thus  non-income-bearing,  they  ful- 
filled an  essential  educational  purpose, 
not  only  in  relation  to  the  individual  who 
possessed  them,  but  as  regarded  the  far 
wider  outside  public.  Ue  believed  that 
fully  99  )>er  cent,  of  the  great  collections 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  Kingdom  were  open  to  the  public, 
and  no  step  should  be  hastily  taken  by 
the  House  that  would  even  indirectly 
tend  to  lessen  tbem,  nor  could  any  gain 
to  the  Exchequer  in  any  way  make  up 
for  their  loss  to  the  nation.  He  main- 
tained that  if  from  fear  of  having  to  pay 
this  excessive  duty  owners  felt  compelled 
to  get  rid  of  their  collections,  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  be  inflicting,  by  allowing  this 
clause  to  pass,  an  irreparable  injury  on 
the  public,  who  had  enjoyed  the  privilege 
of  inspecting  the  greater  number  of  these 
private  collections  for  so  many  years  past. 
The  interests  of  private  individuals  were 
well  worthy  of  consideration,  but  he  put 
it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  public 
when  he  said  that  a  great  injury  might 
be  inflicted  on  them  by  insisting  on  the 
proposed  duty. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  there  was  one 
phase  of  this  subject  which  had  not  been 
considered,  and  that  was  that  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  only  apply  to  large  col- 
lections of  works  of  art  and  objects  of 
interest.  There  were  people  in  humble 
circumstances  who  possessed  objects 
which  were  now  of  great  value,  but 
which  were  not  valuable  at  the  time 
they  were  made  heirlooms.  He  referred 
to   letters,   MSS.,    and   portraits.     The 

Mr.  Butcher 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  he  was  sure,  knew  of 
many  collections  of  the  kind  in  the 
country  which  were  now  worth  a  great 
deal,  but  which  at  the  time  they  were 
first  acquired  by  an  ancestor  of  the 
present  owner  were  of  small  value.  He 
had  in  his  mind*s  eve  a  collection  he  had 
seen  in  Oxfordshire  in  which  there 
were  some  wonderful  pictures,  which 
were  now  worth  thousands  of  pounds, 
but  which  when  they  were  first  con- 
stituted heirlooms  were  of  small  worth, 
having  been  purchased  at  small  prices  in 
those  days.  These  heirlooms  became  of 
great  value  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
other  persons  desired  to  possess  them. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  particularly  hard 
that  the  different  possessors  of  the  family 
portraits,  for  instance,  should  from  time 
to  time  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  heavy 
duty  for  the  privilege  of  owning  them 
for  their  lives.  It  was  not  the  fault  of 
these  owners  that  other  persons  desired 
to  possess  their^  heirlooms.  There  was 
a  high  way  of  looking  at  this  question. 
It  was  a  great  thing  to  foster  an  interest 
in  all  that  connected  the  present  genera- 
tion with  those  who  had  gone  before  and 
who,  not  only  amongst  the  great  and 
wealthy  but  in  the  humbler  ranks,  had 
helped  to  make  England  what  she  was, 
and  he  greatly  regretted  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  seemed  willing 
to  sacrifice  even  the  traditions  of  the 
past  to  secure  a  few  more  pounds  to  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  present.  Let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sacrifice  the  small 
amount  he  would  gain  in  the  form  of 
duty  on  these  heirlooms  if  it  was  only 
for  the  sake  of  the  education  of  the 
present  generation  ;  and,  if  necessary,  in 
making  the  exemption,  let  him  lay  down 
the  condition  that  the  large  collections 
should  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  the 
public  on  certain  days.  Small  collec- 
tions, of  course,  could  not  be  dealt  with 
in  this  way.  There  were  many  persons 
who  could  only  point,  perhaps,  to  a  testi- 
monial that  had  been  given  to  one  of 
their  ancestors,  and  yet  the  knowledge 
of  that  man*s  mible  deed  may  have 
spurred  others  on  to  risk  their  lives  for 
their  fellow-creatures*  good.  He  him* 
self  possessed  a  small  silver  cup,  of 
artistic  shape,  that  had  been  presented 
to  one  of  his  ancestors  some  hundred  and 
fifty  years  ago  for  first  raising  buck- wheat 
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in  this  conntrj.  In  those  days  that  was 
considered  a  great  thing  to  do.  He  did 
not  know  what  back-wheat  was,  not 
being  an  agriculturist,  but  in  his  humble 
sphere  be  valued  the  cup  very  highly 
and  desired  to  retain  possession  of  it. 
And  the  sentiment  that  animated  him  in 
this  matter  was,  he  was  sure,  pretty 
general  throughout  the  country.  He 
feared  that  if  the  exemption  from  duty 
were  not  allowed  in  the  case  of  heirlooms 
and  works  of  art,  the  result  would  be 
that  persons  would  be  disposed  to  get 
rid  of  them.  He,  therefore,  strongly 
supported  the  present  Amendment,  which 
he  hoped  would  be  accepted. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  would 
make  an  appeal  to  the  House.  This  was 
an  interesting  subject,  but  the  House  had 
discussed  it  over  and  over  again  both  in 
Committee  and  on  various  Amendnlents. 
He  regretted  that  the  view  taken  by 
the  Government  was  different  from  that 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  but  it  evi- 
dently was  different.  They  could  not 
undertake  to  deal  with  taxation,  which 
had  for  its  object  equalisation,  on  the 
principles  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.  He  hoped  that  the  heirloom  pos- 
sessed by  the  hon.  Member  as  the  result 
of  the  cultivation  of  buck-wheat,  which 
was  the  best  possible  food  for  poultry, 
would  long  remain  in  the  family.  One 
point  in  connection  with  this  subject  was 
worthy  of  note.  All  the  plans  that  had 
been  proposed  had  this  effect  :  As  long 
as  a  man  was  rich  enough  to  keep  these 
heirlooms  he  would  escape,  but  the 
moment  circumstances  became  such  that 
the  articles  had  to  be  sold,  then  his 
relief  would  be  granted  from  the  pay- 
ment of  duty.  A  more  unsound  prin- 
ciple could  not  be  conceived. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  most  unfair  to 
the  Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  to  provide  that  where 
persons  were  too  poor  to  keep  their  heir- 
looms they  would  not  escape  duty.  If 
the  heirlooms  were  sold  then  they  would 
pay  duty,  but  why  were  persons  to  be 
fined  if  they  retained  and  did  not  sell 
their  heirlooms  and  had    no  enjoyment 


of  them  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  there  was  the  pleasure  of  retaining 
them  to  be  considered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  read  the 
Amendment,  because  the  whole  force  of 
it  lay  in  the  fact  that  heirlooms  were 
settled  property  and  could  not  be  sold. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Unless  with 
the  consent  of  the  Court. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes,  unless  with 
the  consent,  of  the  Court.  That  was  in 
cases  where  the  possessors  were  driven  ab- 
solutely to  a  sale.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
appeared  to  rejoice  that  heirlooms  should 
come  into  the  market,  and  in  this  view 
they  were  opposed  to  the  feeling  which 

prevailed  on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
that  the  heirlooms  should  be  retained  in 
the  family.  It  seemed  as  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  thought  that  the 
best  use  to  which  heirlooms,  manu- 
scripts, and  pictures  could  be  put  was 
to  send  them  to  Christie^s.  On 
this  question,  so  far  as  sentiment  was 
concerned,  there  was  a  distinct  issue 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House. 
He  was  surprised  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  become  more  demo- 
cratic than  the  democrats  themselves — 
like  the  aristocrats  who  joined  the  French 
Revolution — should  have  shaken  off  every 
possible  sentiment  that  heirlooms  and 
pictures  belonging  to  a  family  should 
remain  in  that  family.  He  could  not 
think  that  the  view  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  expressed  was  his  real 
and  intimate  and  personal  view.  Hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could  not 
wish  that  it  should  be  made  impossible 
or  difficult  to  possess  old  manuscripts  and 
pictures — and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  these  things  were  not  exclusively  in 
the  hands  of  the  rich.  They  were  some- 
times possessed  by  families  who  would 
be  ill  able  from  generation  to  generation 
to  pay  duty  upon  them.  Heirlooms 
should  be  preserved  to  the  families  to 
which  they  belonged,  but  the  Chancelloi 
of  the  Exchequer  seemed  anxious  to  treat 
them  in  a  way  that  would  drive  them  to 
the  hammer.  It  was  not  correct,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that  this 
subject  had  been  discussed  over  and  over 
again.  What  had  been  discussed  was  the 
question  as  to  works  of  art  generally — 
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works  of  art  which  did  not  yield  an  in* 
come.  The  subject  thej  were  now  con- 
sidering was  as  to  settled  heirlooms — heir- 
looms that  could  not  be  sold  or  that  could 
only  be  sold  bj  going  to  the  Court — ^and 
he  did  not  suppose  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  really  desired  them  to  go 
there.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  fairly  have  given  way,  looking  at 
the  small  number  of  treasures  which  were 
involved.  He  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  they  did  not  pay 
Probate  Duty,  and  the  concession  of  this 
small  point  would  assist  the  middle  classes 
even  more  than  the  rich,  while  it  would 
satisfy  a  sentiment  prevalent  among 
many  classes  of  the  community. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
be  had  been  unable  to  support  some  of 
the  Amendments  bearing  upon  works  of 
art,  but  this  he  could  support  with  a 
clear  conscience.  This  exemption  was 
contained  in  the  Legacy  Duty  Act. 
Plate,  furniture,  and  so  on,  were  exempt 
80  long  as  they  were  enjoyed  in  kind  ; 
that  was  to  say,  when  the  possessor  was 
unable  to  dispose  of  them.  He  admitted 
that  when  money  was  obtained  for  works 
of  art  it  was  reasonable  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  should  receive 
duty.  He  feared,  however,  that  the 
effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  impose 
such  a  charge  on  a  picture,  for  example 
— a  charge  which  might  amount  to 
£190  on  a  picture  worth  £1,000  if  left 
to  a  man  by  a  millionaire — that  a  re- 
latively poor  man  would  scarcely  be  able 
to  raise  sufficient  money  to  pay  the  duty. 
He  would  thus  be  driven  to  sell  the 
picture.  There  were  details  in  the 
Amendment — as  to  registration,  ioit  ex- 
ample— ^which  might  be  improved,  but 
undoubtedly  the  principle  of  the  pro- 
posal was  a  good  one.  If  a  man  had, 
say,  a  picture  which  be  had  inherited  he 
would  not  like  to  be  driven  to  sell  it  for 
a  few  hundreds  of  pounds  to  persons  who 
might  wish  to  represent  themselves  as 
descendants  of  the  Crusaders.  One  might 
be  a  poor  man  and  a  descendant  of  the 
Crusaders,  and  he  might  not  desire  to 
sell  the  picture  of  his  ancestor  to,  say,  an 
alkali  manufacturer  who  might  wish  to 
represent  himself  as  one  of  the  '*de 
Brunners"  who  came  over  with  the 
Conqueror.      No  doubt  the  mom^t  an 

Mr.  Goichen 


heirloom  was  sold  it  was  right  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  have  his 
tax. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  95  ;  Noes 
143.— (Division  List,  No.  162.) 

*Mr.    BTRNE    said,    the    next   new 
clause  he  wished  to  propose  witf  one  re- 
garding policies    of  insurance  for    tiie 
payment  of  the  new  duties,  and  it  might 
say  something  for  hb  sanguineness  of 
temperament  when  he  suggested  that  he 
hoped — and  hope  sprang  eternal  in  the 
human  breast — he  would  be  able  to  in- 
duce the  Government  to  accept  his  pro- 
posal.    His  proposition  was  that  if  any 
person  desired  to  provide  during  his  life- 
time for   the   payment    of    the    Death 
Duties    he  might  effect  a  special   and 
specific  policy  to  be  called  the  Estate 
Doty  policy,  the  proceeds  on  his  death  to 
be  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  duties 
and  his  executor  to  have  no  control  over 
the    money    until  after  the  duties  had 
been   paid.     This  clause,  he  suggested, 
was  not  open  to  the  objection  niade  to 
a    former    proposal    in  regard  to    pro- 
viding for  Death  Duties,  for  whereas 
the    former     proposal     was    conceived 
in     the     interests     of     the    aged    and 
infirm  and  such  persons  who  were  not 
likely  to  be  able  to  effect  an  Insurance  on 
reasonable    ter^is,   the   present   scheme 
was  applicable  to  the  provident  young 
and  healthy,  and,  indeed,  to  every  person, 
whether  a  millionaire  or  a  poor  man,  who 
effected  such  an  insurance  as  was  here  con- 
templated  and   who  paid   the  premium 
regularly.     Under  this  scheme  a  man 
would  be  creating  durine  his   life,  by 
means  of  saving  out  of  nis  income,  a 
capital  fund   which  would  never    have 
existed  but  for  this  means  of  providing 
for  payment  of  duties  after  his  death. 
The  State  would  gain  by  the  convenience 
and  simplification  which  would   be  in- 
sured in  the  payment  of  the  duty,  and 
would  not  have  to  look  to  the  man*s  es- 
tate or  representative  at  all,  as  the  money 
would  be  paid  over  by  the  Insurance 
Company  direct  to  the  Exchequer.     He 
asked  the  Leader  of  the  House  to  con- 
sider this  pn^K>sal,  not  with  benevolence, 
but  by  reason  of  its  freedom  from  the 
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economic  objections  which  attached  to 
the  earlier  proposal.  This  was  not  a 
qaestion  of  amoant,  and  the  adoption  of 
the  plan  would  not  involve  anj  loss  to 
the  Exchequer. 

New  Clause— 

(Insoranoes  for  Bstate  and  Settlement  Duty.) 

*'  1.  Any  person  desiring  to  proYide  against 
the  dnties  which  may  become  payable  under 
this  Act,  in  respect  of  property  passing  on  his 
death,  may  effect  for  that  pnrpoee  a  polioy  of 
assarance  (to  be  called  an  *  iTstate  Duty  rolicy  *) 
npon  his  life. 

*'  2.  Any  moneys  payable  upon  the  death  of  a 
person,  under  an  Estate  Duty  Policy  effected  by 
oim,  shall  be  applied  by  the  company  or  ofBoe 
with  whom  such  policy  is  effected  in  payment, 
in  the  first  instance,  of  the  duties  pavaole  under 
this  Act,  in  respect  of  ao  much  of  the  property 
passing  on  the  death  of  such  person,  as  he  shall 
by  writing  under  his  hand  direct,  and  the 
balance,  if  any,  of  such  moneys  shall  be  paid  to 
the  executor  of  such  person,  and  Estate  Duty 
shall  be  levied  thereon  at  the  proper  graduated 
rate. 

*'3.  Save  as  hereinbefore  provided,  Estate 
Duty  shall  not  be  paid  in  respect  of  any  moneys 
payable  under  an  Kstate  Duty  Policy.^* 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pr6posed, 
^^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.** 

Sir  W.  HABCOUBT  said,  he  really 
thought  he  would  be  imposing  on  the 
patience  of  the  House  if  he  were,  for  the 
tenth  time  he  believed,  to  give  the 
reasons  why  the  Government  could  not 
accept  Amendments  of  this  kind .  Figures 
or  words  might,  by  means  of  permuta- 
tions and  combinations,  be  presented  in  a 
number  of  ways.  This  was  only  a 
variation  of  the  question  which  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  House  had  dealt  with  so 
often,  with  this  difference,  that  in  the 
former  cases  there  was,  at  least,  the 
pretence  of  appropriating  the  fund  for 
the  payment  of  the  duty,  whereas  here 
the  person  creating  the  fund  might 
appoint  only  a  small  portion  of  the  fund 
to  the  Exchequer.  Moreover,  it  would 
not  be  necessary  that  the  fund  should  be 
created  out  of  income,  but  might  be  made 
the  means  of  evading  payment  of  duty 
on  part  of  the  capital.  He  had  so  often 
wearied  the  House  by  answering  Amend- 
ments of  thill  kind  that  he  would  not 


trespass  further  suppn  their  time.  He 
would  simply  say  that  the  same  reasons 
which  he  had  urged  before  prevailed  also 
in  the  case  of  the  present  Amendment. 

* 

Sir  B.  WEBI^TEB  said,  he  could  not 
help  reminding  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  last  *  night,  when  an 
Amendment  of  a  much  wider  character 
was  under  discussion,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  asked  whether  tbitf 
Amendment  would  not  meet  the  objec- 
tion he  was  then  urging,  and  if  pressure 
of  work  had  not  prevented  him  examin- 
ing more  closely  this  Amendment  he 
would  not  have  made  the  slip  in  his 
argument  he  had  just  made  in  suggesting 
that  only  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
policy  might  go  to  the  payment  of  the 

Death  Duties,  and  the  rest  would  escape 
duty  altogether.  The  clause  clearly  pro- 
vided that  any  balance  should  be  aggre* 
gated  with  the  general  estate,  and,  there- 
fore, it  would  not  escape  payment  of 
duty.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  last  night  that  it  would  be  a  most 
desirable  thing  if  there  were  some  means 
of  securing  to  the  Exchequer  the  ready 
payment  of  the  duty — that  he  would  be 
glad  to  assist  any  scheme  whereby  the 
Exchequer  would  have  a  fund  of  ready 
money  to  their  hand  from  which  the  pay- 
ment of  the  duty  could  be  obtained.  The 
whole  point'  in  his  observation,  therefore, 
was  that  it  would  be  desirable  that 
persons  should  be  induced  to  make  a 
permanent  or  a  temporary  sacrifice  with 
this  purpose  in  view,  and  in  this  clause  a 
practicable  scheme  for  the  purpose  was 
submitted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  suggested  that  the  policy  might  be 
paid  up  in  one  premium,  and  he  had 
spoken  of  permutations  and  combina- 
tions^ but  he  was  much  too  good  a 
mathematician  not  to  know  that  even  if 
a  policy  were  paid  in  a  single  premium 
instead  of  by  annual  instalments  the 
person  who  paid  lost  the  interest  on  the 
lump  sum,  and  the  Insurance  Company 
got  the  benefit  of  it.  It,  therefore, 
amounted  to  a  charge  on  the  man's  in- 
come. He  contended  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment desired  to  make  the  Exchequer  safe 
and  to  be  fair  in  this  matter,  they  ought 
to  support  this  proposal,  whereby  a 
scheme    had    been    devised    so  that  a 
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person  could  fairlj  and  legitimatelj 
secure  his  estate  against  the  incidence  of 
the  duty,  and  at  the  same  time  ensure 
readj  payment  of  the  duty  to  the  State 
on  his  death.  He  really  could  not  under- 
stand the  position  now  taken  up  by  the 
Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  objecting 
to  the  clause,  especially  after  having  in- 
vited hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  devise  such  a  scheme  as  had 
now  been  presented — a  scheme  which, 
while  it  made  the  Treasury  safe,  en- 
couraged persons  to  provide  in  their  life- 
time for  the  payment  of  the  Death 
Duties. 

Mr.  BARTLEY   (referring    to    the 

cries  of  ^^ Divide"  with  which  he  was 

received)  said,  it  was  only  reasonable  he 

should  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  on 

that  question.     They  on  the  Opposition 

side  of  the  House  had   been  trying  in 

every  possible  way  to  make  the  Budget 

Bill  a  means  of  promoting  thrift  among 

all  classes  of  the  community,  but  they 
had  been  met  by  every  possible  objec- 
tion. He  could  not  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  that  was  the  worst 
possible  form  in  which  to  attempt  it. 
The  present  proposal  was  a  plan  by 
which  a  direct  inducement  might  be  given 
to  a  man  to  provide  for  the  Estate 
Duties  during  his  life — a  wise  and  proper 
thing  to  do — and  it  was  based  on  the 
principle  that  the  State  would  have  a 
ready  means  of  obtaining  the  money 
when  it  became  due.  He  was  the  more 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  proposal  be- 
cause the  onus  of  paying  the  duties, 
which  had  been  described  as  arrears  of 
taxes,  would  then  fall  on  persons 
during  their  lives,  and  would  not  be 
thrown  upon  their  successors  at  a  time 
of  difficulty  and  trouble,  and  possibly  of 
great  reduction  of  income.  He  had 
always  held  that  that  was  the  right 
principle  to  go  upon.  It  seemed  very 
strange  to  him  that  at  a  time  when  every 
effort  was  being  made  to  encourage,  by 
means  of  Savings  Banks,  thrift  among  all 
classes,  the  Government  should  oppose 
and  reject  such  an  admirable  and 
practical  system  for  promoting  economy 
as  this  clause  devised,  and  for  promoting 
it  to  the  direct  advantage  of  the  State. 
This  system  would  even  4^  more  than 
encourage  the  making  of  provision  for 

Sir  B.  Weh$Ur 


the  Death  Duties  during  lifetime ;  it 
would,  he  believed,  induce  property  owners 
to  systematically  provide  for  jointures 
and  other  estate  burdens  out  of  income 
instead  of  saddling  the  estate  itself,  for 
one  great  mischief  in  eonnection  with 
landed  estates  was  the  practice  of  rele- 
gating till  after  death  the  making  of 
provision  for  charges  which  could  be 
met  during  lifetime.  By  this  proposal 
a  direct  inducement  would  be  otfered  to 
people  to  provide  during  their  lifetime 
for  the  payment  of  the  Estate  Duties, 
and  it  would  also  afford  the  State  a  ready 
means  of  obtaining  payment  when  they  fell 
due.  In  that  way  the  Exchequer  would 
obtain  payment  at  once  without  waiting, 
and  it  seemed  extraordinary  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  refuse  every 
proposal  for  an  arrangement  of  this  sort. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hardly 
seemed  to  realise  the  position  he  was  in 
in  regard  to  this  matter,  and  appeared 
quite  unable  to  see  the  difficulty  that 
would  follow.  The  fact  was,  he  seemed 
to  be  very  ill-advised  ;  but  if  he  would  go 
into  the  matter  himself,  he  would  see  the 
advisability  of  accepting  some  such 
Amendment  as  that  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
thought  he  had  reason  to  complain  of 
having  been  entirely  misled.  When  be 
withdrew  his  Amendment  on  Monday  he 
certainly  understood,  though  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  told  him  not  to 
expect  too  much,  that  favourable  con- 
sideration would  be  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  arguments  adduced  in 
support  of  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  House.  Two  arguments  had  been 
brought  forward  bv  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman,  one  that  he  was  going  to  lose 
half-a-million  of  money  by  this  proposal 
— which  was  an  entire  misapprehension  ; 
the  other  that  upon  an  estate  worth 
£25,000  the  duty  would  in  future  only  be 
levied  on  £24,000 — which  was  absolutely 
absurd.  To  illustrate  that  he  would  take 
the  case  of  an  estate  worth  £96,000,  the 
duty  on  which  an  insurance  had  beeo 
effected  to  meet.  That  insurance  would  be 
£6,200  or  £6,300,  which  would  bring  the 
property  to  over  £100,000  on  which  pay- 
ment would  have  to  be  made  upon  an  in- 
creased  scale,  simply   because  the  man 
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had  been  thriftr  enough  to  insure  his 
life  to  meet  the  £«tate  Duty.  That  would 
act  AS  a  penalty  upon  thrift*  If  a  man 
cho«e  daring  his  life  to  laj  bj  sufficient 
mone/  to  meet  the  Estate  Dutj,  he  did 
not  saj  it  should  go  altogether  free,  but 
it  should  eertaioly  not  be  brought  in  in  a 
waj  that  would  penalise  the  man  for  his 
thrift*  It  was  absurd  to  saj  that  the 
State  would  lose  if  this  Amendment  were 
•greed  to  ;  for  if  a  clause  of  this  kind  was 
not  inserted  in  the  Bill,  there  would  be 
00  insurances  effected  for  the  purpose  of 
DAjing  EstAte  Duty.  No  one  would  be  ' 
foolish  enough  to  WAste  his  own  money  in  ' 
AOcumulAttng  a  cApital  sum  to  meet  the  i 
EsUte  DutF  if  he  knew  thAt,  in  Addition  ' 
to  losing  tnAt  money  in  his  lifetime,  he 
WAS  going  to  penAlise  his  estate  with  an 
amount  which  the  residuAry  legatee 
would  have  to  pay.  The  Ex- 
chequer would  gain  nothing  in  con- 
sequence of  the  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  Accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  hcArd 
the  brief  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  upon  this  Amendment  with 
great  surprise.  He  spoke  of  permuta- 
tions and  combinations,  and  said  that  we 
were  bringing  forward  the  same  subject 
over  and  over  agAin  And  repcAting  the 
SAme  speeches  with  no  substAutiAl  differ- 
ence on  eAch  occAsion.  MAy  I  recAll  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind  whAt 
took  piACe  last  night  with  regard  to  this 
very  Amendment  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
who  has  just  SAt  down  brought  forward 
an  Amendment  upon  this  subject,  but  it 
WAS  wide  in  its  terms  And  less  CArefully 
gUArded,  and  therefore  nAturally  less 
quAlified  to  oommAud  the  ApprovAl  of  the 
Government.  The  ChAucellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  thAt  Amendment  explained 
to  the  House  thAt  if  the  object  of  such 
An  Amendment  was  to  make  it  easier  for 
the  Exchequer  to  get  the  Estate  Duty  to 
which  the  Sute  was  entitled  on  the  death 
of  the  testAtor,  the  proposAl  was  one 
which  might  be  considered  fAvounibly, 
And  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Attention  was  oAlled  pointedly  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  to  the  Amendment 
which  we  Are  now  discussing  he  promised 
it  some  kind  of  fAvourAble  considerAtion. 
Oo  the  strength  of  that  promise  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr. 
Courtney)  asked  my  riffht  hon.  Friend 
who  hAs  just  SAt  down  (Mr.  HenoAge)  to 
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withdrAW  his  Amendment.     ThAt  hap- 
pened only  24  hours  ago,  and  now  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gets  up  and 
contents  himself  with  using  some  mathe- 
matical gibe  about  permutAtions  and  com- 
mutAtions.     He  does  not  Argue  the  ques- 
tion, and  he  does  not  give  the  Amendment 
that  favourable  consideration  which  he 
had   promised    to   extend   to   it.       The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  indifferent 
to  any  arguments  founded  upon  personal 
hardships  ;  he  is  indifferent  to  Any  argu- 
ments   based    upon    public    expediency 
which,  in  our   judgment   at  all  events, 
demands  that  measures  should  be  Adopted 
which    encourAge    the  ACcumuUtiou   of 
CApital  ;  but  there  is  one  argument  which, 
I  think,  may  reach  the  soft  spot  in  the 
^  financial  heart  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
'  man,  and  that  is  an  Argument  bAsed  upon 
the  interests  of  the  TroASury  over  which 
he  presides.     The  slightest  inquiry  will 
I  prove  thAt  a  very  large  number  of  the 
members  of   that  very  limited   wealthy 
class  from  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man    expects    to    derive    the    greater 
part   of   the  financial    benefit  which  he 
seeks   are   taking   steps   not    to    evade 
the  mcASUre  in  any  fraudulent  way,  but 
to  escape  the  incidence  of  the  duty  by 
transferring  their  property  At  this  moment 
to  their  heirs.     That  is  a  course  which 
may  be  right  or  wrong.  I  do  not  imagine 
that  anyone  cau  caU  it  wrong  ;    At  aU 
events,  it  has,  I  believe,  received  the  high 
sAnction  of  some  Authorities  below  the 
GAngway  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.     But  whether  right  or  wrong,  It 
i  is   evidently  a  process  most  adverse  to 
the  interests  of  the  Treasury  ;  whether  it 
is  AdvAntAgeous  to  the  public  or  not,  the 
TreAsury   will   be  sure  to  suffer.    One 
effect  of  this  Budget  hAS  been  to  caU 
public  Attention  to  the  incidence  of  the 
DcAth    Duties.    The    public   hAve  dis- 
covered   thAt    those    duties    Are    being 
augmented,  and  they  have  realised  that 
the  milch  cow  from  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  intends  to  derive  the 
sustenance  for  the  Treasury  consists  of  a 
very  limited  cIass.     About  200  persons 
in  A  ycAr  will  contribute  the  whole  of  the 
incrcwMied    duty    which    the  right   hon. 
Gentleman    expects    to  get.    If    these 
persons  set  to  work  to  evAde  the  duty  by 
mcAns  legitimAte  which  are  defensible,  or 
illegitimate  which  are   indefensible,  but 
I  which  in  either  case  will  militate  agAinst 

S  0 


1379 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


BUI, 


1380 


the  iuterests  of  the  Budget,  the  Chimcel- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his  successors 
will  fiud  that  they  will  uotgetoutof  this 
tax  nearly  the  amouut  of  money  which  is 
auticipated.     I   am  sure  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  I  am  speaking 
entirely  in  the  interests  of  the  Exchequer 
in  saying  that  the  difficulty  is  to  be  met 
by  making  it  easier  for  those  who  have  to 
pay  the  tax  to  devote  their  money  to  a 
purpose  by  which  it  will  go  to  the  Ex- 
chequer rather  than  by  adopting  a  course 
which  will  deprive  the  Exchequer  of  that 
money.     If  this  Amendment  be  passed  it 
will  be  the  interest  of  persons  to  insure 
against  the  Estate  Duty,  and  if  they  do 
the  amount  for  which  they  insure  will 
pass,  whether  they  like  it  or  not,  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer  on   their 
decease.     If  you  offer  them  no  induce* 
ment  to  give  the  Exchequer  this  security 
for  the  payment  of  the  tax  the  result  will 
be  they  will  consider  how  the  tax  is  to 
be  evaded,  and  they  may  possibly  resort 
to  expedients  which  everybody  will  con- 
demn, but  they  may  resort  to  expedients 
which  nobody  can  condemn,  and,  in  cases 
where    they  can    trust  their    heirs  and 
successors,  they  will  do  what  everybody 
knows  is  being  done  at  this  moment.  Thus 
the  heirs  will  profit  and  the  Exchequer 
will  suffer.    I  appeal  to  no  higher  motive 
than  the  interests  of  the  Exchequer  over 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  presides, 
and  I  do  seriously  represent  to  him  that 
unless  he  makes  it  tolerably  easy  for  the 
persons  who  are  to  be  taxed  to  pay  the 
tax    the    Exchequer   will    not   get    the 
amount  anticipated  out  of  this  new  im- 
post.     Those  whom  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  trying  to  set  at — few 
in  number,  recollect,  but  having  at  their 
command  the  highest  professional  assist- 
ance— will  by  means  legitimate  or  ille- 
gitimate— legitimate   I   fully  believe  in 
toe  main,  but  none  the  less  effective  as 
against   the   Exchequer — so   deal    with 
their  property  during  life  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  not  get  at 
their  death  the  full  sum  which  he  antici- 
pates.    For  that  reason  alone,  if  for  no 
other,  I   would   earnestly  press   on  the 
Government  the  advisability  of  devising 
some  means  by  which  they  mav  induce 
the  wealthy  classes  whom  they  intend  to 
tax   to   devote   during  their  life   some 
part  of  their  annual  income  to  provide 
a  fund,  which    it   will    be  out  of   their 
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power  to  alienate,  for  the  purpose  of  pay- 
ing the  Estate  Duty  which  this  Bill  con- 
templates. I  think  the  Government  will 
see  that  I  am  speaking  entirely  in  their 
own  interests  as  guardians  of  the  Public 
Purse,  and  that  it  would  be  desirable,  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  not 
favourably  consider  this  proposal,  that 
he  should  really  set  to  work  to  devise 
some  scheme  of  his  own,  having  refused 
one  after  another  the  plans  proposed  from 
this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  S.  ho  are  (Norwich)  said,  the 
House  was  not  only  deciding  how  much 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
gain  or  lose,  but  whether  they  were  going 
to  make  a  retrograde  movement  so  far  as 
life  insurance  was  concerned.      Yester- 
day the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed 
a  sympathy  with  the  object  in  view,  which 
it  was  expected  would  have  taken  some 
form  and  would  have  been,  at  any  rate, 
partially  satisfactory  to  that  side  of  the 
House.     He  hoped  they  were  not  to  be 
entirely  disappointed  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's    expression     of     sympathy 
with  the  object   of   providing  by  thrift 
for     liabilities     at     death.       He     was 
at    a    loss     to     understand     one    point 
which    the    Chancellor    of    the  Exche- 
quer    had      taken — namely,     that     he 
could  not  treat  savings  for  life  insurance 
differently    from    other    savings.     This 
House  had  always  treated  savings  for  life 
insurance  differently  from  other  savings. 
Why  was  it  people  got  Income  Tax  re- 
turned for    premiums   on   their   life   in- 
surance ?      They   did    not   get   such   a 
return  on  any  other  savings — Consols  and 
the  like.      But  the  House  had  always 
held  that  those  who  for  wise  and  prudent 
purposes  insured  their  lives  should  have 
returned  to  them  the  Income  Tax  on  the 
premiums.      If   then    the    Government 
should  take  the  view  expressed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  would 
be  a  distinctly  retrograde  movement,  de- 
priving those  who  insured  their  lives  for 
prudent  purposes  even  of  advantage  they 
had  had  in  the  past.     It  seemed  hard, 
indeed,  that  when  these  heavy  burdens 
were  being  placed  upon  all,  whether  rich 
or  poor,  they  were  not  to  be  allowed  to 
make  some  provision  for  them.     This 
applied  as  much  to  the  poor  as  to  the  rich, 
and  the  proposal  could  do  no  harm  what- 
ever to  the  Treasury.     It  could  only  be 
of  advantage  to  those  who  made  proper 
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provisioD  that  upon  their  death  no  extra 
burden  should  be  placed  on  wives, 
children,  or  those  they  might  leave  be- 
hind.^ The  question  was,  whether  the 
Government  would  refuse  to  afford  any 
encouragement  to  thrift  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  treated  it  as  a 
question  for  millionaires  ;  but  he  might 
rest  assured  it  was  really  one  for  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  who  were 
thrifty,  and  who  wished  to  make  prudent 
provision  for  the  payment  of  the  Estate 
Duty.  He  wondered  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  allow  people  to  deposit 
money  at  a  low  rate  of  interest  for  this 
purpose.  He  hoped  that  hon.  Members 
would  consider  in  going  into  the  Lobby 
that  they  were  going  to  vote,  not  simply 
on  "  another  clause,"  but  on  a  most  im- 
portant principle,  which  was  whether  the 
House  was  going  to  do  anything  to  en- 
courage thrift  and  life  insurance,  or 
whether  it  would  say  to  the  people  on 
whom  it  was  imposing  heavier  Death 
Duties  than  were  ever  imposed  before, 
■**  We  do  not  desire  that  you  shall  be 
thrifty,  and  provide  for  them  by  life  as- 
surance— we  will  cast  all  these  burdens 
upon  you,  and  will  not  help  you  to  pro- 
vide for  them.** 

Question  put. 

The     House    divided  : — Ayes     128 ; 
Noes  162.— (Division  List,  No.  163.) 

•Mr.  butcher  (York)  moved  to 
insert  the  following  clause  : — 

^Gif  tfi  to  the  Nation,  or  any  muaicipal  body  or 
public  institutions.) 

**  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  leviable  in  re- 
spect of  any  pictuTes,  prints,  books,  manu- 
scripts, or  antiquities  of  national  or  historic  in- 
terest given  to,  or  bequeathed  in  trust  for,  the 
nation  or  any  municipal  body  or  any  institu- 
tion maintained  solely  for  the  benefit  of  the 
pnbUc." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  as  the 
Bill  stood  a  man  who  presented  pictures 
to  the  nation  would  not  only  have  to  pay 
upon  the  graduated  rate  in  respect  of 
such  pictures,  but  their  value  would  be 
aggregated  with  the  rest  of  his  property, 
and  he  would  have  to  pay  upon  a  higher 
scale.  If  he  were  asked  to  say  what 
reasons  there  were  in  favour  of  this 
clause,  he  should  say  that  there  ought  to 
be  every  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  encourage  gifts  to  the  nation 
and  to  stimulate  the  generosity  of  doliors. 
We  had  not  now  too  many  works  of  art. 


The  pious  benefactor  of  the  past  was 
no  more,  and  consequently  they  ought  to 
do  all  that  lay  in  their  power  to  encou- 
rage the  modem  donor.  Would  it  not  be 
a  shame  that  anyone  giving  works  of 
art  to  the  nation  should  not  only  have  to 
pay  duty  upon  their  value,  but  that  such 
value  should  be  aggregated  with  other 
property  ?  If  it  was  desired  that  pic- 
tures should  come  into  the  hands  of  the 
nation  or  of  the  Municipal  Authorities, 
was  it  advisable  to  place  a  graduated  tax 
upon  the  benevolent  intentions  of  owners  ? 
He  believed  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  be  well  advised  and  would 
not  be  exceeding  his  duty  as  guardian  of 
the  Public  Purse  if  he  allowed  this  ex- 
emption, so  as -to  promote  the  kind  of 
gifts  which  he  (Mr.  Butcher)  had  in 
view.  The  gifts  referred  to  in  the  clause 
included  gifts  to  institutions  maintained 
for  the  public  benefit.  He  thought  he 
was  fortified  in  his  arguments  by  the 
fact  that  when  this  subject  was  under 
discussion  in  Committee  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  gave  it  his  somewhat 
favourable  consideration.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Solicitor 
General  both  of  them  put  down  clauses 
for  the  exemptions  mentioned  in  this 
clause,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  not 
say  what  was  meant  by  them,  and  the 
Attorney  General  got  up  and  said  that 
they  did  not  contain  the  meaning  that 
the  Government  intended  to  convey.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  his  clause  was,  at 
all  events,  intelligible,  and  carried  out 
the  intentions  of  the  Government ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  hoped  he 
was  not  presumptuous  in  appealing  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  fairly 
examine  his  proposal.  The  House,  he 
trusted,  would  say  that  it  would  be  only 
fair  that  when  a  man  left  valuable  works 
of  art  to  the  nation  or  to  the  public  the 
value  of  that  property  should  not  only 
not  be  aggregated  with  the  rest  of  his 
property,  but  should  be  exempted  from 
the  duty. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  was 
very  glad  upon  this  occasion  to  be  able 
to   present   himself    to    hon.    Member^ 
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opposite  ID  a  different  attitude  to  that 
which  he  had  beeu  so  often  compelled 
to  assume.  From  the  first  he  had  de- 
sired to  see  this  case  properly  met,  and 
be  was  prepared  to  accept  substantially 
the  proposals  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  He  would,  however,  suggest 
another  form  for  the  Amendment,  because, 
if  the  authority  were  solely  statutory, 
questions  as  to  what  was  or  was  not  of 
national  or  historic  interest  might  be 
raised  in  the  Courts  of  Law  and  be  de- 
cided by  juries.  The  Amendment  he 
should  propose  would  be — 

"  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Treasury  to  remit 
the  Estate  Duties,  or  any  other  duties,  payable 
on  or  with  reference  to  death,  on  any  such 
pictures,  prints,  books,  manuscripts,  or  antiqui- 
ties as  appear  to  the  Treasury  to  be  of  national 
orhistonc  interest,  and  to  be  given'or  bequeathed 
for  national  purposes  or  to  any  County  or  Town 
Council/' 

The  authority  would  thus  rest  with  the 
Treasury,  which  was  subject  to  the  con- 
trol of  Parliament.  It  was  necessary 
that  the  Treasury  should  have  legal 
authority  to  deal  with  the  matter,  as 
there  was  some  doubt  as  to  whether  any 
such  authority  existed.  In  the  case,  for 
instance,  of  Mr.  Tate's  bequest,  he  had 
left  a  Minute  at  the  Treasury  to  the  effect 
that  all  duties  on  that  l)equest  should  be 
remitted  ;  and  the  Treasury  had  followed 
the  same  course  in  other  similar  cases. 
He  was  not  in  a  position  to  move  the 
Amendment  he  had  read  as  a  new  clause, 
and  therefore  he  should  propose  it  as  an 
Amendment  to  Clause  15. 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  said,  he 
rose  expressly  for  the  purpose  of 
thanking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
concession  which  he  had  made.  As  to 
the  form  of  words,  he  should  like  to 
make  two  suggestions.  It  could  not  be 
the  desire  of  the  Government  that  the 
pictures,  prints,  &c.,  on  which  the  duty 
payable  was  remitted  should  form  part 
of  the  estate  from  which  they  came  for 
the  purposes  of  aggregation.  But  at 
first  sight  it  seemed  that,  if  the  remission 
were  simply  administrative,  while  the 
duty  on  the  fragment  of  the  estate  might 
be  remitted,  that  fragment  would  remain 
as  part  of  the  original  estate  for  the 
purposes  of  aggregation.  Then  as  to 
the  Public  Bcraies  in  respect  of  whose 
bequests  a  relaxation  of  the  duty  was  to 
be  made,  the  learned  Societies  and  the 
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Universities  were  notably  absent  from 
the  list  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  was  sure  the  Government 
could  not  intend  that  an  estate  should 
have  certain  privileges  when  bequeathed 
to  Municipal  or  County  Authorities,  and 
should  not  have  the  same  pri\ilege8 
when  bequeathed  to  the  Universities. 
Probably  the  Universities  of  all  bodies 
were  most  capable  of  turning  these 
bequests  to  profitable  account.  What 
be  had  said  was  in  the  way  of  sugges- 
tion, and  not  of  criticism,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  consider  it  before 
finally  deciding  on  the  wording  of  their 
Amendment. 

Sir  W.  H ARCOURT  said,  he  thought 
he  must  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  to  take  the  question  of  aggregation 
as  concluded.  It  would  properly  be 
raised  on  the  Amendment.  He  was  not 
indisposed  to  consider  the  question  of 
the  Universities  ;  but  there  must  be  some 
definite  limitation  of  the  bodies  to  whom 
this  privilege  was  to  be  extended. 
"Public  institutions*'  was  too  wide  a 
term.  He  had  originally  intended  to 
confine  the  exemption  to  bequests  made 
to  the  nation  ;  but  strong  feeling  was 
expressed  as  to  the  desirability  of  ex- 
tending it  to  municipal  bequests,  and.  if 
that  were  done  the  County  AuthoritleB 
must  receive  the  same  treatment.  He 
was,  however,  quite  ready  to  consider 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  suggestions. 
•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said,  there  could  be  no  question 
that  many  of  these  collections  would  be 
more  usefully  applied  by  the  Universities 
than  by  any  other  body.  They  knew 
that  in  the  case  of  the  British  Moaemn 
the  bequests  were  of  great  interest,  and 
he  did  not  imagine  there  would  be  any 
difficulty  in  including  within  this  clause 
objects  of  national  historic  or  scientific 
interest.  He  threw  that  suggestion  oot 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  He  noticed  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  occupied  for  the 
moment,  but  perhaps  some  other  Member 
of  the  Government  would  acquaint  him 
with  the  proposal  which  he  bad  pat 
forward. 

Mr.  G.  BALFOUR  (Leeds,  Central) 
said,  he  thought  it  would  be  reasonable 
to  include  in  the  exemption  gifts  to 
Municipalities,  such  af*  public  parks  and 
open  spaces. 
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Sib  S.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Wbitecbapel)  saia,  he  would  sabmit  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  it 
might  be  better,  instead  of  mentioning 
for  exemption  properties  left  to  the 
nation,  to  Municipalities,  or  Universities, 
to  make  the  exemption  general  with 
regard  to  all  properties  left  to  Publiis 
Bodies. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  must  confess  to  having 
heard  with  a  great  deal  of  disappoint- 
ment the  statement  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  made. 
Upon  a  previous  occasion  he  had  de- 
fended the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
against  the  inroads  of  the  Municipalities, 
but  now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
actually  acceding  to  their  claims.  He 
did  not  see  whj  the  taxpayers  should 
have  to  pay  for  bequests  made  to  Muni- 
cipal or  other  Local  Bodies,  and  there 
were  some  other  Members  who  expressed 
the  same  opinion,  and  agreed  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
proposed  limitation  of  the  exemptions 
to  bequests  made  to  the  nation  or  to 
such  institutions  8S  were  maintained 
out  of  moneys  granted  by  Parliament. 
He  hoped  that,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  extend  the  exemption, 
he  would  include  the  Universities  ;  and 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  he  would  not 
listen  to  the  suggestion  that  it  should 
embrace  all  kinds  of  property  left  to 
Public  Bodies. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  he  must  point  out  that  the 
clause  suggested  by  the  Chancellor  of;the 
Exchequer' seemed  to  him  to  be  extremely 
dangerous.  They  had  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  with  ruin  staring  him  in 
the  face,  and  yet  he  proposed  to  add  to 
his  embarrassments  by  making  further 
exemptions.  His  latest  proposal  was  to 
put  it  into  the  power  of  the  Treasury  to 
decide  whether  certain  objects  were  or 
were  not  objects  of  national  or  historical 
interest.  That  was  putting  into  the 
hands  of  a  public  department  a  novel  as 
well  as  an  extensive  power.  The  ex- 
emptions which  were  to  be  made  ought 
to  be  brought  up  in  the  shape  of  a  clause, 
and  such  exemptions  should  be  construed 
by  the  Court  and  by  no  other  body. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
propose  to  restrict  the  exemption  to  cases 
where    the    property  or    the   work    of 


art  was  to  be  kept  in  reserve,  but 
extended  it  to  all  other  cases  whatsoever. 
The  result  would  be  that  if  a  man  left  a 
great  historical  estate  like  Trafalgar  to 
some  corporation,  not  to  be  preserved,  but 
to  be  sold  without  restriction,  this  public 
body  having  inherited  what  would 
practically  be  a  very  large  fortune,  would 
be  exempt  from  all  payment  of  duty  to 
which  other  people  were  subject.  He 
could  not  conceive  why  any  Public  Body 
should  be  placed  in  a  better  position  than 
a  private  individual.  Were  it  not  for  his 
modesty,  he  should  say  that  his  own 
Amendment,  which  was  borrowed  from 
the  existing  Acts,  far  better  met  the  case 
than  that  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  saw  very  serious  objections 
to  the  draft  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  he  would  very 
earnestly  suggest  that  the  learned 
Attorney  General  should  consider  it  with 
a  view  to  some  modification  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposals. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  that  when  this  matter  was 
mooted  in  Committee  he  spoke  a  word 
on  behalf  of  bequests  to  Municipal  Insti- 
tutions, and  he  felt  bound  to  join  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  in  ten- 
dering to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt),  on  behalf  of  the  Munici- 
palities, their  thanks  for  the  concession 
he  had  made,  as  he  believed  that  conces- 
sion would  be  of  great  value  to  the  large 
communities  in  this  country.  Great 
efforts  had  been  made  in  the  past  to  pro- 
mote the  establishment  of  art  galleries, 
libraries,  and  other  institutions  in  large 
towns,  and  anyone  who  had  visited  these 
institutions  must  have  been  struck  with 
the  great  interest  taken  in  them  by  the 
people.  He  gathered  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  some  hesitation  in 
deciding  whether  bequests  of  artistic 
objects  should  be  regarded  in  the  aggre- 
gation of  the  property  of  the  deceased. 
He  wished  to  put  a  concrete  case  on  the 
point.  It  was  one  that  had  arisen  in  his 
own  town.  A  very  learned  man  and  a  very 
distinguished  citizen  during  the  course  of 
his  life  expended  all  his  spare  money  in 
the  purchase  of  old  ivories,  Wedgwood, 
pottery,  and  other  works  of  art  of  con- 
siderable value.  He  left  this  collection  to 
the  Municipalities.  The  value  set  upon 
it  was  something  like  £80,000,  and  he 
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had  beard  a  higher  figure  mentioned,  gifts  to  the  nation,  he  had  not  mach  to 
He  did  not  pretend  to  say  what  the  sale-  '  say,  because  it  would  be  rather  absurd 
aT>ie  value  had  been,  but,  taking  it  at  that  the  nation  should  pay  out  of  one 
£80,000,  the  total  amount  of  the  property  pocket  into  the  other,  but  he  thought 
left  by  this  gentleman  would  be  worth  that  Municipalities  ought  to  pay  this 
a  little  over  £100,000.  Unless  bequests  tax  like  anybody  else.  They  were  richer 
of  this  kind  were  exempted  from  taxa-  as  a  rule  thau  private  individuals,  and 
tiou,  the  result  of  the  gift  of  this  valuable  could,  therefore,  afford  to  pay  it.  He  did 
and  unique  collection  to  the  City  of  not  object  to  people  leaving  property  to 
Liverpool  would  have  beeu  that  the  com-  [  the  nation  or  to  Municipalities,  but  he 
paratively  small  sum  which  the  giver  left  thought  it  was  far  better  that  they  should 
to  his  representatives,  instead  of  being  provide  properly  for  those  who  were 
taxed  to  the  extent  of  £1,000,  would  ,  dependent  on  them.  If  Municipalities 
have  had  to  bear  a  burden  of  no  less  than  were  to  be  exempted  from  the  tax  and 
£6,000.  Surely  it  would  have  been  most !  the  principle  of  exemption  was  to  be  ex- 
unfair  to  tax  this  man*s  successors  in  such  |  tended  to  the  great  learned  bodies,  it 
a  way.  It  was  said  by  some  hon.  Mem-  |  ought  also  to  be  extended  to  the  great 
bers  that  gifts  of  money  for  charitable  or  |  charities,  which  were  certainly  as  deserv- 
pubiic  purposes  should  be  made  during  a  |  ing  as  the  Universities.  The  Chancellor 
man*8  lifetime.  In  the  case,  however,  of  i  of  the  Exchequer  had  chosen  to  ride  the 
a  picture  or  of  some  other  work  of  art  ;  rigid  economical  horse.  Let  him  ride  it 
there  was  all  the  difference  in  the  world  |  to  the  finish,  and  let  him  insist  upon 
between  giving  during  lifetime  and  be-  everybody  paying  the  uttermost  farthing, 
queathing     in     death.       It     might    be    The    only    differences    between    public 


reasonable  to  ask  a  maa  who 
wished  to  give  money  for  a  charit- 
able purpose  to  do  so  during  his 
lifetime,  but  when  it  was  a  question 
of  taking  a  picture  down  from  his  walls 


collections  and  private  collections  were 
that  the  owners  of  public  collec- 
tions were  rich,  while  the  owners  of 
private  collections  were  comparatively 
poor,  and  that  while  private  owners  had 


or  denuding  his  house  of  other  valuable  j  very  little  voting  strength  in  the  country, 
works  of  art,  a  much  greater  sacrifice  Public  Bodies  had  large  voting  strength, 
would  be  involved  in  most  cases  than  I  It  was  because  various  parties  were 
would  be  the  case  if  the  gift  took  the  t  desirous  of  paying  their  court  to  the 
form  of  money.  He  hoped,  therefore.  Municipalities  in  order  to  obtain  their 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  '  votes  at  the  next  General  Election  that  it 
would  make  it  plain  that  the  value  of  *  was  proposed  to  exempt  them  from  the  tax« 
works  of  art  given  for  public  purposes  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  hope  the 
should  not  be  included  in  the  aggregation  |  discussion  may  now  be  brought  to  an 
of  the  testator^s  property.  <  end.     I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  right 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  hope  that    hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  has 
after  the  proposals  I  have  made,  and  in    made   a    great  concession,   not    to    the 


view  of  the  fact  that  this  question  will 
come  up  again  for  discussion,  the  Debate 
will  not  be  further  continued.  I  think  it 
will  be  extremely  unfair,  and  it  will  cer- 
tainly be  a  very  great  discouragement  to 
the  Government,  if  it  be  continued  now. 
Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) said,  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
long,  but  as  he  did  not  agree  with  the 
great  bulk  of  those  who  had  spoken  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  he 
desired  to  say  a  few  words.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  under  this  Bill  the  tax 
would  be  paid  by  the  beneficiaries,  and 
the  question  was  whether  pubb'c  bene- 
ficiaries ought  not  to  pay  quite  as  much 
as  a   private  beneficiare.      As  regarded 

Mr.  Forwood 


unanimous  feeling  of  the  House,  but  to  a 
feeling  which  largely  prevails  in  the 
House,  and  which  I  myself  certainly 
share. 

•Mr.  butcher  said,  he  was  satis- 
fied  with  the  statement  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  would 
withdraw  the  clause. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  ruled  the  other 
clauses  on  the  Paper  out  of  Order, 

Mr.  butcher,  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
J.  G.  Lawson  (York,  N.EL,  Thirsk), 
moved  to  amend  Clause  1  by  inserting, 
"  to  any  other  person,"  after  **  passes,^*  in 
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Hoe  20,  pftge  I.  He  said  the  ckuse  pro- 
vided tluit  the  Estate  Duty  should  be 
pajable  ^  on  all  property,  real  and  per- 
sooalf  settled  and  not  settled,  which 
passes  ^*  OD  the  death.  He  proposed  to 
put  in  **  to  an  J  other  person,**  in  order  to 
nmke  the  cUiuse  clearer,  and  he  thought 
if  the  words  were  inserted  the  clause 
would  be  made  oonsisteut  with  other 
portions  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Bill,  in 
page  l,line  20,  after  the  word  '*  passes,** 
to  insert  the  words  "  to  any  other  person.*^ 
— (^r.  Butcher,) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Rbid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  said,  this 
Amendment  bad  been  discussed  during 
the  Committee  stage.  It  was  a  mere 
question  of  drafting,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  advisable  to  adopt  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  121  ; 
Noes  157.— (Division  List,  No.  164.) 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOLTl  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  Debate,  because  there 
was  a  Bill  on  the  Paper,  the  Parochial 
Electors  (Registration  Acceleration)  Bill, 
the  discussion  on  the  Thufd  Reading  of 
which  would  not  take  up  much  time  ;  but 
eoQceming  which  a  few  words  would 
have  to  be  said.  He  thought  it  might 
pass  without  difBetilty  that  night  if  sufll- 
oieot  time  were  given  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  express  their  opiBions  on  one  or  two 
of  the  earlier  episodes  connected  with  the 
BUI. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.** — 
{Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

PABOCHUL  KLE0T0R8  (RBQI8TRATI0K 
ACCBLEBATION)  BILL.— <No.  282.) 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time.** — -{Mr,  Skaw-Lefevre.) 


j  Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  he  understood 
'  from  the  promise  which  had  been  made 
I  to  him — namely,  that  the  clause  which 
>  would  not  read  in  any  way,  and  which 
I  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  could  not 
'  understand,  was  to  be  amended  in  another 

place.  He  had  seen  the  amended 
'  clause,    and     it     seemed     to     him     to 

meet  the  difficulty  which  was   pointed 

out  on  the  Committee  stage,  and  as  he 
!  understood  that  there  was  a  pledge  given 
'  by   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 

Bill  would  be  amended  in  another  place 
i  of  course  there  would  be  no  objection  to 

letting  it  go  through  now. 

•Mb.  SHA  W-LEFEVRE  said  the  hon. 

Member  was  quite  right.  There  had 
:  been  a  small  verbal  alteration  made,  and 
I  he  would  undertake  that  the  Amendment 

should  be  made. 

I      Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MUSSEL    SCALPS    (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

(No.  ie9.) 

8IC0ND  EEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  BIRKMYRE  (Ayr,  &c.)  moved 

j  the   Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.     He 

said    its    title    might    sound  somewhat 

strange   to  hon.   Members  representing 

constituencies  south  of  the  Tweed.     It 

f  was    somewhat    confusing,    but  it   was 

'  strictly  an  English  term,  and  was  to  be 

found  in  the  Encyclop€edia  Britannica. 

It  was  good  English,  but  certainly  better 

Scotch. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.**^ifr.  Birkm^re.) 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned . 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 

STANDING    OBDBBS. 

Ordered,  That  so  much  of  Standing 
Order  No.  91  as  fixes  Five  as  the  quorum 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orderly  be  read,  and  suspended. 

Ordered,  That,  for  the  remainder  of 
the  Session,  Three  be  the  auorum  of  the 
Committee.— (5ir  J.  Mowbray.) 
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PEBBLES    FOOT    PAVEMENTS    PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  BILL.— (No.  304.) 
Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

UNIFORMS  BILL.— <Na  12.) 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  212.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  for  Thursday,  and  to 
be  printed.     [BUI  309.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Local  Grovernment  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  9)  Bill. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  10)  Bill. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  19)  BiU. 

That  thej  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
^  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders,  made  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment under  The  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1870,  to  enable  the  School  Boards 
for  Barry  United  District,  Bristol, 
Brotherton,  Homsey,  Low  Ley  ton,  Liver- 
pool, Sutton  (Surrey),  West  Ham,  Wil- 
lesden,  and  York  to  put  in  force  the 
Lands  Clauses  Acts.**  [Elementary 
Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (Barry,  &c.)  Bill  \_Lord8\,'] 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(BARRY,  &C.)  BILL  [Lords], 

Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  310.] 

POLICE  AND   SANITARY  REGULATIONS 

BILLS. 

Special  Report  brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  213.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  213.] 


COAL  (ANNUAL  OUTPUT). 

Return  [presented  9th  July]]  to  be 
printed.     (No.  209.) 

TRAMWAYS     ORDERS    CONFIRMATION 

(No.  2)  BILL. 

Paper  [presented  9th  July]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  210.] 

ARMY  (RULES  OF  PROCEDURE.) 

Copy  presented, — of  Amendments  to 
the  Rules  of  Procedure,  1893  [by  Act]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ROYAL    PARKS    AND  GARDENS 

(GREENWICH  PARK). 

Copy  presented— of  Rules  dated  3rd 
July  1894  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

MERCHANT  SEAMEN'S  FUND. 

Account  presented,^-of  Receipt  and 
Expenditure  under  the  Seamen^s  Fund 
Winding-up  Act,  from  Ist  January  to 
31st  December  1893  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC   WORKS  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,^-of  Sixty-second  Re- 
port of  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland,  with  Appendices,  for 
the  year  ending  31st  March  [by  Com* 
mand]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TEMPORARY  LAWS. 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  :  — 

Copy  of  Register  of  Temporary  Laws 
for  the  Third  Session,  Twenty-fifth  Par- 
liament of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Bntain  and  Irehind  (57  &  58  Vie.  1894) 
(presented  pursuant  to  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  £xpiring  Laws  in 
Session  1 866),  to  be  printed.     (No.  211.) 

HoQie  ad  joamed  at  one  minote 
after  Twelre  o*clock. 
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HOUSE  OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  11th  July  1894. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


WALXiASEY  EMBANKMENT  BILL  [ZortW]. 
CONSIDERATION. 


^         Billy  as  amended,  considered. 


*Mb.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  $.£L,  Hey- 
wood)  reminded  the  House  that  he  had 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  on  the 
Second  Reading.  The  Committee  had 
struck  out  the  recital  as  to  rating   the 

Wallasey  and  West  Kirby  Local  Boards. 
He  believed  that  the  Bill  was  un- 
necessary, and  that  view  was  sup^ 
ported  by  the  engineer  of  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harboar  Boani.  He  had 
since  learned  that  other  of  the  officials  of 
that  Board  did  not  approve  of  the  Bill 
as  far  as  they  were  concerned.  It  had 
been  promoted  entirely  by  the  landowners, 
who  had  endeavoured  to  shift  the  expense 
and  burden  of  carrying  the  Bill  upon  the 
ratepayers.  To  that  he  objected,  as  a 
principle  which  the  House  ought  not  to 
accept.  He  wae  told  that,  as  th^  Com- 
mittee had  passed  the  Bill,  he  ought  .not 
to  have  moved  its  rejection.  In  answer 
to  that  objection  he  had  only  to  say  that 
if  the  Bill  was  of  any  value  to  the  land- 
owners who  promoted  it  they^  and  not 
the  ratepayers,  ought  to  bear  the  expense 
of  it.  For  the  second  time  this  Bill  had 
been  brought  before  the  House.  When 
originally  introduced  in  1889  the,  pre- 
amble was  found  by  the  Committee  not  to 
have  been  proved.  It  had  now  again 
been  brought  forward,  and  the  Com- 
mittee had  again  refused  to  accept 
-this  principle  of  throwing  any  part 
of  the  cost  of  the  extension  proposed 
by  the  Bill  upon  the  ratepayers.  Had 
the  Bill  been  thrown  out  on  Second 
Beading  the  ratepayers  udder  the  two 
I<ocal  Boards  would  have  been  relieved  of 
the  cost  of  having  to  again  oppose  this 
Bill  before  a  Conunittee  of  this  House. 
This  was  a  question  of  principle,  and  not 
one  which  required  sifting  out  upon 
ovidence,  and  it  Mras  therefore  competent 

VOL.   XXVI.      [fOORTH    SBRIES.j 


for  the  House  to  daeide^  If  tjh^,  decisiQjq, 
had  been  given,  the  ratepayers  would  hav^ 
beeii  e;^onerated  from  the  expense  of  ap-r 
pearing  before  the  Committee.  Sucb, 
procedure  might,  in  many  cases,  amount  to: 
a  positive  denial  of  justice  by  putting  the 
publio  to  unnecessary  expense.  He  was 
very  glad  that  the  Committee  had  acted 
upon  the  view  .ho  had  brought  before  the. 
House,  and  that  these  landowners  would 
have  to  bear  the  cost  of  bringing  in  the 
Bill.  The  main  febturiB  to  which  he  had 
taken  objection  having  been  rembved 
from  the  Bill  he  would  not  move  its 
rejection. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
QBDERS    OF   DA  Y. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  303.) 
CONSIDERATION.       [thIRD   NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

•Mr.  butcher  (York)  moved,  for 
Mr.  Grant  Lawson,  to  amend  Clause  2, 
providing  that  property  passing  on  the 
death  of  the  deceased  should  be  deemed 
to  include  property  specified  in  four 
sub-sections,  by  inserting  the  words 
"  when  situate  in  the  United  King- 
dom." He  would  not  re-open  the 
general  (juestion  with  regard  to  pro- 
perty situate  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  which  had  been  so  fully  dis- 
cussed and  settled  more  or  less  satisfac- 
torily. Owing  to  the  alterations  made 
it  had  become  necessary  for  the  words  he 
proposed  to  be  inserted  at  the  beginning 
of  the  clause.  As  it  stood,  the  second 
sub -section  would  apply  to  property  be- 
longing to  the  deceased  situate  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom-r-that  the  property 
should  be  included  only  if,  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  Legacy  or  Succes- 
sion Duty  was  payable  in  respect  thereof. 
That  was  an  exhaustive  statement  with 
regard  to  property  situate  out  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  If  that  were  so,  Sec- 
tion 1  ought  to  be  limited  to  property 
situate  within  the  United  Kingdom,  so 
that  the  two  sections  together  would 
refer  to  the  class  of  property''  meant. 
This  was  rather  in  the  nature  of  a  draft- 
ing Amendment,  but  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  Solicitor  General  would 
desire  to  go  further  and  say  it  was  one 
of  substance.     The  question  whether  it 

3  P 


13d5 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


1S86 


WkB  a  drafting  Am^dmeot  merely  or  one 
of  Babstance  depended  npon  the  question 
whether  it  was  contemplated  that  no  pre- 
pay out  of  the  United  Kingdom  was  to 
b^  taxed  which  was  not  speoificallj  men- 
tioned in  the  clause.  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be,  hj  war  of  defini- 
tion, that  the  property  would  not  fall 
wtthin  the  scope  of  the  other  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  5, 
after  the  word  **  deceased^'*  to  insert  the 
words  ^'  when  situate  within  the  United 
Kingdom." — (Mr.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Rkid,  Dumfries,  &o,)  said,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  appeared  to  be  based  upon 
a  misunderstanding  of  the  first  section. 
The  latter  part  of  the  first  sub-section 
provided  that 

"all  property  paflsing  on  the  death  of  the 
daceaaed  when  situate  out  of  the  United  King^- 
dom  shall  be  included  only  if  it  is  liable  to 
Legacy  or  Succession  Ihity  or  would  be  so  liable 
but  tor  the  relation  of  the  person  to  whom  it 
passes/* 

and  that  provision  applied  to  the  whole 
clause. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  he  was  unable  to  follow  the  hon. 
fund  learned  Gentleman's  statement.  His 
hon.  Friend  asked  the  plain  question 
whether,  under  Sub-section  (a)  any  pro- 
perty out  of  the  United  Kingdom  was  to 
be  taxed  which  was  not  specifically  taxed 
in  Sub-section  (b).  There  were  two  parts 
*of  the  clause,  one  of  which  was  intended 
^  be  a  qualification  of  the  other. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  had  pointed 
•out  that  the  latter  part  of  the  section 
governed  the  whole  clause.  Unless  the 
property  was  situate  outside  the  United 
•Kingdom  it  was  subject  to  and  would 
come  under  the  limitation  at  the  end  of 
Clause  2. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  there  was 
no  indication  that  one  part  of  the  clause 
was  intended  to  be  a  qualification  of  the 
other.  As  be  understood  it,  the  object  of 
'  the  clause  was  to  give  a  specific  and  care- 
ful definition  of  what  was  intended  by 
**  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the 
deceased.*'  That  was,  however,  dealt 
with  in  general  terms  in  Clause  1.  The 
Cbancellor     of    the    Exchequer    would 

Mr.  Butcher 


observe  that  Sub-section  (a)  contained  a 
mis-statemettt  {  there  might  be  property 
of  which  at  the  time  of  death  the  de- 
ceased was  competent  to  dispose,  but 
which  nevertheless  was  not  property 
passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased. 
Were  they  to  take  the  second  sub-section 
of  the  clause  not  as  a  further  defioition 
of  the  kind  of  property  dealt  with,  but  as 
a  modification  and  qualification  of  Sub- 
section (a)  in  the  first  part  of  the  clause  ? 
If  so,  all  he  could  say  was  that  it  was 
extremely  bad  drafting,  and  could  only 
lead  to  confusion  when  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  came  to  be  interpreted  by  the 
Courts  of  Law.  Surely  it  woald  be  ntfich 
better  to  insert  the  words  suggested  by 
bis  hon.  Friend  or  some  other  words,  such 
as  "  save  as  in  hereafter  provided." 

The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcoubt,  Derby) 
said,  they  were  all  agreed  that  there  should 
bono  confusion  in  the  matter,  and  he  hoped 
that  an  Amendment  to  be  proposed  later 
on  by .  the  Solicitor  General,  and  which 
was  on  the  Paper,  would  remove  any 
ambiguity. 

Mr.     GIBSON    BOWLES     (Lynn 

Regis)  said,  he  was  sorry  he  could  not 

quite  agree  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer,  for  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 

Solicitor  General's  Amendment  would 
leave  matters  unchanged  ;  the  language 
would  be  but  little  clearer  and  the  sense 
would  be  unchanged.  The  Amendment, 
in  fact,  would  not  clear  up  the  awkward 
ambiguity.  Next  he  came  to  the  Amend* 
men t  actually  before  the  House.  He  was 
bound  to  confess  his  disappointment  at 
not  having  heard  some  further  statement 
as  to  the  treatment  of  property  out  of  the 
United  Kingdom  as  a  result  of  the 
representations  made  by  the  Colonies. 
He  was  aware  that  the  Government  had 
promised  to  lay  on  tbe  Table  a  letter  from 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  on  the  subject,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  be  promptly  forth- 
coming, because  it  was  important  they 
should  see  it  before  they  came  to  the 
consideration  of  that  branch  of  the 
Finance  Bill,  and  before  they  decided  on 
taxing  for  the  first  time  property  situated 
out  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Tbe 
Secretary  for  India  on  the  previous  day 
rather  led  tbe  House  to  suppose  that  in 
the  case  of  an  estate  of  £25,000  there 
was  no  alteration  in  the  duty.    He,  on 
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tbe  contrary,   thought  there'  was  a  tre- 
mendous alteratioD. 

Sib  W.  H ARCOURT  ;  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  think  this  question  arises  on  a 
later  Amendment  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Memher. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
while  it  might  be  more  conyenient  to  dis^' 
cuss  the  matter  oa  the  later  Amendment 
he  could  uot  admit  that  he  was  out  of 
Order  in  debating  it  at  that  stage.  Still, 
as  a  matter  of  convenience  he  was  willing 
not  to  go  fuilj  into  the  matter  on  that  occa- 
sion, and  ho  would  content  himself  with 
pointing  out  generally  that  in  the  case  of 
property  situate  out  of  the  United  King- 
dom enormous  extra  taxation  was  im- 
posed by  this  clause.  Sub-section  2  con- 
tained what  were  supposed  to  be  excep- 
tions and  limitations  ;  but  as  the  first  part 
of  the  clause  stood,  it  did  undoubtedly, 
as  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
pointed  out,  throw  a  net  over  all  pro- 
perty, whether  or  not  it  was  liable  to 
Legacy  or  to  Succession  Duty.  What 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  submitted 
was  that  the  first  part  should  not  be  as- 
sumed to  go  further  than  the  second  part 
of  the  clause.  Was  it  not  reasonable  to 
suggest  that  in  the  first  part  of  the  clause 
they  should  only  throw  the  net  to  cover 
property  within  the  United  Kingdom,  in- 
asmuch as  in  the  second  part  they  would 
be  dealing  directly  with  property  out  of 
it.  and  restricting  the  duty  to  certain  de- 
scriptions of  property  so  situated  ? 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  B.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
saidf  he  wished  to  move  to  leave  out  from 
Sub-section  (c)  the  words  ^*  and  tbe  words 
vplfintary  and  voluntarily,  and  a  refer* 
enee  to  a  Volunteer,  were  omitted  there- 
from.*' He  admitted  that  the  point  was  to 
fK>me  extent  disouased  during  the  Com- 
inittee  stage ;  but  the  discussion  was  a 
little  indefinite,  and  he  and  his  friends 
^f9re  never  quite  certain  what  the  Gp* 
vernmeat  meant  by  proposing  to  abandon 
the^e  words.  He  considered  the  point 
of  such  great  importance  as  to  justify 
him  with  challenging  a  Division  on  the 
aubject.  He  proposed,  in  the  first  place, 
to  remind  the  House  what  the  law  was 
before  the  Finance  Bill  was  intro- 
duced, and  then  'to  show  the  operation 
of  this  particular  provision.  This  Sub- 
section (c)  virtually  interfered  with  the 


Inland  Revenue  Acts,  1S81  and  1889, 
because  it  proposed  to  etta^t  that  tli^ 
words  of  those  two  Acts  should  be' 
construed  as  if  the  provision  extended  to . 
real  and  personal  property.  He  held 
that  that  was  most  objectionable, '  but 
still  it  was  part  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill ;  it  had  been  amply  discussed  in 
Committee,  and  they  would  not  again 
challenge  it.  But  besides  enacting  that, 
the  sub-section  went  further,  and  pro- 
vided that  the  provision  was  to  be 
construed  as  if  the  words  "voluntarv" 
and  *'  voluntarily  "  and  a  reference  to  a 
"volunteer"  were  omitted  therefrom. 
It  was  clear  that  Section  38  of  the  Act 
of  1881  created  exemptions  in  favour  of 
voluntary  settlements,  and  the  section 
really  comprised  a  comprehensive  state- 
ment of  all  kinds  of  personal  property 
that  could  fairly  be  put  into  the  account 
for  the  payment  of  tbe  Death  Duties, 
while  the  three  Sub-sections  (a),  (b),  and 
(e)  explained  the  exemption  in  fiivour  of 
voluntary  settlements.  The  operation  of 
Sub-section  (c)  was  further  extended  by 
bringing  in  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1889,  which  really  constituted  an  ex- 
tension of  the  beneficent  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1881.  Now  this  Bill  pro- 
posed to  do  away  with  those  exemptions, 
and  he  thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what 
he  meant  by  it  ?  Let  his  fiscal  and 
political  conscience  answer.  No  doubt 
the  object  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  in  proposing  to  leave  out  the  words 
"voluntary  and  voluntarily"  was  to  be 
able  to  draw  more  property  into  his  net. 
In  the  previous  Acts  a  very  cbmpre- 
hensive  definition  of  the  word  "pro- 
perty" was  given,  and  this  particular 
class  of  property  was  exempted  from  tbe 
payment  of  duty.  He  should  await  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  explanation  with 
some  interest,  for  he  held  that  to  im- 
pose a  tax  upon  it  now  was  con- 
trary to  every  sense  of  English  justice. 
He  had  explained  the  general  apprehen- 
sion, and  he  came  now  to  a  specific 
apprehension  on  a  point  as  to  which  they 
were  justly  and  naturally  anxious  ;  ho 
meant  the  case  of  marriage  settlements. 
They  noted  with  a  limited  amount  of 
gratitude  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  exempt  from  the  new  duty 
property  passing  to  the  Wife  by  marriage  ; 
but  if  the  Estate  Duty  was  to  be  charged 
on  marriage  settlements,  a  great  injustice 
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would  arise.  If  ai  the  time  of  her 
marriage  property  were  settled  on  a 
woman  in  the  name  of  trustees,  that  pro- 
perty from  that  time  forward  was  never 
at  the  disposal  of  the  husband ;  she  en- 
joyed the  benefit  of  it  daring  their  joint 
lives.  Then  why,  on  her  husband's 
death,  should  she  be  called  upon  to  pay 
Succession  Duty  upon  it  ?  Surely  such 
a  charge  would  create  a  sense  of  rankling 
injustice  in  the  minds  of  thousands  of 
persons.  Hon.  Members  opposite  might 
laugh  at  that,  but  he  could  assure  them 
there  was  nothing  more  shocking  than 
that  a  poor  widow,  in  her  moment  of 
sorrow  and  weakness,  should  bemnlcted  in 
a  heavy  fine  for  the  payment  of  Death 
Duties,  He  would  be  only  too  glad  to  be 
told  that  he  was  wrong  in  supposing  these 
marriage  settlements  would  have  to  pay 
duty.  No  question  that  had  been  dis- 
cussed during  the  Debate  on  the  Bill  had 
been  regard^  by  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  with  the  same  intense 
interest  as  this.  No  doubt  where  the  hus- 
band was  still  in  a  position  to  make  some 
provision  to  meet  the  payment  of  this  un- 
expected imposition  the  case  was  not  so 
hard,  but  there  were  many  persons  too 
late  in  life  now  to  provide  for  this  new 
charge  on  that  portion  of  their  property 
which  before  was  exempted  from  taxa- 
tion. He  was  perfectly  sure,  also,  that 
owing  to  the  omission  of  these  words 
many  persons  would  have  to  pay  duty 
upon  property  which  they  did  not  in- 
herit, and  upon  which  Succession  Duty 
was  not  justly  payable  at  all. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  Hoe 
21,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  "per- 
sonal property,"  to  the  word  **  and,"  in 
line  23.— (Sir  R.  Temple.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  wordft 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  if  it 
were  not  contrary  to  the  evidence  of  his 
own  senses  he  would  have  supposed  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  come  to  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question  for  the  first 
time  that  afternoon,  and  had  taken  part 
in  none  of  the  discussions  upon  it  which 
had  been  proceeding  for  the  last  two 
months.  He  asked,  in  the  first  place, 
whether  the  Government  were  going  to 
do  away  with  the  exemptions,  as  he 
called  them,  granted  to  Volunteers  under 
the  Acts  of  1881  and  1889. 

Sir  R.  Temple 


SiB  R.  TEMPLE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  interpret  the  words  of 
Sub-section  (c)  of  Section  38  of  the  Act  of 
1881  ?  Do  they  not  provide  that  where 
in  these  cases  Stamp  Duty  has  been  paid 
it  shall  be  returned  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  could 
not  wafite  time  by  answering  qoeBtioos  aa 
to  whether  twice  two  made  four  or  fiv«. 
It  was  a  matter  of  common  knowledge  as 
to  the  effect  of  the  Act  of  1881  on  volun- 
tary settlements.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was  under  an  absolute  misapprehension 
of  the  effect  of  those  Acts,  as  the  Act  of 
1881  for  the  first  time  imposed  a  duty  on 
this  very  class  of  property.  The  object 
of  the  Government  in  framing  the  present 
Bill  was  to  place  alb  classes  of  property 
upon  the  same  footing  for  the  purpose  of 
calculating  the  amount  of  Death  Duty 
payable  by  tlie  estate.  All,  therefore^ 
that  was  necessary  for  them  to  do  to 
carry  out  that  object  was  to  remove  from 
the  clause  they  were  considering  the 
words  proposed  to  be  omitted.  If  that 
were  agreed  to  then  settled  property 
would  be  brought  upon  the  same  footing 
as  voluntary  settlements.  They  would^ 
therefore,  not  do  away  with  the  supposed 
"exemption"  as  to  voluntary  settle- 
ments, for  those  would  remain  exactly 
in  the  same  position  as  they  were- 
placed  in  by  the  Acts  of  1881  and  1889. 
He  declined  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  by  again  explaining  the  effect  of 
the  words  "  voluntary  and  voluntarily  ** 
as  applicable  to  that  class  of  property. 
Of  course,  the  omission  of  those  words 
would  directly  afibct  the  case  of  all  mar- 
riage settlements,  as  that  class  of  pro-^ 
perty  would  henceforth  be  charged  with 
the  payment  of  Succession  Duty.  The 
humbler  classes  of  the  community,  who 
had  no  settlements,  had  to  make  these 
payments  as  between  husband  and  wife, 
and  it  would  be  unfair  if  one  class  was  te 
be  discharged  from  those  payments  and 
the  other  was  not.  He  hoped  the  hon* 
Baronet  would  conskler  the  answer  he 
had  given  sufficient,  and  would  net 
further  press  the  matter. 

•Mr.  BUTCHER  said,  the  remarks  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  devoted  almost  exclusively  to  the 
question  of  settlements ;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  settlements  were  dealt  with  by 
Sub-section  (b),  and  he  ventured  to  say 
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that  no  8uch  clause  as  this  had  ever  ap- 
peared before  in  any  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
ithposing  duties  of  a  new  and  untried 
kind   on    property,    and   executors   and 
others  who  had  to  paj  the  heavy  duties 
were  subjected  to  penalties  if  thej  did 
not  bring  in  affidavits  stating  what  pro- 
perty was  liable.     If   penalties  were  im- 
posed the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should   at   least    make    it  clear  to    the 
executors  and  others  what   course  they 
should  take  in  order  to  avoid  the  penal- 
ties.    He  did  not  think  that  this  could  be 
gleaned  from  the  clause  as  it  at  present 
«tood.     Was  there  any  class  of  property 
which  was  made  liable  to  duty  by  the  in- 
-sertion   of  those   words    which  was  not 
made   liable  by  the  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill  ?     Unless  there  was  some  snch  pro- 
perty the  words  were  idle,  useless,  and 
misleading.     Why  could  not  the  Govern- 
ment explain  the  meaning  of  the  words  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT ;  We  have  done 
it  over  and  over  again. 

*Mr.  butcher  said,  he  must  apolo- 
gise for  not  being  able  to  grasp  it.  Could 
the  learned  Solicitor  General  give  them 
an  illustration  of  any  class  of  property 
which  would  be  made  liable  to  the  duty 
under  these  words  which  was  not  already 
liable  under  other  parts  of  the  clause  ? 

Mr.    GIBSON   BOWLES    said,   be 

thought  the  whole  difficulty  arose  from 

the  fact  that  the  Government  had  taken 

a  clause  intended  for  one  purpose  and 

applied  it  to  another  object.     Section  38, 

as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad 

told  them,  was  entirely  directed  to  stop- 
ping up  gaps  left  by  former  legislation 
with  regard  to  Probate  Duty.  It  was  a 
provision  against  evasive  dispositions  of 
property,  and  as  snch  he  admitted  it  was 
necessary.  But  it  had  solely  in  con- 
templation arrangements  of  a  voluntary 
character.  When,  however,  settlements 
were  made  for  a  valuable  consideration 
the  case  was  different.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  understand  the  sub-section 
with  the  result  that  he  agreed  entirely 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
last  spoke,  that  there  was  absolutely  no 
«ia88  of  property  made  liable  by  the 
flection  which  was  not  already  charge- 
shle  under  other  parts  of  the  Bill.  He 
believed  the  section  had  been  inserted 


under  an  entirely  erroneous '  view.  He 
challenged  the  Government  to  cotitrorert 
that. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
said  that,  as  he  understood  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  marriage  settle- 
ments, however  long  they  had  been  made 
before  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  would  be 
affected  by  it  as  if  they  had  been  made 
after  the  passing  of  the  measure.  He 
thought  that  there  was  some  hardship  in 
this,  and  for  this  reason  :  that  those 
settlements  were  made  before  the  Finance 
Bill  was  thought  of,  and  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  its  provisions.  Persons 
who  were  alive  could  alter  their  testa- 
mentary dispositions  in  conformity  with 
the  Bill,  but  this  could  not  be  done  with 
old  settlements  as  the  persons  who  made 
them  had  no  longer  any  control  over 
them.  Hence  great  hardship  must 
arise. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  All  this  was 
discussed  at  great  length  yesterday. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  lesson  learned 
by  those  who  had  the  interests  of  their 
family  at  heart,  was  that  the  best  thing 
to  do  was  to  cheat  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  by  dying  at  once,  and 
so  come  under  the  old  duties.  But 
they  were  not  disposed  to  do  that,  and 
therefore  they  were  interested  in  securing 
a  just  and  equitable  settlement. 

•Sir  M.  hicks  -  BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  somewhat  complained  of  the 
repeated  discussions  on  various  matters 
connected  with  the  Bill,  but  he  thought 
they  might  congratulate  themselves  on 
the  fact  that  those  repeated  Debates  had 
at  last  brought  home  to  the  mind  of  one 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  followers 
— the  only  one  who  had  ventured  to 
express  an  independent  opinion — that  a 
real  hardship  w>is  being  inflicted  on 
persons  who  were,  if  he  might  say  so, 
the  victims  of  existing  marriage  settle- 
ments. He  did  not  profess  to  be  able  to 
discuss  this  sub-section,  because  he  can- 
didly confessed  that  he  did  not  under- 
stand it ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  as 
bad  a  specimen  of  drafting  as  could 
possibly  be  presented  to  the  House.  It 
referred  first  to  the  Act  of  1881  ; 
secondly,  to  an  amendment  of  that  Act 
by  the  Act  of  1889,  and  then,  taking  the 
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two.  .together,  it  said  that  they  were  to 
he  o(Hi8trued  as  if  real  property  as  well 
as  personal  property  were  included, 
and  certain  words  were  omitted. 
Lawyers  might  understand  these  things, 
hut  he  did  not  tliink  that  laymen  could. 
They  had  had  a  statement  clear  and 
definite  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Memher  for  York,  who  had 
shown  that  he,  at  any  rate,  understood 
the  Bill  at  least  as  well  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  had  stated 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  omitted  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Kingston  did 
not  bring  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  any  kind  of  property  not 
brought  within  its  operation  by  other 
portions  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  appealed  to  the 
Government  to  give  even  a  single 
example  of  any  one  kind  of  property 
thus  newly  brought  in.  He  noticed  that 
during  the  Debate  the  Solicitor  General 
left  the  House  presumably  to  consult  the 
draftsman  on  this  point,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  now  press  him  for  an  answer 
to  the  appeal. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  suspected  an  occult  motive 
for  his  departure  from  the  House,  and  he 
was  perfectly  right.  In  reply  to  the 
question  which  had  been  specifically  ad- 
dressed to  him,  he  would  say  that  he 
could  well  imagine  cases  which  these 
words  would  cover,  such,  for  instance,  as 
the  case  of  a  father  six  months  before 
his  death  making  a  settlement  of  his 
property  on  his  sons  and  absolutely  de- 
priving himself  of  all  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty. The  whole  of  the  clause  was 
fully  explained  by  the  Attorney  General 
and  himself.  They  need  not  be  ashamed 
to  state  that  the  object  was  to  make  the 
net  wide  enough  to  catch  all  kinds  of 
transactions  which  were  successful  in 
evading  the  Probate  Duty.  They  did 
impose  two  duties,  and  they  did  not  un- 
justly impose  one  duty  upon  property. 
There  might  be  some  overlapping,  and 
he  thought  it  would  not  be  easy  to  effect 
the  object  they  had  in  view  in  catching 
all  properties  without  some  redundancies. 
His  hon.  aad  gallant  Friend  had  asked 
whether  marriage  settlements  were  in- 
cluded. The  answer  was  in  the  affirma- 
tive; Supposing  a  man  settled  £10,000 
upon  himself  for  life  and  on  his  wife  after 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach 


his  death  ?  If  he  were  safficieotly  wciill- 
to-do  to  do  that,  why  should  the  pro- 
perty escape  duty  wheo  in  the  case  of  » 
mau  who,  unable  to  fettle  it  at  the  time, 
subsequently  accumulated  it,  it  would 
have  to  be  paid  by  his  widow  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  hon. 

and  learned  Gentleman  had  dealt,  in  the 

latter  part  of  his  observations,  with  the 

formidable  and  burning  questions  whe- 
ther it  was  or  was  not  proper  that  mar- 
riage settlements  should  be  made  to  pay 
this  duty,  and  he  had  repeated  with  em- 
phasis the  argument  so  often  put  forward 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
any  privilege  given  to  rich  men  should 
also  be  extended  to  poor  men.  But  the 
difficulty  he  had  always  felt  was  this  : 
that  they  were  dealing  with  husband  Mid 
wife  as  two  persons  instead  of  one  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Death  Duties,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  that  fitted  in  at  all  with 
the  ordinary  conditions  of  social  life. 
Nothing  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  advanced  had  diminished  the  in- 
justice which  they  felt  would  be  inflicted^ 
whether  they  were  dealing  with  the  rich 
or  with  the  poor.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  very  angry  with  his  hon. 
Friend  for  going  over  and  over  again  the 
Debates  which  had  already  taken  place, 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  having 
consulted  hon.  Members  around  him  they 
were  unable  to  recollect  any  speech  bj 
the  Attorney  General  in  explanation  of 
these  words ;  all  they  had  was  some 
obscure  reminiscence  by  the  Solicitor 
General  of  some  speech  by  his  learned 
Leader.  The  Solicitor  General  had  cited 
the  case  of  a  father  who  six  months  be- 
fore his  death  settled  his  property  on  hia 
son  without  any  power  of  revoking  the 
settlement.  But  he  did  not  believe  that 
even  such  a  case  as  that  required  these 
remarkable  words  in  order  to  cover  it. 
Although  they  did  not  always  understand 
the  Attorney  General  and  what  he  was 
driving  at,  they  knew  he  always  talked 
law,  and  he  could  not  believe  thai  he  had 
been  understood  by  his  own  colleagues 
or  thpt  there  had  been  a  perfect  recapitu- 
lation of  his  opinion.  He  felt  driven, 
therefore,  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  slioiild, 
indeed,  in  one  sense  be  sorry  to  see  these 
words  left  out ;  they  were  such  a  re- 
markable and  interesting  example  of  the 
legal  style,  and  it  would  he  a  thomaod 
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pitiefi  to  deprive  the  Statute  Book  of 
that  gem  of  legal  4ra£ling.  However,  if 
hid  hoik.  Friehd  went  to  a  Division  be 
shoald.  support  him,  as  they  must  not 
Baicfrrfice  everything  to  legal  style,  even 
although  it  ought  to  he  inserted  In  any 
anthology  of  English  law  as  a  speoimen 
of  what  the  House  of  Commons  and  its 
legal  advisers  could  do  when  they  set 
their  minds  to  work.  But  he  would  re* 
peat  they  must  not  sacrifice  everything 
to  style,  and  therd^ore  he  would  be  com- 
pelled, in  view  of  the  future  serenity  of 
mttid  of  executors  and  legal  advisers,  to 
support  the  removal  from  the  Bill  of  a 
clause  which,  whatever  its  intrinsic 
charms,  was  one  certainly  calculated  to 
perplex  those  whose  duty  it  would  be  to 
interpret  the  measure,  and  to  involve 
them  in  serious  legal  difficulties. 

Mb.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said  that, 
according  to  the  Official  Debates^  when 
this  matter  was  discussed  on  the  previous 
occasion  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer expressed  regret  that  the  Attorney 
General  was  unable  to  be  present,  but 
added  that  the  able  and  competent  gentle- 
men who  bad  drafted  the  Bill  had  con- 
sidered the  point  carefully  and  regarded 
the  words  as  necessary.  The  Solicitor 
General  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were,  therefore,  scarcely  justified  in  ac- 
cusing his  hon.  Friends  of  a  lack  of 
memory  because  they  failed  to  remember 
what  explanations  were  given  by  the 
Attorney  General.     He  gave  none. 

Mk.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  the  Solicitor  General  had,  in 
reply  to  his  hon.  Friend  below  the  Gang- 
way, drawn  a  distinction  between  the 
ease  of  a  rich  man  making  a  marriage 
settlement  of  £10,000  and  the  case  of  a 
poor  man,  whose  accumulations  subse- 
quent to  marriage  became  liable  to  the 
Death  Duties.  But  was  it  not  a  common 
practice  in  the  case  of  a  man  unable  to 
set  apart  the  settled  sum  at  the  time  of 
his*  marriage  to  keep  the  money  in  his 
business,  and  to  covenant  with  the  trus- 
tees to  pay  it  off  from  time  to  time. 
Surely  poor  men  'as  well  as  rich  men 
were  interested  in  this  question.  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  in  such  a 
ease  a»  he  had  referred*  to,  and  assuming 
the  settlor  died  b^ore  he  hiul  paid  the 
settled  money,  but  left-  suffioieat  estate 
to  pay  it,  the  trustees  would  be  able  to 


recover  it  from  the  estate  without  paying 
tbe,  Death  •  Duty  uppn  it .?  , , .  ;  i 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  187  ; 
Noes  119«— (Diviflion  List,  No.  165.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  2,  line  29,  to  leave  out  "  and  all," 
and  print  the  following  four  lines  as  Sub- 
section (2). 

Mr.     GIBSON  .  BOWLES     (Lynn 
Regis)  moved  to  leave' out  lines  29  to 
32  on  page  2.     He  said,  he  still  hoped 
that  the  Government    would  reconsider 
their  position  in  regard  to  tbe  taxation  of 
foreign    and    colonial    property.       The 
question  had  been  postponed  from  time 
to  time,  and   representations   had   been 
made  to  tbe  Government  on  behalf  of  the 
Colonies  on  the  gubjeet.     He  suspected 
that  representations  had  also  been  made 
or  would  he  made  on  behalf  of  foreign 
countries.     He  had  reason  to  believe  that 
the  further  representations  made  by  the 
Colonies  amounted  to  this*:  that  they  were 
by  no  means  satisfied  with  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  to  be  introduced  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     It  was  of 
no  use  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  say  that  the  tax  upon  foreign 
property  was  not  a  new  tax.     Up  to  this 
moment  the  Government  had  never  as- 
sumed or  attempted  to  tax  any  property 
that  was  not  either  actually  or  construc- 
tively in  this  country.    But  in  pursuance 
of  the  doctrine  that  moveable  property 
followed  the  person  it  had  been  assumed 
that  personal  property  was  in  the  country 
where  the  owuer  himself  was.     Conse- 
quently, the  State  had  assumed  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  to,  tax  personalty  abroad.     It 
had,  however,  only  been  taxed  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  Legacy  or  Succession  Duty 
upon  it  when  it  came  into  the  hands. of 
the   suoeessor*     No    attempt    had  ever 
been  made  to*  levy  Probate  Duty  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom  for  the  very  suffi- 
cient reason    that    Probate  Duty  only 
applied  to  property  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  British  Courts »     The  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exohequer  said  <that  the. new, Es- 
ta4(eDuty  was  tkeani^gue  of  the  Probate 
Duty.     If  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentlepinn 
must  not  attempt   to  levy  it  ,on   aiyy 
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property  oat  of  the  jorisdiotioD  of  the 
British  Courts.  The  main  increttse 
of  duty  that  would  be  levied  under  this 
Bill  would  be  imposed  upon  property 
which  had  never  been  taxed  before  for 
Probate  Duty.  The  Secretary  for  India 
(Mr.  Fowler)  had  on  the  previous  day 
referred  to  a  case  of  £25,000.  In  an 
ordinary  case  of  a  testator  domiciled  in 
Great  Britain  leaving  his  property  to 
persons  in  this  country,  the  present  Pro* 
bate  Duty  was  4  per  cent.,  and  the  widow 
would  have  to  pay  the  percentage.  If 
the  property  were  situated  out  of  the 
United  Kingdom  the  individual  would 
not  pay  a  single  farthing.  Under  this 
Bill  she  would  pay  £1,000  on  the 
£25,000.  If  the  property  were  left  to  a 
child  that  child  would  at  present  pay  1 
per  cent,  on  £250,  while  under  the  Bill 
he  or  she  would  pay  £1,000.  Then  there 
was  the  case  of  £100,000.  If  personal 
property  to  the  value  of  £100,000 
situated  outside  the  United  Kingdom 
were  left  to  the  widow  she  would  at  pre- 
sent pay  nothing,  whilst  under  the  Bill 
the  property  of  the  widow  would  have  to 
pay  £5,500.  A  child  inheriting  £100,000 
would  at  present  pay  £1,000,  while 
under  the  Bill  he  or  she  would 
pay  £5,500.  If  property  to  the  value  of 
£1,000,000  situated  outside  the  United 
Kingdom  were  left  to  the  widow  she 
would  at  present  pay  nothing,  while 
under  the  Bill  phe  would  have  to  pay 
£80,000.  He  thought  he  had  shown  that 
there  would  be  a  very  large  nominal  in- 
crease of  duty  in  respect  of  property  out 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  increase 
was,  however,  really  nominal,  and  could 
not  become  real.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  knew  that  in  the  case  of  per- 
sonal property  left  in  chaige  of  a  foreign 
executor  he  could  not  hope  for  a  single 
farthing  of  the  duty.  Was  it  not  mani- 
fest that  whenever  a  man  had  personal 
property  situated  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  was  faced  by  such  a 
terrible  accumulation  of  duties  as  was 
proposed  by  this  Bill— duties  amounting 
in  some  instances  to  19  per  cent — he 
would  take  the  precaution  of  putting  his 
property  into  the  hands  of  a  foreign 
executor  ?  If  he  did  so  the  right  hon. 
Getttleman  would  not  get  a  farthing  of  duty . 
No  doubt  theright  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
he  would  get  it  from  the  English  executor, 
but  he  would  only  do  so  as  far  as  the 
English   executor  had  property  at  his 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles 


disposal,  and  such  property  might  be 
little  or  might  amoont  to  nothing  at  all. 
Take  the  case  of  a  foreigner  domiciled 
in  this  country  and  having  £20,000,000 
of  property  abroad  and  £1,000,000  at 
home.  The  duty  on  the  total  aoKNint 
would  be  £1,600,000,  and  at  ooone  that 
could  not  be  obtained  out  of  the  £1,000,000 
in  this  country,  even  if  that  £1,000,000 
were  left  in  this  country.  His  profound 
conviction  was,  and  he  believed  it  must 
be  shared  by  the  Department,  that  not  a 
penny  of  the  duty  on  property  situate  out 
of  the  United  Kingdom  would  ever  eome 
into  the  coffers  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Was  it  worth  while  to  dis- 
satisfy the  colonists  and  to  mn  the  risk 
of  a  difference  with  foreign  nations  for 
the  sake  of  a  duty  which  would  give 
little  or  no  return  ?  He  thought  that 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
considered  the  representations  of  the 
colonists  and  the  representations  be 
might  also  have  had  from  foreign  Powers, 
and  when  he  had  also  consulted  the  able 
officers  of  the  Department  concerned  he 
would  see  that  he  was  running  very  serious 
risks  without  much  chance  of  getting  any 
return. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
29,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "pro- 
perty ^  inclusive,  to  the  word  "Property** 
in  line  33." — (Mr,  Gibson  Bowles,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
down  to  ^  only,*  in  line  30,  stand  part  of 

the  Bill." 

• 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  This  is  a 
renewal  of  the  discussion  of  a  large 
question  which  has  been  discussed  before. 
If  I  remember  rightly,  the  proposal  to 
charge  foreign  property  passed  in  Com- 
mittee without  observation  oroppositioa. 
As  regards  foreign  property,  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  serious  doubt  exists  in 
the  mind  of  anybody  that  such  property 
ought  to  be  charged  as  far  as  we  oan  get 
at  it.  The  notion  ^hat  we  are  to 
encourage  investments  abroad  by  giving 
them  the  enormous  bonus  of  a  relict  from 
the  taxation  which  falls  upon  investmeotB 
made  in  this  country  is  one  whieh  I 
believe  the  great  mass  of  Members  of  this 
House  and  people  outside  would  oot 
entertain  for  a  moment.  I  oannat  oob- 
oeive  anything  that  would  be  more  unjust 
or  impolitic.  The  hon.  Meonber  adviaas 
me  to  take  counsel  with  the  offioers  of 
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the  Inland  Revenue.     I  woniler  whether 

he  supposes  that  I  have  not  done  so  or 

that  I  do  not  almost  spend  day  and  night 

in  taking  counsel  with  them  as  to  every 

clause  and  line  of  this  Bill.     Thej  know 

what  they  are  about  in  this  matter  ;  they 

know  that  there  is  a  certain  amount  of 

foreign  property  on  which  we  can  collect 

the  tax  and  a  certain  amount  on  which 

we  cannot.  We  do  not  pretend  to  be  able 

to  levy  the  tax  on  real  property,   and 

there  are  circumstances  in  which  we  can* 

not  get  at  personal  property.     The  hon. 

Member,  however,    has    very    correctly 

said  that  the  doctrine  of  the  law  is  that  all 

personal  property  follows  the  individual. 

From     that    point     of    view    personal 

property  belonging  to  an  individual  in  this 

country  is,  in  the  eyes  of  the  law,  situate  in 

this  country,  and  that  is  the  principle  on 

which  we  base  our  proposals.  It  is  on  that 

ground  that  we  have  always  levied  Legacy 

and  Succession  Duty  on  foreign  property. 

As  the  hon.  Member  says,  Probate  Duty 

has  not  been  levied  on  foreign  property. 

That  is  not  a  question  of  principle,  but  a 

question  of  jurisdiction.     The  ecclesias* 

tical  jurisdiction  of  the  Probate  Court 

attached  to  probate  methods  of  levying 

which  were  not  applicable  to  the  case  of 

foreign  property.     In  recasting  the  duty 

we    saw  no   reason   whatever   why   we 

should  not  levy  the  Estate  Duty  in  respect 

of    personal    property,    which,    though 

situate  in  a  foreign  country,  belongs  to  a 

person  living  here.     All  we  propose  to 

do  is  to  remove  the  technical  objection 

arising  out  of  the  peculiar  constitution  of 

a  Spiritual  Court  which,  up  to  this  time, 

has   prevented  probate  being  levied   on 

foreign  property.     That  is  the  whole  of 

the  question.     The  hon.  Member  began 

his  speech  by  painting  a  picture  of  the 

enormous  sums  that  might  be  levied  on 

property  abroad.     He  pointed  out  that  if 

a  widow   succeeded   to  £1,000,000   we 

should  get  £80,000.     Well,  I  think  that 

a  lady  with  £1,000,000  could  well  afford 

to    give   us    £80,000.     Then    the   hon. 

Member  said  we  should  not  be  able  to 

levy  the  tax  on  property  abroad,  and, 

indeed,  that  we  should  get  less  than  we 

do  now.    It  that  be  so,  if  the  result  of 

the   ignorance    and    blundering    of  the 

Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer  and    the 

Law  Officers  and  th«  officers  of  the  Inland 

Revenue  is  that  we  are  going  to  levy  less 

than  is  levied  now,  I  cannot  conceive 

why,  from  the  hon.  Member's  point  of 
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view,  he  should  oppose  our  proposals. 
As  to  the  question  of  the  Colonies,  that 
does  not  arise  now,  but  will  come  up  on 
the  Amendment  to  be  moved  later. 
We  are  proposing  to  charge  nothing  that 
we  do  not  now  claim  to  charge  under  the 
Legacy  and  Succession  Duties,  though  it 
is  4uite  true  that  we  put  an  additional 
charge  in  the  form  of  Probate  Duty.  We 
are  quite  aware  that  there  are  methods  by 
which  the  attempts  to  collect  the  tax 
may  be  defeated,  but  that  is  no  reason 
why  such  property  should  not  be  got  at 
for  the  purposes  of  taxation  in  cases 
where  it  can  be  reached.  The  officials 
of  the  Inland  Revenue  are  of  opinion 
that  as  under  the  Legacy  Duty  and  as 
under  the  Succession  Duty  we  do  at 
present  get  a  certain  amount  of  contribu- 
tion from  property  held  abroad,  so  we 
shall  get  it  in  future  under  the  form  of 
Estate  Duty.  I  confess  that  I  think 
those  who  are  responsible  for  our  finance 
past  and  future  will  be  extremely  unwise 
if  they  deprive  the  English  taxpayer  of 
the  relief  which  he  would  obtain  by  con- 
tribution from  property  elsewhere  and 
capital  invested  abroad,  and  if  you 
give  an  enormous  preferential  bonus  to 
holders  of  capital  invested  in  other 
countries. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  always 
felt  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  this  preferential  advantage 

given  to  foreign  investments  is  one  which 
is  very  difficult  for  this  House  to  accept. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  we  are  forced  to 
the  conclusion  that  if  you  are  going  to 
insist  upon  taxing  these  investments 
abroad,  the  whole  scheme  of  levying 
money  by  Death  Duties  has  inherent  ob- 
jections which  ought  to  have  been  taken 
into  account  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  when  he  first  laid  his  plan 
before  us.  I  entirely  agree  that  we  cannot 
have  this  preferential  bonus  upon  foreign 
investments  ;  but  if  it  be  true,  as  I  think 
it  is  true,  that  you  cannot  without  difficulty 
collect  the  duty  abroad,  then  the  dilemma 
brings  clear  to  our  minds  the  fact  that 
this  plan  regarding  the  Death  Duties  is 
one  surrounded  by  inherent  difficulties 
which  no  legislative  ingenuity  will 
wholly  overcome.  I  should  like  to.  ask 
the  Grovemment  one  question.  They 
propose  to  tax  personal  property  invested 
abroad,  and  not  real  property.  Why?  ? 
Because,  says  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
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cheqaer^  the  principle  of  our  law  Us  that 
personal 'property  is  where  its  owner  is — 
that-moMta  seguuniur personam,  Thowe^ 
I  think,  were  the  words  quoted,  hnt 
■language*  does  not  become  good  sense 
because  it  is  oonehed  in  bad  Latin,  and 
it  is  really  absurd  to  tell  ns  that  persona] 
property  is  where  its  possessor  is.  It  is 
nothing  of  the  kind.  There  are  some 
kinds  of  personal  prop^iy  which,  no 
doubt,  are  whore  their  possessor  is  ;  but 
to  tell  me,  for  example,  that  the  lease  of 
a  bouse,  a  great  property  abroad,  which 
I  suppose,  is  personal  property,  follows 
the  iudiyidual  owner  more  than  freehold 
property  abroad,  is  really  to  ask  me  to 
accept  a  proposition  which  manifestly 
contravenes  elementary  common  sense. 
The  Government,  in  truth,  are  bound  by 
their  own  proposals  to  tax  not  merely 
foreign  personalty  but  foreign  realty. 
It  may  be  very  difficult  for  them  to  get 
hold  of  it ;  but  it  will  not  only  be  diffi- 
cult, but  almost  impossible  to  get  hold 
of  personal  property.  Why  should  the 
thing  be  done  in  the  one  case  and  not  in 
the  other  ?  I  think  they  say  with  great 
force,  that  not  to  tax  personalty  abroad 
is  to  put  a  premium  upon  foreign  invest- 
ments ;  well,  not  to  tax  realty  abroad 
is  also  to  put  a  premium  upon  foreign 
investments.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  a 
large  amount  of  English  money  is  in- 
vested in  foreign  realty  in  land  in 
the  colonies  and  abroad,  and  I  cannot 
see  why  the  Government,  on  the  strength 
of  this  Latin  quotation,  are  going  to  tax 
one  form  of  property  and  not  another. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
throughout  this  Bill  is  nothing  if  not 
logical.  He  laid  down  certain  general 
principles  in  his  Budget  speech  which  he 
appeared  to  confound  with  the  eternal, 
immutable  principles  of  justice,  with 
which,  however,  they  certainly  have  no 
identity  or  even  in  some  cases  similarity. 
But  at  least  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
ought  to  carry  out  those  principles 
logically,  and  if  there  be  a  logical  con- 
elusion  to  be  drawn  from  the  proposal 
now  under  consideration  it  is  that  every 
form  of  property,  whether  real  or  per- 
sonal, situated  in  England  or  abroad, 
ought  to  pay  this  Death  Duty  whenever  it 
can  be  made  to  do  so.  I  will  say  no 
more  upon  that  question,  but  I  will  con- 
tent myself  before  I  sit  down  with  ashing 
a  question  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer which  I  ihink  will  be  of  ■  great 
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importanoe  when  we  come  to  the  colonial 
question  which  will  be  raised  on  a  sub- 
sequent Amendment.  In  a  previous  De- 
bate the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  very  confidently  that  none  of  our 
Treaties  with  foreign  countries  in  respect 
to  commercial  matters  made  the  Most- 
Favoured  Nation  Clause  applicable  to  the 
colonies.  Well,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer may  have  been  right  when  he  said 
that.  I  have,  of  course,  no  longer  access  to 
official  documents,  but  I  must  say  that 
my  own  recollection  of  the  subject  does 
not  agree  with  that  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  aod  I  have  seen  it  stated 
on  very  high  authority  that  one  insuper- 
able practical  objection  to  anything  like 
a  commercial  union  between  Great 
this  very  Most-Favoured  Nation  Clause, 
of  Britain  and  her  colonies  is  the  existence 
I  hope  when  the  opportunity  presents 
itself  that  the  right  hon.  Qfenlleman  will 
be  able  to  give  us  conclusive  evidence 
that  his  interpretation  of  this  matter  is 
the  correct  one,  because  it  would  be  a 
serious  thing  if,  after  the  Budget  has 
passed,  it  should  turn  out  that  he  has 
acted  against  the  letter,  and  perhaps  the 
spirit,  of  our  Treaties  with  other  nations. 
It  would  cause  great  financial  perplexity, 
and  might  require  even  legislative 
action. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Of  course,  we 
are  prepared  to  bear  in  mind  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  on  this 
subject,  and  to  inquire  into  it. 

CjuestioQ  put,  and  ageed  to. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  moved,  in  page  2, 
line  30,  leave  out  from  "  if  "  to  "  but,"  in 
line  31,  and  insert — 

"  Under  the  law  in  force  before  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  Legacy  or  SucoesBion  Duty  is  pay- 
able in  raspect  thereof,  or  would  be  so 
payable." 

He  said,  there  was  no  substantial  differ- 
ence in  the  two  sets  of  words,  but  it  had 
beeti  thought  more  advisable  to  use  the 
form  he  now  'proposed,  so  as  to  show  it 
was  not  intended  to  impose  the  tax  on 
property  which  was  not  liable  to  duty  of 
some  kind  before. 

Amendment  proposed^  in  page  2,  line 
30,  to  leave  out  from  thet  word  ^^if,''  to 
the  word  ^^but,''  in  line  dl,-  and  insert 
the  words—  ■ 
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^  Und^r  the  law  in  force  before  t)ie  tMUMin^ 
of  this  Act,  LefKacy  or  SuccetflioD  Doty  in  pay-* 
able  in  respect  thereof,  or  woukl  be  sq 
payable."— (J/r.  /?.  T.  Btid.)     ' 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  wofds 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Bill." 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  remarkec) 
that  as  the  Ameudmeat  was  -originally 
put  down  it  read  *^  Legacy  and  Succe^ion 
Duty,"  but  he  was  glad  to  see  thq 
Solicitor  General  had  adopted  the  form 
be  (Mr.  Bowles)  suggested,  and  which 
be  used  in  his  Amendments,  and  had 
altered  the  expression  to  '^Legacy  or 
SuccessioD  Duty."  But  even  li,  this 
Amendment  were  made,  he  did  not  quite 
see  the  necessity  for  these  words*  He 
observed  that  the  result  was  that  instead 
of  having  13  they  had  2.5  words.  He 
supposed,  therefore,  the  draftsmi^n  o£  the 
Bill  was  paid  by  the  folio  and  not  by  the 
job.  He  did  not  see  that  the  words  added 
anything ;  they  would  have  the  same 
effect  as  the  words  which  were  used 
before,  and  he  did  not  know  that  there 
was  any  material  objection  to  them. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  *'  That  those  words  be  there 
insered,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved,  in 
page  2,  line  32,  after  '^  relationship," 
insert  ''  to  the  deceased."  He  said,  that 
if  the  Amendment  were  accepted  the 
part  of  the  clause  to  which  it  referred 
would  then  read — 

"  And  all  property  passing  on  the  death  of  the 
deceased  when  situated  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom  shall  be  inclusiye  only  if  it  is  liable 
to  Legacy  or  Saccession  Duty,  or  would  be  so 
liable  but  for  the  relationship  of  the  deceased." 

Of  course,  he  understood  that  the  relation- 
ship might  not  be  to  the  deceased,  but  to 
the  originator  of  the  settlement,  and  it 
might  be  necessary  to  insert  other  words. 
He  conceived  that  this  was  a  Bill 
charging  property  passing  on  the  death 
of  the  deceased  which  was  the  deoeased^s 
own  property,  therefore  it  would  only 
apply  to  the  particular  property  derived 
from  the  deceased.  If  otherwise,  he 
should  be  quite  ready  to  insert  other 
words.  Certainly  they  could  not  leave 
the  word  '^  relationship  "  alone  as  it  stood. 
It  must  be  relationship  to  somebody,  and 
some  words  were  required  after  the  word 


^  ^  Maiiondhipw"  Whether  he  bad  sug- 
-goBted  apt  of  sufficient  words  he  did  not 
know,  but  eertaioly  some  sufficient  words 
were  required. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  2,  line 
32,  after  the  word  "relationship,"  to 
insect  the -words,  *' to  the  .deceased." — 
(Mr,  Gibson  Bowles,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be. there  inserted." 

.  Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  this  matter  was 
highly  technical.  The  words  as  to  rela- 
tionship were  inserted  here  because  there 
was  no  Legacy  or  Succession  Duty  .where 
such  property  passed,  and  that  being  so, 
it  was  desirable  it  should  be  expressed  in 
some  kind  of  apt  legal  language.  The 
hon.  Member  said  the  word  ought  not  to 
be  "relationship,"  but  "relationship  to 
the  deceased."  He  did  not  assent  to 
that.  It  might  be  that  the  liability  to 
Succession  Duty  would  depend  upon  the 
relationship  not  to  the  deceased  but  to 
the  settlor,  and,  accordingly,  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  would  not  be  appro- 
priate. It  might  be  the  settlor  or  it 
might  be  the  deceased,  and  the  best  way 
to  meet  the  matter,  as  it  seemed  to  him, 
was  to  use  the  language  which  now 
appeared — namely,  "but  for  the  rela- 
tionship of  the  person  to  whom  it 
passes ; "  it  '  being  obvious  to  all 
lawyers  that  this  deferred  to  those 
cases  in  which,  by  reason  of 
the  relationship,  the  Legacy  and 
Succession  Duty  which  would  otherwise 
be  payable  would  not  be  payable.  The 
words  were  quite  sufficient  and  clearly 
pointed  to  what  was  intended  to  be 
struck  at.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
deprecated  the  introduction  of  words 
which,  instead  of  giving  assistance,  might 
lead  to  confusion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  did  not  know 
that  it  was  worth  while  pressing  this 
Amendment.  As  a  layman,  he  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  usually  the  language  of  this 
Bill  was  English  and  unintelligible,  or 
intelligible  and  un*<£nglish.  This  came 
under  the  second  category.  It  was  not 
English,  but  it  was  perfectly  intelligible, 
and  nobody  reading  the  clause  could  have 
the  least  donbt  as  to  what  it  meant.  It 
was  something  to  have  the  matter  in- 
telligible, and  they  were  not  disposed  to 
quarrel   with   it  on  this    aceount.     He 
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never,  however,  saw  the  word  "  relation- 
ship "  used  without  implying  to  whom 
the  relationship  was.  At  the  same  time, 
as  the  meaning  of  the  clause  was  per- 
fectly clear  he  did  not  think  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  persisted  in. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
under  the  circumstances  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
foHowing  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  2,  line  38,  after  "not,"  insert  "  be 
deemed  to." 

Mr.  R.  T.  reid  moved,  in  page  2, 
line  35,  after  the  word  "deceased/'  to 
insert  the  words 

**  or  under  a  disposition  made  by  the  deceased 
more  than  1 2  months  before  his  death  where  pos- 
session and  enjojinent  of  the  property  was  h&%a 
fide  assumed  by  the  beneficiary  immediately 
upon  the  creation  of  the  trust,  and  thencefor- 
ward retained  to  the  entire  exclusion  of  the 
deceased,  or  of  any  benefit  to  him  by  contract 
or  otherwise.'  *' 

The  Amendment,  he  said,  aimed  at  ex- 
cluding from  the  definition  of  property 
passing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  any 
property  held  by  the  deceased  in  the  way 
described. 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
moved  to  amend  the  Amendment  by  in- 
serting after  the  word  ''death"  the 
following  words  : — 

'^Or  in  the  case  of  a  disposition  for  value 
made  more  or  less  than  12  months  before  his 
death." 

His  Amendment  showed  exactly  how 
difficult  it  was  to  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment put  down  by  the  Solicitor  General. 
As  he  understood,  this  clause  was  taken 
from  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Act,  1889.  Section  11,  Sub-section 
1,  amended  the  Customs  and  Inland  Re- 
venue Act  of  1881.  Sub-section  2  of 
Section  38  of  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1881,  hereby  amended  was 
as  follows  : — 

'*Tbe  description  of  property  marked  (a) 
shall  be  read  as  if  the  word  '  twelve  *  were  sub- 
stituted for  the  word  *  three '  therein,  and  the 
said  description  of  property  shall  include  pro- 
perty taken  pnder  any  gift  whenever  made,  of 
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which  nroperty  ho»&Jide  possession  and  enjoy- 
ment snail  not  have  been  assumed  by  the  dooor 
immediately  upon  the  gift,  and  thenceforward 
retained  to  the  entire  exokision  of  the  donor 
or  of  anv  benefit  to  him  by  contract  or 
otherwiae. 


The  words  were  taken  from  the  old  Act. 

The  meaning  of  the  old  Act  was  in  its 

application    to    what    were   commonly 

called  ^voluntary  gifts."  In  the  old 
Act  they  had  a  provisi#n  providing  for 
the  case  where  no  value  was  given,  aod 
it  was  thought  right  to  say  that  12 
months  before  the  time  of  the  death  of 
the  person  making  the  disposition  he 
should  not  be  at  liberty  to  make  such  a 
voluntary  settlement.  He  thought  the 
matter  was  not  at  all  unimportant,  but 
it  was  a  little  difficult  to  understand. 
The  point  was  this  :  a  man  made  a 
will^  that  was  a  voluntary  iDStrnment, 
and  the  persons  taking  under  the  will 
were  volunteers.  A  man  made  a  donatio 
moriit  causa,  on  account  of  death,  im- 
mediately preceding  death,  and  that  was 
looked  upon  as  equivalent  to  a  will,  and 
thm^fore  duty  was  payable  under  it.  In 
reference  to  voluntary  settlements  with- 
in 12  months  before  death,  they  had 
been,  for  the  purposes  of  duty,  put  upon 
the  same  footing  as  property  paaeiog 
under  the  will  itself,  and  the  persons 
were  regarded  as  volunteers  taking 
under  a  voluntary  instrument.  Now 
they  had  an  entirely  different  thing. 
The  clause  proposed  by  the  Solicitor 
General  was  applicable  in  its  terms 
not  merely  to  voluntary  instruments  bat 
to  instruments  for  value,  and  therefore  it 
became  extremely  necessary  to  see  they 
were  not  imposing  terms  in  respect  of 
property  which  passed  for  value,  which 
the  Legislature  had  not  seen  fit  to  impose  in 
reference  to  voluntary  instruments.  There 
was  no  connection  between  a  dispoaition 
by  a  man,  even  if  only  made  a  day  before 
death,  if  he  received  money  consideration 
for  it,  or  wh^ber  he  made  it  26  yean 
before  death  for  the  reason  that  it  did  not 
apply  in  that  case.  But  it  did  apply  in 
the  case  of  a  voluntary  instrument*  Why 
in  the  case  of  dispositions  or  settlements 
for  value  should  the  limit  of  12  months 
be  applied  ?  It  appeared  to  him  it  was 
quite  clear  and  obvious  that  the  words 
of  the  Solicitor  Generars  Amendment 
ought  only  to  be  applicable  to  cases  of 
voluntary  gifts  and  settlements^  and, 
therefore,  he  proposed  to  insert  (as  an 
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Ameadment  to  the  Amendment),  after  the 
word  "deiith,"  the  foUowiqg  words  : — 
"•  Or  in  the  case  of  a  dispoBition  for  value 
made  more  or  lees  than  12  montha. before 
his  death.''  As  regarded  all.  property 
which  ought  to  be  caught^  Section  2,  Sub- 
section (o),  would  catfch  them«  becaufie 
under  the  Act  of  1889  it  was  already  pro- 
vided that  such  Act  should  read  as  if  the 
words  "  voluntary  "  and  "  voluntarily  " 
were  left  out.  Take  this  case  by  way 
of  illustration.  Say  a  man  settled  a  sum 
of  Consols  on  his  daughter's  marriag9,  in 
consideration  of  the  husband's  father 
bringing  in  an  equivalent  sum  on  hU 
part.  Settlor  A,  the  father  of  the  woman 
who  married,  was  himself,  one  of,  the 
trustees.  The  money,  £10,000,  was  in- 
vested in  his  name  and  the  -  name  of 
another  person.  Suppose  that  three 
months,  after  the  settlement  A's  co- 
trustee died  and  A  became  the  sole 
trustee.  Two  months  later  A  died  him- 
self. As  the  clause  was  drawn  it 
appeared  to  him  that  duty  would  be  pay- 
able on  A's  will  with  regard  to  the  money 
in  the  settlement,  and  of  which  he  was 
merely  trustee.  He  begged  to  propose 
his  Amendment,  which  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  accept* 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  2,  after  the  word 
**  death,"  to  insert  the  words 

"  or  in  the  case  of  a  disposition  for  •  ralne 
more  or  less  than  12  months  before  his  death.** 
—(Mr,  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendment." 

Mk.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  good  enough  to 
show  him  the  words  he  intended  to  move 
a  few  minutes  a.go,  so  that  he  was  aware 
that  what  the  hon«  Member  was  about  to 
propose  was  somewhat  different  to  the 
Amendment  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper. 
He  thought  that  if  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  this  question  privately 
for  a  few  minutes  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  he  should  be  able  to 
convince  him  this  Amendment  was  an 
unnecessary  one.  liOt  him  point  out 
shortly  what  was  the  real  purpose  and 
bearing  of  this  clause  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  seemed  to  have  mis- 
apprehended somewhat.  Sub-section  2 
of  the  clause  provided  that  they  should 
not  tax  property  held  by  the  deceased  as 
trustee  for  another  pefson  under  a  dis- 


position not  made  by  the  deceased.  In 
the  Committee  stage  he  was  asked  to 
strike,  out  the  words  '^  under  a  disposition 
not  made  by  the  deceased,"  on  the 
g:^9und.  that,  if  he.  was  trustee,  under  no 
circumstances  ought  property  he  held  as 
trustee  to  be  considered  as  property 
passing  on  his  death.  The  answer  he 
then  made  was,  that  if  they  did  omit  the 
words  they  would  never  get  property 
passing  at  all.  Supposing  that  they  were 
to  exempt  property  held  by  the  deceased 
as  trustee  when  he  himself  created 
the  trust,  all  he  would  have  to  do 
would  be  to  create  himself  a  trustee 
of  his  own  property,  and  thus  escape 
dutv  altogether.  But  for  the  purpose  of 
still  further  safeguarding  and  exempting 
properties  from  this  clause  the  Govern- 
ment proposed,  in  the  Amendment  down 
in  his  name,  to  say  this  :  that  although 
the  disposition  might  have  been  made  by 
the  deceased  himself,  yet  that  it  should 
not  pay  duty  now  if  it  complied  with 
certain  conditions,  one  of  which  was  that 
it  should  have  been  made  more  than  12 
months  before  death  ;  and  that  the 
deceased  should  have  divested  himself  of 
all  possession  and  enjoyment  of  the  pro- 
perty, but  should  still  remain  trustee. 
They  had  takeu  the  analogy  of  the 
Account  Duty.  Tliat  CQurse  was  found 
necessary  in  the  case  of  the  Account 
Duty,  and  it  was  felt  that  the  analogous 
course  should  be  followed  here,  and  the 
period  extended  from  three  to  12  months, 
or  otherwise  this  procedure  would  be 
used  as  a  method  for  evading  the  duty. 
Then  came  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Essex,  who  wanted  to  insert  words  in 
the  Amendment,  the  effect  of  which  would 
be  to  make  the  Bill  declare  that  the  tax 
should  not  be  paid  upon  a  disposition 
made  by  the  deceased,  for  any  value^ 
more  or  less  than  12  months  before  deaths 
In  other  words,  he  said  that  although  the 
deceased  held  property  as  trustee,  and 
although,  he  made  himself  trustee,  yet 
that  it  might  not  be  assessed  to  this  tax 
in  the  case  of  a  disposition  for  value  made 
at  any  time  by  the  deceased.  Did  the 
hon.  Member  mean  the  full  value  ?  because 
if  he  meant  an  inadequate  value  there 
was  another  object. 

Mr.  BTSNE  said,  that  his  intention 
was  that  the  disposition  should  have  been 
made  in  consideration  of  th^  [nil  value  of 
the  property,  and  that  the  trustee  should 
be   merely  the  bare  trustee,  having  no 
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beneficUl  interest  whatever  in  the  pro- 
perty himself. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  in  that  case 
the  Amendment  was  absolotelj  nnneces- 
Barjf  and  for  this  reason :  because  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  that  in 
the  case  of  the  death  of  one  who  hap- 
pened to  be  a  bare  trustee  this  dnty 
should  apply.  In  such  a  case,  what 
passed  on  death  would  be  the  bare 
trust ;  it  was  not  a  beneficial  interest ; 
nothing  whatever  passed  except  the  bare 
trust  and  the  obligation  and  duties  of 
the  trust.  Therefore,  when  tbej  really 
analysed  the  object  and  purport  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman^s  Amend- 
ment, it  was  to  raise  the  question  whe- 
ther, in  the  case  of  a  trustee  having  no 
interest  whatever  except  the  bare  trust, 
the  trust  property  was  to  pay  duty  or 
not.  Besides  what  he  had  already  stated, 
he  would  remark  that  the  proper  place 
to  discuss  this  question  was  on  the 
definition  clause,  and  to  introduce  it  now 
in  reference  to  one  particular  class  of 
property — namely,  property  of  which  a 
man  should  be  trustee  and  of  which  he 
himself  was  the  original  owner,  would 
be  an  entirely  erroneous  course.  In  his 
opinion,  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  quite  unneces- 
sary, and  he  was  also  quite  clear  that 
even  if  it  was  desirable  the  question 
should  be  raised  the  proper  place  to  raise 
it  would  be  on  the  Definition  Clause. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  (Bristol, 
W.)  thought  the  House  would  be 
obliged  to  the  Solicitor  General  for 
the  clear  and  lucid  explanation  he  had 
given  them  of  this  complicated  matter. 
He  bad  stated  very  fairly  that  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  .  Essex,  and  that  be  did  not 
believe  in  the  case  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  desired  to  provide  against 
— that  it  would  be  possible  any  duty 
could  be  payable.  Tnen  there  was  no 
difference  between  the  Solicitor  General 
and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  but  both 
were  agreed. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  He  meaning  the 
full  value. 

StR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  that 
both  agreed  in  such  cases  that  no  duty 
would  be  payable.  The  wording  of  the 
clause  as  it  now  stood  did  seem  to 
justify  the  doubt  raised  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  What  did  the  clause 
say  ?     That    property    passing    on  the 

Mr.  Byrne 


death  of  the  deceased  should  not  iiielvde 
propertj  held  by  the  deceased  aa  UiiilM 
for  another  penroo.  Then  tlial  alatemaot 
the  hon.  mA  learned  GeBtlenam  pn>- 
ceeded  to  ^niitify  by  the  words  **ot 
under  a  dIspOMlioa  made  by  the  de- 
ceased mel«  ttiaft  12  mootlis  befora  hn 
death,*'  and  so  on.  Surely  the  intro* 
doction  of  Uiis  ifnalification  littHed  tke 
operation  of  the  ^M^eding  words,  and 
unless  a  case  came  within  this  qmUifi* 
cation  it  wonld  be  one  in  which  duty 
would  be  payable  ;  therefore  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  moved  to  insert  words 
to  avoid  any  possible  doubt  as  to  a  oaae 
on  which  both  he  and  the SolieitoT  Gene- 
ral were  entirely  agreed.  The  Solicitor 
General  was  responsible  for  the  drafting 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  dared  say  hit 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  might  not  be 
disposed  to  press  his  suggestion  at  this 
particular  point  after  the  strong  expres- 
sion on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  the  proper 
place  would  be  the  Definition  Claoee. 
He  confessed  he  should  have  thought 
that  where  they  stated  definitely  that  the 
property  should  not  be  deemed  liable  to 
the  duty  under  a  disposition  made  by 
the  deceased  mpre  than  12  months 
before  death,  that  they  ought  also  to  say 
that  such  a  disposition  might  be  made 
at  any  time  provided  it  was  for  fall 
value.  As  there  was  a  doubt,  he 
thought,  after  the  statement  of  the 
Solicitor  General,  they  might  look  to  the 
Government  to  insert  some  such  words 
as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  wished  it  to  be 
clearly  understood  that  where  a  man  sold 
a  property  for  Its  full  value,  but  remained 
a  bare  trustee  for  the  purchaser,  no  duty 
would  be  payable.  If  there  was  any 
doubt  as  to  the  effect  of  the  clause  on 
that  point  the  matter  could  be  set  right 
when  the  Definition  Clause  came  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  there  might  be 
certain  cases  which  under  the  clause  as 
it  stood  might  be  liable  to  pay  duty  on 
the  death  of  a  bare  trustee,  and  there- 
fore, though  ibis  might  be  of  rare  occur- 
rence, it  Was  necessary  some  Amendment 
such  as  that  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  should  be  inserted. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that  if 
the  Amendm^t  was  to  be  made  at  all, 
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tlii%  Md  ttot  tho  Definilioa  CUuiae»  iVm 
ihft  proper  pboe  for  it.  •  The  SoUeitor 
Oeoml  lold  them  the/  need  not  be 
afmid  about  e  man  who  had  made  atroat 
12  moBlhs  before  his  death  lor  adequate 
▼alae,  beeause  that  whieh  woold  pats  at 
his  death  would  he  a  naked  trust.  But 
the  clause  showed  that  even  where  a  bare 
tmst  peseed^  a  man  was  still  held  liable 
for  the  duty,  if  the  disposition  was  made 
hf  hioiself.  Therefore,  the  explanation 
of  the  hou.  and  learned  Member 
was  not  eenolosave.  But  the  eKpUna* 
tion  cl  the  action  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  that  the  addition 
te  the  elause  which  he  proposed  was  part 
ol  the  barbed  wire,  which  he  had  taken 
from  Section  31  of  the  Aot  of  1881, 
which  was  designed  to  prerent  evasion, 
but  evasion  of  a  totally  different  kind. 
Section  31  of  the  Act  of  1881  was  in- 
tended to  prevent  voluntary  evasion 
under  voluntary  settlements,  and  it  was 
DOW  proposed  to  apply  it  to  a  different 
«tate  of  things  and  to  different  settle* 
ments.  What  reason  and  what  justice 
was  there  in  bringiufi:  under  this  duty 
such  cases  as  that  of  a  man  who  had 
made  a  trust,  and  he  himself  became  the 
trustee  for  valuable  and  adequate  con- 
sideration ?  What  did  it  matter  in  a  ease 
of  that  kind  whether  the  trust  was  made 
within  a  year,  or  withoat  a  year,  ol  a 
man*s  death  ?  The  Amendment  was 
abeohilely  necessary,  for  without  it  they 
would  charge  Estate  Duty  on  a  bargain 
made  by  a  man  by  which,  for  adequate 
eensideration,  he  had  divested  himself  of 
the  real  property  and  had  only  a  fiduciary 
property  in  the  estate ;  and  if  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  went  to  a  Division  he 
woold  vote  for  him  with  a  clear  eon* 
science. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  141  ; 
^loes  202. — (Division  List,  No.  166.) 

Ma.  BRYNE  moved  the  omission 
from  the  Solicitor  G^enerars  Amendment 
of  the  words  ^  possession  and.^*  He  did 
net  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  fully  seen  the  effect  of 
taking  words  oat  of  an  Aot  passed  for  a 
different  purpose  and  patting  them  into 
4his  Bill.  He  woold  girean  iUnstration. 
A  deefaured  himaell  to  be  trustee  for 
£6,000  in  CensoU  f or  E  ;  the  dividends 
on  the  CosMols  went  lor  20  years  to  B  ; 
bnt  the  Consols  were  lor  all  that  time  in 


the  possession  of  A,  and  continued  to 
be  in  his  possession  at  the  time  of  his 
death.  Was  it,  or  was  it  not,  intended 
by  the  Governn^^t  that  at  the  death 
of  A,  who  bad  possession  of  the  Consols 
at  the  time  of  his  death,  duty  was  to 
be  payable?  for  he  asserted  unhesita* 
tingly  that  under  the  clause  as  it  stood 
Estate  Duty  would  be  charged  on  that 
property  on  the  death  of  A.  Take 
another  case*  Suppose  A  declared  him- 
self to  be  trustee  for  a  piece  of  land, 
and  had  got  legal  possession  of  the  land, 
and  held  it  for  20  years,  the  rents 
all  the  time  being  received  by  B,  was  it 
or  was  it  not  intended  that  at  A*s  death 
duty  should  lie  payable  ?  In  bis  opinion^ 
the  word  ''  possession "  in  the  clause 
would  make  such  property  liable  for  the 
payment  of  duty.  B  was  the  sole  bene- 
ficiary of  the  property ;  he  was  in  the 
enjoyment  of  it,  and  it  did  not  matter  a 
bit  whether  he  assumed  possession  of 
it  in  >he  legal  sense  or  not.  He  wished 
to  say,  with  all  respect  to  the  Solicitor 
General,  that  it  was  not  a  sufficien 
answer  for  the  hon.  aud  learued  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  those  words  were  in 
use  in  another  Act,  because  that  Act 
was  passed  for  a  wholly  different  object. 
It  was  quite  clear  the  words  were  im- 
properly introduced;  that  thev  would  lead 
to  the  taxing  of  property  that  was  not 
meant  to  be  taxed,  and  that  the  words 
hsd  been  taken  from  a  former  Act  with- 
out considering  in  what  respect  the  ob- 
ject of  that  Aot  diff*ered  from  that  of  this 
Bill. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  8,  to  leave  out  the 
words  *^  possession  and.** — {Mr,  Byrne,) 

Question  proposed,  ^That  the  words 
'  possessiou  and^  staud  part  of  the  pro- 


possess  lou 
posed  Amendment.** 

Ma.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  appreciate  the 
object  of  the  Amendment,  or  he  would 
not  try  to  alter  it.  That  object  was  to 
say  that  the  Duty  should  not  be  levied 
in  some  cases  where  the  deceased  was  a 
trustee,  even  upon  property  which  he 
himself  had  voluntarily  settled.  The 
question  was,  under  what  conditions  was 
it  safe  to  exempt  from  taxation  propertv 
which  once  belonged  to  a  man,  of  which 
he  still  remained  trustee,  and  which  he 
parted  with  for  no  valuable  eonsidera- 
tton  ?    Exactly  the  same  problem  came 


1423 


FinaHce 


{C0MM0K6} 


BM. 


1424 


before  the  late  Govefbrnent  in  1889,  an<] 
they  came  to  the  conclasion  that  certain 
Bafegaards  were  necessary  before  you 
exempted  from  taxation  property  which 
had  once  belonged  to  the  deceased;  of 
which  he  remained  a  trustee,  and  for 
which  he  had  received  no  value  what- 
ever. The  late  Government  held,  and 
laid  it  down  in  Section  1 1  of  the  Act  of 
1889,  that  they  must  require  as  extreme 
proof  of  the  bona  fide  character  of  the 
transaction  that  there  should  be  not 
only  enjoyment,  but  also  actual  pos* 
session.  Not  only  enjoyment,  but  pos* 
session  was  the  test  required  by  the 
late  Government,  and  the  present  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  use  precisely  the 
same  words,  in  order  to  secure  external 
proof  of  the  genuineness  of  the  trans- 
action. 

Mb.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) said,  if  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment needed  amendment,  the  Housis 
ought  not  to  be  precluded  from  amend- 
ing them,  simply  because  they  were 
found  in  the  Act  passed  by  the  late 
Government.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
had  not  got  such  a  mighty  respect  of 
the  words  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  even 
though  it  were  passed  by  a  Government 
composed  of  their  own  friends.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  not  dealt 
with  the  case  put  by  the  Proposer  of  the 
Amendment,  and  he  had  not  shown 
what  was  gained  by  retaining 
the  words  except  that  they  were 
in  conformity  with  another  Act. 
The  case  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
who  inoved  the  Amendment  wa0  that  if 
they  allowed  the  words  ^* possession  and'* 
to- remain  in  the  clause  they  exclude  from 
the  benefit  of  the  clause  the  very  trans- 
action they  desired  to  include — namely, 
where  possession  was  in  the  hands  of  a 
trustee,  and  enjoyment  in  the  hands  of 
the  beneficiary.  The  words  would  really 
have  the  effect  of  frustrating  the  object 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Getftleman^s 
Amendment  was  intended  to  secure. 

Mb.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salford, 
W.)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there 
was  considerable  difference  between  the 
words  "  possession  "  and  "  enjoyment," 
and  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  words 
"possession  and*^  ought  to  be  struck 
out. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  inserted. 

Mr.  R.  T.  Reid 


'  Mb,  BYRNE  said,  he  proposed  «•  add 
the  wofxh  '^  or  the  use  Or  beuefit  of  some 
penrsota  for  whom  he  was  trustee"  at  the 
end  of  Sab*seetion  1,  which  provided 
that  Estate  Doty  shall  not  be  payable  on 
any  reversion  or  annuity  purchased 
^^t6t  full  Consideration  in  money  or 
money^s  worth,  paid  to  the  vendor  or 
grantor  for  bis  own  use  or  benefit."  A 
man  might  buy  a  piece  of  property  for, 
say^  £5,000,  and  oonvey  ii  to  some  other 
person  declaring  himself  to  be  trustee, 
but  having  no  oth^r  interest  except  that 
of  trustee  for,  it  migfht  be,  his  son,  or 
daughter,  or  grandson.  Why  should  that 
case  be  left  out?  After  what  the 
Solicitor  General  had  said,  he  csonld  not 
anticipate  that  the  Government  would 
accept  the  Amendment,  Init  he  certainly 
could  not  see  why  they  should  not. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  2, 
after  the  word  "benefit,"  to  insert  the 
words  "or  the  use  or  benefit  of  some 
person  for  whom  he  was  trustee." — ( Mr. 
Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  R.  T.  reid  said,  the  object  of 
this  clause  was  to  make  doubly  clear,  so 
to  speak,  what  was  already  provided — 
namely,  that  a  reversion  which  had  been 
sold  by  the  deceased  for  value  received 
should  not  be  deemed  to  paas  on  the 
death.  It  was  stated  that  the  Courta  of 
Law  had  laid  it  down  in  analogous  cmaei» 
that  there  was  no  danger  of  this  ;  still 
these  words  had  been  put  in.  The  hon* 
Member  proposed  the  words,  "  or  the  use 
or  benefit  of  some  person  for  whom  he 
was  trustee."  It  seemed  to  him  that,  by 
importing  trustees  into  a  olause  of  thia 
kind  the  door  would  be  opened  to  a 
variety  of  evasions.  The  Amendment 
was  one  on  which  it  was  possible  that 
there  might  be  a  great  many  qaestions 
arising,  and  he  did  not  want  to  leave  the 
matter  in  doubt.  Bat  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  consent  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment  in  favour  of  the  next 
Amendment,  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Yoric  (Mr. 
Butcher),  which  dealt  with  leaseg  asiC 
matter  of  coneeeeion,  he  would  aoeept 
that  Amendment  with  verbal  alteratioo* 
He  would  propose  to  alter  the  laat  words 
of  the  latter  Amendment  so  that  they 
should  read,  ^  acting  as  a  trustee."  He 
did  not  know  whe^er  that  would  meet 
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the  yiew  of  the  hon.  Member.  At  any 
rate,  he  could  not  accept  the  present 
Amendment. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  could  not  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  for  the  reason  that 
the  insertion  of  the  words  the  SoUeitor 
General  agreed  to  accept  would  increase 
the  difficulty  he  (Mr.  Bjme)  wanted  to 
obviate  unless  the  present  Amendment 
were  adopted.  They  were  simply  in- 
tended to  widen  the  scope  of  the  present 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  HS  ; 
Noes  211.— (Division  List,  No.  167.) 

•Mr.  butcher  said,  he  would 
move  the  nex!t  Amendment  subject  to 
the  verbal  alteration  the  Solicitor 
General  l^ad  Indicated.  He  proposed  as 
an  Amendment  to  Section  1  of  Clause  3 
to  add  words  that  would  extend  the 
exemption  from  Estate  Duty  allowed  in 
that  clause  in  the  case  of  leases  for  lives 
that  were  sold  in  consideration  of  money 
or  money's  worth,  provided  that  the 
purchase-money  was  paid  to  the  grantor 
for  his  own  benefit,  to  the  case  also  of 
*^  a  lease  sold  for  the  use  or  benefit  of 
any  person  for  whom  the  grantor  was  a 
trustee." 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  3,  line  2, 

after  the  word  "benefit,'*  to*  insert  the 

words 

"  or  in  the  case  of  a  ieaae  ior  th»  lue  or  benefit 
of  any  person  for  whom  the  grantor  was  a 
trustee." — (.Vr.  Butcher.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  B.  T.  REID  said,  he  had  stated 
that  he  would  be  prepared  to  accept  this 
Amendment,  altered  as  he  had  indicated, 
as  a  matter  of  compromise  ;  that  was  to 
say,  in  the  event  of  the  last  Amendment 
having  been  withdrawn.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Essex,  however,  had  rejeoted 
the  compromise,  saying  that  the  present 
Amendment  would  injure  the  clause 
rather  than  improve  the  ckiuse*  Under 
the  circumstances,  hon.  Members  would 
agree  that  he  was  not  strictly  bound  by 
the, terms  of  bis  offer.  Still,  while  hp 
thought  the  Amendment  was  quite 
unnecessary,  he  did  not  wish  to  be  un- 
reasonable ;  and  if  bis  hou.  and  learned 
Friend  would  agree  that  the  Amendment 
should  read  ^^  for  the  use  or  benefit  of  any 
person  for  whom  the  grantor  was  acting  as 
trustee ''  he  should  not  oppose  it. 
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Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Qtlier  AmeMments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  G^IBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
desired  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
on  the  Paper  in  his  name,  which,  though 
a  parely  drafting  Amendment,  seemed  to 
htm  to  be  necessary. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^e  3,  line 
10,  after  the  last  Aniet^dnient,  to  insert 
the  Words  **  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Act  contained."  —  {Mr.  Gibson 
Bowles,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

I 

Mr.  REID  said,  it  would  not  be  a 
good  precedent  to  insert  the  words  "  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,"  be- 
cause it  was  all,  of  course,  so  subject. 
If  the  Government  were  to  consent  to' 
insert  those  words  in  this  instance  they 
might  be  asked  to  insert  them  elsfswhere. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  could  not 
accept  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendmenti  by  leave,  withdrawn* . 

•Mr.  CYRIL  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon), 
in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Banbury  (Camber* 
well,  Peckham),  called  iittenti«>n-  to  an 
Amendment  to  exempt  property  under 
Section  17  from  aggregation.  This 
point  was,  he  said,  raised  in  Committee 
both  by  Mr.  Banbury  and  by  himself ^ 
and  the  Solicitor  General  was  then'  good 
enough  to  say  that  he  would  take  it  into 
consideration,  and  see  what  could  be 
done.  It  seemed  to  him  tl^at  the  Amende 
ment  of  the  Solicitor <  Gieneral  met  the 
point. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
12,  after  the  word  •*  thereof ,'*  to  insert 
the  words  "but  property  exempted 
under  Section  17  shall  not  be  aggre- 
gated."—(Jfr,  Cyril  Dodd.) 

Amendment  agreed  to* 

Clause  5« 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  if  he  would  state  the 
exact  meaning  of  '^settled  property** 
under  this  .clause  ? 

Mr.  REID  said,  that,  a«  the  clause 
stood  now,  it  referred  to  property  pass- 
ing under  the  will  of  the  deceased  which 
after  his  death  remained  subject  to  any 
consideration.  A  q^uestion  had  been 
asked  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 

3  Q 


remaiDtug  settled.**  Bejond  all  qses- 
tioD  they  mflaofc  propecCj  teltled  bj  the 
will  of  the  deoeated,  or  snbject  to  pro* 
visions  operating  after  his  death.  It 
was  quite  clear  that  the  elanae  referred 
to  persons  who  were  competent  to  dis- 
pose of  the  property . 

Mb.  BAKTLET  suggested  that  it 
surely  did  not  mean  that  Estate  Duty 
was  to  be  payable  as  well,  and  said  that 
words  should  be  inserted  to  relieve  the 
unfortunate  person  succeeding  to  the 
property. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  3,  line  26,  to  leave  out  *^  liable 
to  Estate  Duty/*  and  insert  ^'  in  respect 
of  which  Estate  Duty  is  leviable.** 

Page  3,  line  26,  leave  oat  '<  after  his 

death  remains  settled  by  virtue  of  any 

disposition,**  and  insert — 

"Having  been  settled  by  some  other  dis- 
position passes  under  that  disposition  on  the 
aeath  of  the  deceased  to  some  person  not  com- 
petent  to  dispose  of  ^e  propeity.** 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
28,  after  the  word  "  duty,**  to  insert  the 
words  ^  called  Settlement  Estate  Duty.** 
-^Mr.  R.  T.  B(nd.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  diere  inserted.** 

,  Mb.  GOSCHEN  (St.  Geoi«e*s,  Han- 
ever  Square)  asked  whether  this  was  a 
new  name  ?  for,  if  so,  he  could  not  under- 
stand it.  He  presumed  it  meant  settled 
for  the  life. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  besides  the 
Estate  Duty  referred  to  in  the  Bill  .there 
was  the  further  Estate  Duty  of  1  per 
cent,  which  had  been  re-christened 
f'  Settlement  Estate  DutyJ*  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see  there  was  an 
advantage  in  not  calling  it  '*  further 
Estate  Duty.**  The  name  was  not  very 
material  after  all.  Names  were  often 
given  which  did  not  express  what  was 
really  intended.  He  )ioped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  take  any 
obj^tjpn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  moved  an  Amendment 
in  the  same  clause  to  the  effect  that  the 
further  Estate  Duty  on  the  principal 
value  pf  the  settlea  property  should  be 
levied  except  where  the  interest  in  pro- 
perty after  the  death  is  that  of  wife  or 
husband,  and  providing  that    where    a 

^r.  ff.  T.  Reid 
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Estate  Duty  should  be  payable  only 
once. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
29,  to  leave  out  the  word  '^but,**  and 
insert  the  words 

"  except  where  the  onlj  life  interest  in  the  pro* 
perty  after  the  death  of  the  deceased  is  that  of 
a  wife  or  husband  of  the  deceased  ;  bat 

(b)  during  the  coutinuance  of  the  settlement 
the  settlement  Estate  Dutj  shall  not 
be  payable  more  than  once.*'->(irr. 
R,  T.  Reid.) 

Qnestion  proposed,  ^  That  the  word 
'  but  *  stand  part  of  the  BUI.** 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  this  had  reference  to  a  question 
with  which  be  proposed  to  deal  in  a  later 
Amendment.  The  condition  of  the  extra 
duty  being  payable  would  not  attach  if 
the  words  now  suggested  were  inserted, 
because  the  state  of  circumstances  must 
arise  upon  which  the  Amendment  de* 
pended  which  had  been  previously  in* 
serted  with  regard  to  the  property  passing 
to  some  person  not  competent  to  dispose 
of  it.  The  words  as  they  stood  did  not 
seem  to  be  consistent  with  the  inteatioa 
of  the  Government. 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  *'  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
31,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '^settle- 
ment,** to  ^payable,**  in  line  32,  and 
insert  the  words 

''  the  Estate  Duty  shall  not,uor  shall  any  of  the 
duties  mentioned  in  the  fifth  paragraph  of  the 
Fint  Schedale  to  this  Act  be.*'-(^^<  ^  ^*  iZnii.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER  moved  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Solicitor  General's 
proposed  Amendment,  line  1,  after  the 
woi^  *'  not,"  to  iuert 

^  unless  the  deceased  was,  at  the  time  of  his 
death,  competent  to  dispose  otsaoh  property." 

This  seemed  desirable  in  order  to  make 
the  Amendment  consistent  with  that  just 
adopted,  and  that  was  necessary  to  maire 
the  whole  clause  read  together. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  pointed  out  that  the 
duties  mentioned  in  the  Schedule  would 
not  be  payable  unless  the  person  was 
competent  to  dispose  at  the  time  of  the 
death.   It  seemed  to  be  right  as  it  atood. 
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Ameodmeot — (JVr.  JH.    T.    Reidy^ 

agreed  to. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  moved,  in  page  8, 
Hoe  33,  to  Leave  out  ^^nniees  the  de- 
ceased/' and  to  insert  ^' until  the  death 
of  a  person  who.'*  Those  words,  he 
thougiit,  expressed  the  sense  of  what 
the  hoo.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
desired. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
33,  to  leave  out  the  words  *^  unless  the 
deceased,"  and  insert  the  words  ^*  until 
the  deatli  of  a  person  who." — {Mr.  B*  T. 
Beid.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sir  R.  W£BST£R  said,  the  insertion 
of  these  words  would  make  clear  the  con- 
tingency under  which  the  Estate  Duty 
would  become  payable.  That  explanation 
afforded  an  answer  to  his  Amendment 
which  he  would  otherwise  have  moved. 
It  arrived  at  the  same  result  by  a  different 
process. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''  lliat  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

*Mr.  butcher  moved  to  leave  out 
of  Sub*section  (b)  Clause  5,  the  words 
*^  or  had  been  at  any  time  "  where  it  was 
provided  that  if  Estate  Duty  has  already 
been  paid  in  respect  of  settled  property 
since  the  date  of  the  settlement,  no 
further  Estate  Duty  shall  be  again  pay* 
able  in  respect  thereof,  unless  the 
deceased  was,  at  the  time  of  bis  death,  or 
had  been  at  any  time,  competent  to  dis- 
pose of  such  property.  Clearly  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  was  that  the 
Estate  Duty  should  not  be  paid  more 
than  once  on  settled  property  during  the 
continuance  of  the  settlemenL  Ab  the 
clause  stood  that  intention  would  in 
certain  cases  be  defeated,  and  therefore 
he  proposed  to  leave  out  the  words  in 
question.  If  a  husband  and  wife  brought 
property  into  settlement,  on  the  death  of 
either  Estate  Duty  would  have  to  be 
paid.  And  again,  on  the  death  of  tbp 
survivor,  Estate  Duty  would  have  to  be 
paid,  because  the  survivor  would  have 
had  power,  before  the  property  was 
brouffht  into  settlement,  to  dispose  of  part 
of  the  property.  .  In  other  words, 
property  might  have  to  pay  duty  from  4 
up  to  16  per  cent,  though  it  had  never 


passed  out  of  settlement  at  all.  The 
Government  could  hardly  have  intended 
that.  Many  other  cases  might  be  put  in 
which  a  similar  result  must  follow.  In 
other  iustauces  objection  had  been  made 
that  if  certain  words  were  struck  out 
certain  renults  foreseen  by  the  Attorney 
General,  Solicitor  General  or  the  Com- 
missioners would  follow,  though  what 
they  were  was  never  explained.  No  such 
consequences  could  follow  here,  and  if 
the  words  were  too  wide  they  should  be 
narrowed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
34,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'  or  had  been 
at  any  time." — (Mr.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  would  not  accuse  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of  any  wish 
to  raise  another  Debate,  but  for  his  part  he 
did  not  think  the  Amendment  was  neces- 
sary. A  settlement  came  to  an  end  when 
the  property  passed  to  the  hand  of  one 
who  was  competent  to  dispose  of  it.  It 
then  became  a  free  property  again.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member*s  next 
Amendment  were  accepted — namely,  to 
insert  the  words  ^^  during  the  continuance 
of  the  settlement "  after  the  words  **  had 
at  any  time" — the  difficulty  would  be 
obviated,  and  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  omit  the  words  as  proposed.  Neither 
was  it  desirable  to  insert  the  words  pro- 
posed in  the  next  Amendment,  and  now 
that  the  House  had  ascertained  the  hang 
of  it,  hon.  Members  would,  no  doubt, 
acquiesce  in  his  view. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  he  could 
not  understand  why  the  words  "  had  at 
any  time  '^  were  necessary.  He  suggested 
that  the  clause  should  reisul,  ^'  or  had  been 
at  any  time  since  the  date  of  the  settle- 
ment competent  to  dispose."  His  objec- 
tion to  the< words  *'  had  been  at  any  time  " 
was  that  they  appeared  not  to  be  wanted. 
What  he  hoped  to  hear  from  the 
Solicitor  General  was  that  one  Estate 
Duty  only  was  to  he  payable.  In 
the  condition  of  things  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  words  *'  had  been "  were 
necessary,  because  they  could  not  imagine 
such  a  case.  If  the  power  of  appointment 
only  existed  before  the.  settlement,  the 
right  way  to  deal  with  it  Avould  be  to 
insert  the  words  **  or  had  been  at  any 
time  since  the  date  of  the  settlement 
competent  to  dispose."     Probably  those 


1431 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


U32 


words  would  meet  the  case  put  by  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman.  Under  the 
words  as  they  now  stood  there  might  be 
a  state  of  tnings  when  a  second  estate 
duty  would  be  claimed  because  the  person 
who  died  had  at  a  period  antecedent  to 
the  settlement  power  to  dispose  of  the 
property.  The  general  words  had  no 
significance.  He  really  thought  the 
Solicitor  General  might  give  way. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  agreed  with  his 
friend  behind  him  that  it  would  be  unjust 
to  exact  a  duty  because  the  property  had 
been  within  the  competence  of  a  person 
to  dispose  before  it  was  settled,  but 
thought  the  matter  would  be  better  met 
by  a  later  Amendment  He  should  like 
to  know  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government^  a  settlement  came  to  an 
end  ?  For  his  part,  he  should  think  that 
a  settlement  came  to  an  end  directly  a 
person  came  into  possession  of  settled 
property  who  was  competent  to  dispose 
of  it.  On  behalf  of  the  Government,  it 
seemed  to  be  argued  that  a  settlement 
only  came  to  an  end  upon  the  death  of 
the  person.  If  that  were  so,  the  next 
Amendment  would  deal  with  the  point,  be- 
cause the  settlement  was  not  continuous. 

3iii.  K.  T.  REID :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  when  a  settlement  ends.  It 
ends  when  the  trusts  created  by  it  cease 
to  be  operative — that  is,  when  a  person 
comes  into  possession  of  the  property  who 
has  a  right  to  do  what  he  likes  with  it. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  they  might  put 
other  cases  than  that  which  was  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  York — the  case  of 
a  tenant  having  the  power  of  appoint- 
ment. Supposing  he  had  released  the 
power  of  appointment,  why  should  there 
be  a  charge  made  in  respect  of  that  ap- 
pointment ?  It  appeared  to  him  this 
was  a  case  not  met  by  the  second  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  York. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said,  in  such  a  case 
he  thought  the  duty  ought  to  be  pay- 
able. You  had  tenants  coming  into 
possession  with  authority  to  use  their 
powers,  and  if  they  chose  to  release  them 
they  came  within  the  category  of  persons 
who  were  not  exempt  under  the  Death 
Duties*  There  was  a  class  of  settlement 
under  which  you  re-settled  under  the 
power  contained  in  the  settlement,  and 
it  was  the  curious  state  of  the  law  in 
this  respect  that  the  draftsman  must 
have  had  in  his  mind  when  he  chose 
these  particular  words. 

Sir  R.  WebsUr 


Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  if  the  power 
to  dispose  had  been  released,  and  was,  io 
fact,  only  an  inchoate  •  power,  Purely  the 
settlement  would  oontinue. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  did  not 
til  ink  this  Amendment  ought  to  be 
pressed.  The  second  Amendment  which 
had  been  accepted  by  the  Government 
seemed  to  him  to  fully  meet  the  case. 
It  was  absolutely  necesMiy  that  the 
cases  mentioned  should  be  met.  If  a 
persou  had  an  absolute  power  of  eontrol- 
.ling  how  an  estate  should  go,  and  lie 
said,  *'Let  it  go  as  it  would,  as  if  I 
had  no  such  power,**  he  created 
a  new  devolution.  With  regard  to 
those  persons  who  had  that  power  before 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  the  Estate  Duty 
was  claimable.  Why  should  not  that 
occur  again  under  precisely  similar  cir^ 
cumstances  after  the  passing  of  the  Act? 
The  Government  ought  not  to  consent 
to  the  Estate  Duty  being  evaded  by 
allowing  this  re-settlement. 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham,  E.) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  met  the 
case  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
behind  him  by  treating  an  abstentioD 
from  exercising  a  power  of  appointment 
as  a  virtual  re-settlement.  There  was 
something  ingenious  and  plausible  about 
that  argument,  but  a  power  of  settlement 
might  disappear  or  cease  to  exist  in  other 
ways.  It  was  conceivable  that  a  tenaot  for 
life  under  a  settlement  might  have  a 
general  power  of  appointment  with  the 
consent  of  the  settlor.  If  the  settlor 
died,  his  powers  of  appointment  would 
be  gone,  but  he  had  those  powers 
at  one  time,  and  according  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  the  Estate  Du^ 
would  be  payable  because  at  some  time 
he  had  the  power  of  disposal.  The 
Government  had  not  yet  pointed  oot  to 
the  House  any  case  for  which  these 
words  were  necessary  or  why  it  was 
necessary  to  charge  a  fresh  dutv  in  a 
ease  where  the  dying  person  once  had  aD 
opportunity  of  disposing  of  the  property. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  would  put  the 
case  of  a  property  settled  upon  A  for 
life,  then  upon  B  for  life,  and  then  upon 
C  in  fee-simple.  One  Estate  Duty  was 
paid,  and  then  C  came  into  possession. 
He  re-settled  the  property.  He  was  at 
one  time  competent  to  dispose  of  the 

Sroperty,   but   not  at   the    time   of   his 
eath.     It  was  to  meet  such  a  case  that 
the  words  of  the  clause  were  necessary* 
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The  Hou8^  divided  :— Ayes  217 ; 
NoftVl74.— (Division  List,  No.  168.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Butcher,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  3,  line  34,  after  'Uime,**  insert 
**  daring  the  continuance  of  the  settle- 
ment." 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  It.  T.  Beid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  3,  line  35,  leave  out  from  '^  pro- 
perty,*' to  end  of  line  39. 

*Mr.  butcher  moved,  in  page  3, 
line  39,  at  end  insert — 

"  If,  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased,  a  life  or 
any  less  interest  in  such  property  arises  to  the 
wi&  or  husband  of  the  deceased,  the  payment 
of  the  Estate  Duty  and  the  further  settlement 
Estate  Duty  shall  (If  otherwise  payable)  be 
postponed  till  after  the  determination  of  such 
interest" 

He  said  that  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  that  the  corpus  of  the  pro- 
perty in  such  cases  should  not  be  touched 
by  the  Estate  Daty  until  the  death  of 
both  husband  and  wife.  The  Opposition 
maintained  the  principle  of  the  unity 
of  the  husband  and  wife,  and  held  that 
to  make  a  husband  or  wife  pay  the  duty 
in  the  circumstances  set  out  in  huB 
Amendment  would  be  coatrary  to  natural 
justice.  He  imagined  that  the  loss  to 
the  Exchequer  which  the  aeeeptanoe  of 
this  Amendment  would  entail  would  not 
be  considerable. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
39,  after  the  word  ^^  payable,"  to  insert 
the  words, — 

"  If,  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased,  a  life  or 
any  less  interest  in  such  propetty  arises  to  the 
wife  or  husband  of  the  deceased,  the  payment 
of  the  Estate  Duty  and  the  further  settlement 
Estate  Duty  shall  (it  otherwise  payable)  be 
postponed  till  after  the  determination  of  such 
interest"— (jlfr  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  pointed  out  that  as  a 
concession  to  the  conjugal  relations  the 
Governoient  had  already  agreed  that  the 
settlement  Estate  Duty  of  1  per  cent* 
should  not  be  enacted  from  the  survivor  of 
a  married  couple.  Beyond  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  go.  Husbands  and  wives 
had  never  been  exempted  from  Probate 
Duty.  But  the  whole  of  this  subjeci 
had  been  discussed  over  and  over  again 
in  Committee,  and  it  was  hardly  neces- 
aary   that  he  should   repeat  once  more 
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the  reasons  why  the  Gk>v6rnment  could  not 
assent  to  an  Amendment  of  tiiis  nature. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
the  fact  that  the  Government  had 
granted  a  concession  in  respect  of  settle- 
ment Estate  Duty  justified  the  Opposi- 
tion in  pressing  this  Amendment. 
L^appeiit  vient  en  mangeanL  If  a 
husband  or  a  wife  ought  to  be  treated 
differently  from  other  people  in  respect 
of  one  Death  Duty,  married  persons 
ought  to  be  treated  differently  in  respect 
of  all  such  duties.  The  wily  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  conceded  the 
principle  for  which  they  were  contending 
when  1  per  cent,  only  was  involved, 
but  refused  to  apply  it  when  larger  sums 
were  involved.  He  swallowed  the  sprats, 
but  looked  askance  at  the  whale.  This 
wicked  Bill  would  revoke  all  existing 
exemptions  in  favour  of  husbands  and 
wives,  exemptions  recognised  for  more 
than  100  vears.  How  could  the  Oo- 
▼ernment  defend  the  remission  of  the 
settlement  Estate  Duty  if  they  refused 
to  remit  the  Estate  Duty  itself  ?  The 
reasons  for  remitting  the  duties  were 
precisely  similar  in  both  cases.  He  felt 
sure  that  everyone  in  that  House  who 
had  ever  been  a  husband  or  a  wife  would 
support  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said,  that  the  Report 
stage  of  a  Bill  ought  not  to  be  used  for 
the  re-discussion  of  matters  definitely 
disposed  of  in  Committee.  The  question 
now  raised  had  been  completely  threshed 
out  in  Committee,  and,  therefore,  it  was 
not  necessary  to  repeat  now  all  the  argii(* 
ments  against  the  Amendment.  Hus^ 
bands  and  wives  had  always  been  liable 
to  Probate  Duty.  They  had  been 
exempted  from  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duty,  and  that  exemption  would  con- 
tinue. The  duty  which  they  woula  have 
to  pay  was  analogous  to  Probate  Duty. 
The  fact  that  this  Amendment  had  been 
moved,  after  the  exhaustive  treatment 
accorded  to  the  subject  in  Committee, 
ought  to  teach  the  Government  that  it 
was  of  little  use  to  make  concessions  to 
the  Opposition. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  show  some 
gratitude  to  the  Opposition  for  the  way 
in  which  they  had  discussed  this  matter. 
When  the  late  Government  were  in  power 
the  then  Opposition  insisted  upon  dis- 
cussing many  Bills  on  the  Report  stage 
Government  to  that  it  had  received,  and 
with  the  same  fulness  as  in  Committee, 
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and  with  tbe  Mme  wealth  of  argumenta- 
tive, or  rather  QOQrairgumeaCative,  speech. 
The  hoii«  aqd  learned  Geotleman  who 
had  ju8t  sat  down  had  entered  the  House 
onij  a  short  time  ago.  Had  he  been 
present  during  the  whole  of  the  afternoon 
he  would  have  known  that  the  discussions 
on  the  varioua  Amendments  that  had 
been  proposed  had  been  kept  within  very 
reasonable  limits  indeed.  He  agreed, 
however,  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  a  concession  ought 
not  to  be  made  the  basis  for 
further  demands  from  the  Government. 
It  ought  not  to  be  made  a  platform 
for  further  assaults  upon  their  citadels. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  join  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  T.  G.  Bowles)  in  pressing  this 
Amendment  as  the  logical  conclusion  of 
the  concession  i^lread j  made.  He  did  not 
use  that  concession  as  a  weapon,  but  urged 
the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  upon  its 
OWE  intrinsic  merits.  They  had  heard  from 
the  Government  nothing  on  the  Amendr 
ment  except  a  declaration  from  the 
Solicitor  General  that  be  had  made  so 
many  excellent  speeches  on  .this  subject 
before  that  he  thought  there  was  nothing 
to  be  gained  by  repeating  them.  He  did 
not  ask  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  repeat  his  speeches  on  this  subject  made 
relevant  to  another  Amendment ;  but  he 
did  ask  him  for  a  speech  relevant  to  this 
Amendment.  Neither  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  bad 
just  sat  down  nor  any  other  arguments 
he  had  heard  touched  the  subject  of  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  House.  He 
could  express  in  two  sentences  the  argu- 
ments contained  in  all  speeches  delivered 
by  the  Solicitor  General.  The  first  was 
Ijbat  this  proposal  would  ruin  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  otiier 
that  to  make  an  exception  of  any  kind  in 
favour  of  settled  property  only  would  be 
to  favour  the  rich  as  against  the  poor. 
Neither  of  these  two  arguments  touched 
the  substance  of  his  hon.  Friend's  conten- 
tion. If  the  Amendment  were  carried 
the  Exchequer  would  practically  lose 
nothing,  and  there  would  be  no  favouring 
of  the  rich.  The  only  question  raised 
was  whether  the  proper  time  to  levy  the 
Death  Duty  was  when  the  wife  had  just 
lost  her  husband  or  when  the  husband 
had  just  lost  his  wife.  In  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  the  Amendment  re- 
quired some  different  treatment  from  the 
be  should  be  prepared  to  support  his  hon* 
Friend  if  he  went  to  a  Division. 

Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  161  ; 
Noes  212.-^Division  List,  No.  169.) 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the 
clock,  Furthet*  PrbCeeding  on  Considera- 
tion, as  amended,  stood  adjourned.  Pur- 
ther  Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To*morrow. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION     BILL. 

(No.  302.) 

SECOltD    READING. 

Order  far  Second  Reading  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  ok  the 
COUNCIL  ON  EDUCATION  (Mr. 
AcLAND,  York,  W.R.,  Rotherham)  said, 
he  begged  to  move  the  Second  Readiag 
of  this  Bill,  and  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Honse  wonld  allow  the  stage  to  ha 
taken  this  afternoon.  It  was  essentially 
a  non-contentious  Bill,  and  had,  in  fact, 
been  introduced  with  the  assent  of  the 
Opposition  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
Its  object  was  to  remove  children  from 
the  surveillance  of  the  Poor  Law  and  to 
hand  over  to  the  District  Councils  the 
dut J  of  appointing .  School  Attendance 
Committees.  He  had  been  allowed  to 
introduce  the  Bill  without  opposition,  and 
he  hoped  it  might  now  be  read  a  second 
time  without  opposition.  All  parties 
were  agreed  as  to  the  principle. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaei, 
*^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— {Jbfr.  Acl4ind.) 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  supposed  it  was  not  intended  that  the 
control  of  children  in  their  elementary 
education  should  be  handed  over  to  the 
District  Council. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  School  Attendance 
Committees  of  the  District  Councils  will 
be  substituted  for  thoee  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  That  is  all. 
•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  Before  making  a  change  of  this 
kind  it  would  be  well  to  wait  and  see 
what  the  District  Councils  are  like. 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  had  been 
pressed  by  the  Opposition  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  without  delay  in  order  that  the 
change  might  be  made  before  the  Local 
Government  Act,  1894,  came  into 
operation. 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the  clock* 
and  Objection  being  taken  to  Further 
Proceeding,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 
Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  mt  tweatjr  aiinBtai 
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KNDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT,  1809,  AND 
AHKNDING  ACTS,  AND  WELSH  IN- 
TERMRDIATR  EDUCATION  ACT,  !««!) 
(DENRIOHSHIRB  SCHEME). 

Uer  Majci*ty*H  AiiHwer  to  the  Addre?*** 
of  the  19th  of  June  lant,  doliveretl  hy  the 
Lord  Steward  {M»  Breadalbanc)^  Hud 
read  an  follows  : — 

^  1  have  raoeiv«d  your  AUUreiw  praying  that 
I  will  withhold  my  consoot  to  all  that  part  of 
the  scheme  for  the  county  of  Denbigh  which 
relate*  to  the  Ruthin  Qnunmar  School : 

I  will  comply  with  yoar  adTice." 

KNDO\rED  SCHOOLS  ACT,  1869,  AND 
AMENDING  ACTS,  AND  WELSH  IN- 
TERMEDIATE EDUCATION  ACT,  1889 
(DEKBIQHSHIRE  SCHEME). 

Her  Maje8ty^8  Amtwer  to  the  Addreits 
of  the  I9tli  of  Juue  laAt,  delivered  by  the 
Lord  Steward  {M,  Brecidalhane)^  and 
read  aa  follows  : — 

^  I  have-  rooBived  your  Aililreas  pntyiofc  that 
I  will  withhokl  mv  couaeut  to  the  following 
portion  of  the  Denbighshire  Education  Scheme, 
riaiue  H7.  Sab-Hection  fft.)  from  the  word 
*  boardiag^iouM  *  to  the  end,  and  the  whole  of 
Bnb-tection    (r.) : 

I  wiUooiaply  with  your  adricc." 


{12  July  l«94j      (Check-t^'ei^ker)  tiiU.      U3b 

saperrise  od  behalf  of  the  meo  the 
weighiog  of  the  ooa).  The  Coal  Mines 
KegulatiouB  Act  1887  (Section  13)  de- 
scribed  hits  position  and  duties.  Snb- 
fteetion  2  provided  that  owners  and 
managers  of  mines  were  bound  to  give 
the  obeck*weighman  every  facility  for 
examining  and  testing  the  weighiog- 
machines.  Sub-section  3  provided  that, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  eheck-weighman 
was  not  to  interfere  with  the  working  or 
management  of  the  mine.  By  Sub- 
section 4  owners  or  managers  oould  not 
dismitM  a  weighman  if  they  thought  he 
interfered  with  tlie  working  or  manage* 
mentof  the  mine  or  exceeded  his  duties  ; 
but  they  might  summon  him  before  the 
Magistrates,  who  might  dismiss  him  if 
they  considered  the  case  proved.  That 
system  had  worked  well  and  without 
frictloo ;  but  cases  had  occurred  where 
the  check- weighmen  had  made  them- 
selves obnoxious  to  the  management,  who 
had  dismissed  them  without  doing  any- 
thing to  summon  them  before  the  Magis- 
trates. It  was  obvious  that  the  position 
of  check-weighman  conferred  great 
powers  of  making  mischief  with  the  men, 
and  owners  had  found  the  presence  of  the 
check  -  weighmen  somewhat  galling. 
They  had  discovered  a  loophole  in  the 
Act,  and  when  desirous  of  getting  rid  of 
a  check-weighman  they   had  dismissed 


CX)AL  MIKK8   (GHBCK-WKIOHBR)  BILL. 

(No.  158.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  or  CHESTERFIELD,  in 
aoviog  the  Second  Reading,  said,  this 
was  substantially  the  same  Bill  as  that 
ialrodoned  Ust  year  in  another  plaee  by 
eertain  Mining  Representatives.  That 
Bill  propoead  to  make  it  an  offence  for 
any  ooal-owner,  agent  or  manager,  by 
threats,  bribes,  pixMnises,  notices  of  dis- 
nuasal,  or  by  aay  other  means  whatever,  to 
interfere  with  the  appointment  of  check- 
weigher.  As  their  Lordships  were  aware, 
a  ebeek-weigher  or  check-weighman  was 
»  person  elected  and  paid  by  the  men 
working  in  any  eoal-mine  (paid  according 
to    the   anount  of  minends  gotten)  to 
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their  men,  but  had  agreed  to  take 
them  back  into  their  employment  on 
condition  that  they  would  not  re- 
elect the  same  check  -  weighman. 
That  case  had  occurred  in  reference  to 
the  Meriton  Colliery  in  Scotland  in  Sep- 
temlier,  1890,  and  the  same  course  haul 
since  been  adopted  more  than  once.  By 
the  first  clause  of  the  present  Bill  mine- 
owners,  agents,  or  managers,  or  any 
person  acting  on  their  behalf,  were  for* 
bidden  to  interfere  with  the  appointment 
of  the  check -weigher,  or  to  neglect  or  re« 
fuse  to givefaoilitiesforsuch  appointment ; 
it  also  forbatle  the  owners  and  their 
representatives  to  attempt  by  bribes, 
threats,  promises,  or  otherwise  to  exer- 
cise improper  influence  in  respect  of  any 
ap[>ointment,  or  to  induce  the  men  to 
vote  or  not  to  vote  for  any  particular 
class  of  person  under  a  penalty  of  £20 
ill  the  case  of  a  mine-owner  or  manager, 
and  £2  in  the  case  of  other  persons.  It 
was  believed  that  the  Act  would  be 
welcomed  by  the  mining  class,  whose 
interesu  required  that  their  choice  should 
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be  free  ia  appoiDting  tJie  check-weigb- 
men,  and  that  the  managers  Bhould  not 
be  able  to  get  rid  of  them  unless  for 
misconduct,  which  would  justify  their 
being  got  rid  of  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887. 
He  asked  their  Lordships  to  read  the  BUI 
a  second  time. 

Moved, "That the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
—{The  Earl  of  ChesUrJield.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

INJURED  ANIMALS  BILL.— (No.  134.) 

Commons  Amendment  to  Lords  Amend- 
ments considered  (according  to  Order). 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
said,  the  Amendment  made  by  the  House 
of  Commons  originated  in  a  suggestion 
made  by  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
which,  according  to  the  custom  of  Par- 
liament, had  to  be  agreed  to  by  both 
Houses.  He  moved,  therefore,  that  the 
Amendment  be  agreed  to. 

Commons  Amendment  agreed  to. 

AEMY  EXAMINATIONS. 
QrESTTON.      OBSERVATION!*. 

♦The  Earl  op  STRAFFORD  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  could  conveniently  make  any 
statement  as  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  Entrance  Examinations  (in  non- 
military  subjects)  of  candidates  for 
commissions  in  the  Army  ;  whether  such 
recommendations  had  received  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Military  Authorities  and 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners ;  and, 
if  so,  at  what  date  they  were  to  take 
e£feot  ?  He  said,  his  question  re- 
ferred to  the  very  important  and  in- 
teresting Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  presided  over  by  the 
noble  I^rd  last  year.  That  Report 
dealt  with  the  examinations  for  the 
Army  and  those  by  medical  officers. 
He  would  not  occupy  time  by  going 
through  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee,  but  would  only  refer  to  two 
points.  The  first  was  the  recorameiida- 
tion  that  Latin  should  no  longer  l)d  a 
compulsory  subject  in  Class  I.,  but  should 

The  Earl  of  Chesterfield  \ 
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be  removed  to  Class  IL,  retaining,  how- 
ever, the  same  number  of  marks* — be 
believed  2,00 J.  The  other  point  was 
that  the  physical  or  medical  examination 
should  be  of  a  rather  more  stringent 
character.  With  regard  to  relegating 
Latin  to  the  second  class,  the  recent 
conference  presided  over  by  the  head- 
master of  Eton,  and  representing  85  public 
schools,  had  expressed  their  objections  to 
any  such  step.  Upon  that  he  would 
make  no  comments  of  his  own,  hut 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  would  give  his  view  of 
the  matter.  As  regarded  the  other  point — 
namely,  a  more  strict  medical  exami- 
nation, it  was  reported  tUbt  from  1889 
to  1893  no  less  than  22  per  cent,  of 
the  cadets  who  went  to  Sandhurst  were 
not  of  the  necessary  chest  measurement 
and  height.  It  was  nearly  always 
the  case  that*  although  candidates 
on  entering  Sandhurst  might  be 
wanting  in  weight  and  measurement, 
they  generally  came  out  above  the 
average.  Upon  that  point  be  thought 
more  care  should  be  taken  in  the  medical 
examination,  and  a  recommendation  had 
been  made  upon  it  by  the  Committee. 
He  would  not  touch  upon  the  other 
recommendations  of  the  Committee,  which 
were  of  a  very  interesting  and  important 
character,  and  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  able  to  answer  the  question  of 
which  he  had  given  notice. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Sandhurst): 
My  Lords,  the  question  standing  on  the 
Paper  can  be  very  shortly  answered.  The 
position  of  affairs  in  regard  to  this  Report 
is  this: — It  was  sent  to  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  to  be  reviewed,  and  has 
returned  to  the  War  Office,  I  believe, 
this  very  day.  The  Secretary  of  State 
will  now  take  the  Report  into  his  con- 
sideration with  the  various  opinioos 
expressed  upon  it  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  and  members  of  the  War 
Office,  so  I  regret  to  say  it  is  inposaible 
for  me  to  name  a  precise  date  at  which 
any  new  regulatiou*^  will  be  issued.  My 
noble  Friend  has  suggested  that  it  ought 
be  convenient  if  I  were  to  say  some* 
thing  as  to  one  or  two  of  the  suggeations 
contained  in  the  Report,  and  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  do  so  briefly.  There  has 
ui ready  beeu  some  little  critici^^m,  and  a 
memorial  has  already  been  oiroulated  in 
the   Press   emanating   from   a   body   of 
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gentleiiMo   known  aa  the  Headmasters*  1  science  into  Class  I.  it  would  bring  up 


Oooference,  taking  great  exception  to  the 
relegation    of  Latin  from  Ckiss   I.   to 
Class  IL     1  cannot  help  thinking  that 
many  criticisms  have  been  made  owing 
to  that  proposition,  which  has  occasioned 
OMst   comment,   not  being    thoroughly 
understood.     I  should  like,  at  the  outset 
of  mj  remarks,  to  explain  the  reason  wh  j 
the  Committee,  which  has  been  styled  an 
**  administrative   blunder,**  was   formed. 
Early  last  year  the  Secretary  of  State 
reoeived  a  deputation,  consisting  of  head- 
masters and  others  interested  in  science, 
who  pointed  out  that  science  was  unfairly 
dealt  with.     There  had  also  been   much 
criticism  by  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  a  good  deal  of  dissatis- 
faotioD  had  been  expressed,  so  the  Secre- 
tary   of   State    for    War    ordered    this 
Conmiittae,  the  reference  to  it  being  to 
inquire  into  the  system  and  to  see  whe- 
ther   any   modifications   could    be  sug- 
gested.    The  salient  point  of  the  Report 
is  what  we  propose  in  regard  to  Latin — 
namelv,    that    it  should   be  transferred 
from  Class  I.,  where  it  is  called  obliga- 
tory, to  Class  IL,  which  is  voluntary.    I 
venture  to  think  that  the  term  *'  obliga- 
tory **   is  here  a  misleading  epithet,  for 
what  does  it  mean  in  regard  to  these 
examinations  ?     It  does  not  mean  that  a 
boy  has  to  attain  a  certain  excellence  in 
the  examinations — that  unless  he  obtains 
a  eertain  number  of  marks,  he  will  be 
plucked  ;  it  merely  means  that  no  other 
subjeet  can  be  taken  up  instead  of  it. 
Boys  have  been  known  to  pass  who  have 
scored  only  three  and   12  marks  in  this 
subject  out  of  2,000.     That  cannot  be 
called    a   very   high    qualification ;     no 
qualification    oould    possibly   be   lower. 
The  reasons  which  led  the  Committee  to 
adopt   these  proposals  were  these  : — It 
was  made  clear  to  us  that  it  would  bo 
advisable  to  have  a  scientific  subject  in 
the     examination     for    Woolwich,    the 
Academy  preparing  boys  for  the  scientific 
corps*     The  plan  has  hitherto  been  to  so 
arrange  the  examinations  for  Woolwich 
and  Sandhurift  that  if  a  sharp  boy  just 
misses  Woolwich  he  can  go  up  for  Sand- 
hurst a  few  months  later,  at  the  next 
opportunity.  But  if  both  subjects  had  beeu 
put  intoClasH  I.  the  total  would  have  l>ecii, 
it  was  considered,  one  too  many.  There  are 
five  subjects  in  Class  I. — namely,  mathe- 
inaticB,  English,  French  or  German,  geo- 
■letrioal  dniwing,  and  Latin.    If  we  put 


the  subjects  in  this  class  to  the  number 
of  six,  and  it  was  thought  undesirable  to 
increase   the    subjects,    and,    moreover, 
we  did  not  think  science  so  necessary  for 
Sandhurst.       Therefore,  we  thought  the 
l»est  and  the  fairest  plan  would  be  to  re^ 
duce  the  Class  I.  subjects  to  the  number 
of  four.     They   would  then — be  mathe- 
matics, French  or  German,  English,  and 
geometrical   drawing.     This    would  in- 
crease the  choice  of  subjects  to  be  taken 
in  Class  II.  by  one  subject.     For  Wool- 
wich we  propose  that  of  three  subjects 
in  this  class  one  must  be  science,  while 
for  Sandhurst  we  leave  it  free  to  the  can- 
didate  to  choose  any  three  of  the  sub- 
jects in  the  class,  so  that  in  the  case  of  a 
boy   taking    up  Latin  there  will  be  no 
change,  for  he  will  have  his  four  subjects 
in  Class  I.,   and  in  Class  IL  one  of  the 
subjects  may  be  Latin  marked  as  at  pre- 
sent up  to  2,000.      If  we  had  suggested 
that  some  subject  should  be  instituted  for 
Latin  in  Class  I.,  thereby  keeping  five 
subjects  in  this  class^  or  had  we  proposed 
to  reduce    the    marks  for  Latin    from 
2,000,  say,  to  1,000,  there  would    have 
been  something  in  the  complaint  Of  the 
schoolmasters;    but,   as  I   have  shown, 
have  done  neither  of  these  things. 


we 

and  for  a  boy  going  up  from  Eton  or  any 
classical    school    the  examination  prae- 
tically  remains  the  same.     In  this  matter 
we   in    no   way    wished  to  favour  the 
crammers,  nor  did  we  wish  to  favour  the 
schools.     Our  intention  was  to  provide 
the  most  broad  curriculnniY  and  as  for  100 
vacancies  there  are  about   700  or  nsore 
candidates,  we  thought  that  the  exami- 
nation should  be  of  such  a  nature  that 
those  who  were  not  successful  should  not 
be  handicapped  in  searching  for  another 
career.     There  is  another  point    which 
has  attracted  a  certain  amount  of  atten- 
tion— namely,  the  medical  test.     On  that 
point    the    Committee   took   a    oertain 
amount      of      evidence.     Among      she 
witnesses     were     many    who    favoured 
the   plan   of  giving   marks  for   physical 
exercii»eM.     C)u<3  gentleman  presented  an 
elaborate  Hclieme  nnder  which  so  many 
markH  would  l>e  given  for  riding,  marks- 
manship, and  running.     lu  addition  he 
proponed  to  }icrmit  gymuasUctf,  jumping, 
or  fencing,  at  the  option  of  the  candidate. 
Another   gentleman  suggested  that  the 
boys  should  be  subjected  to  an  endurance 
test  of  a  20  or  25  mile  wmlk.     On  this 
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proposal  I  think  comineut  is  unuecessary; 
but  in  the  former  scheme,  for  marks  for 
riding  and  shooting,  no  doubt  there  is  a 
certaiu  attractiveness,  but  the  more  the 
subject  is  considered  the  more  apparent 
become  the  objections  and  the  difficulties. 
Supposing  you  give  marks  for  proficiency 
in  field  sports,  yon  immediately  lay  your- 
self open  to  the  criticism  that  the  rank  of 
officer  in  the  Army  is  a  preserve  for 
those  who,  owing  to  means  or  residence, 
have  had  special  opportunities  of  practis- 
ing iield  sports ;  while  if  you  mark  for 
gymnastics,  a  sort  of  athletic  cram  would 
arise,  for  your  Lordships  are  well  aware 
that  there  can  easily  be  physical  as  well 
as  intellectual  cram,  and  the  very  object 
you  have  in  view  might  be  defeated  by 
overtraining.  It  appeared  to  us  on  the 
Committee  that  the  result  of  instituting 
such  an  examination  might  be  to  sow  the 
seeds  of  future  disease  which  would  not 
be  perceptible  at  the  time  of  the  medical 
examination.  Another  objection  was 
that  you  would  materially  lengthen  the 
examinations,  which  are  already  com- 
plained of  as  being  too  long,  and  it  would 
be  very  difficult  in  apportioning  marks  to 
avoid  charges  of  unfairness.  Another 
suggestion  was  that  it  might  be  advisable 
to  mark  for  physical  development.  In 
some  minds  the  idea  exists  that  our 
officers  are  small,  but  it  is  not  wise  to 
form  conclusions  upon  this  subject  from 
casual  observation.  It  is  more  satisfac- 
tory to  look  at  reliable  returns  and  to 
compare  the  physical  proportions  of  our 
cadets  with  the  proportions  given  in  the 
tables  composed  for  theAnthropometrical 
Society  by  a  distinguished  medical  man, 
Sir  W.  Aitken.  These  tables  relate  to 
public  schools,  cadets,  and  students  at 
Universities,  and  what  do  we  find  ?  It 
is  true  that  the  maximum  height  of  our 
cadets,  when  the  comparison  was  made, 
was  less  than  that  in  the  tables,  but  the 
average  height  of  the  cadets  was  higher. 
Our  tallest  young  man  was  shorter  by 
one  inch  than  the  greatest  height  given 
in  the  tables  which  I  may  say  were  com- 
piled from  measurements  of  cadets,  public 
school  boys,  and  University  students. 
The  greatest  height  given  in  the  tables 
was  76in.,  while  our  tallest  man  was 
only  76.  As  I  have  said,  however,  the 
average  height  exceeds  the  statures 
given  in  the  tables.  In  regard  to  chest 
measurement,  our  requirement  at  entry 
is  32in.,  and  this  measurement  rises  to 
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dd*65in.  at  the  age  of  18  ;  d3'84in.  at 
19  ;  d4-06in.  at  20 ;  and  34*85iD.  at  21. 
Your  Lordships  are,  of  course,  aware  that 
these  young  men  enter  the  colleges  at 
various  years.  This,  I  submit,  is  not 
unsatisfactory.  Our  expert  wituessy 
Surgeon  Greneral  Jameson,  the  second 
officer  in  the  Army  Medici^  Department, 
pointed  out  that,  if  we  mark  for  physical 
development,  allowance  must  be  n»ade 
for  difierenoe  in  the  races  from  which 
these  young  men  spring.  He  said  in  his 
evidence  before  us  that  of  the  inhabi* 
tants  of  these  islands  the  Scotchman  is 
the  heaviest  and  has  the  greatest  ^hest 
development ;  the  Irishman  is  the  tallest, 
but  he  is  lighter  ;  the  Welshman  is  the 
shortest,  and  oomes  second  in  weight* 
Then,  said  the  witness,  you  come  to  the 
Englishman,  the  typical  man,  who  u 
next  to  the  Irishman  in  height,  and  less 
than  the  Welshman  in  weight.  A  system 
of  examination,  which  had  to  take  these 
different  types  into  account,  would  cause 
endless  trouble  and  give  no  one  satasfae* 
tion.  I  may  point  out  that  all  those 
officers  who  have  had  experience  of  the 
younger  officers  in  the  Service — in  the 
field  and  at  manoeuvres — speak  in  very 
high  terms  of  them,  and  that  the  medical 
officer  at  Sandhurst  thinks  that  the 
cadets  have  much  improved  in  the  last 
10  years  during  his  experience  there. 
With  regard  to  a  medical  test  which  my 
noble  Friend  alluded  to,  it  is  obvioua 
there  must  be  a  test  of  some  kind  on 
passing  these  boys  into  the  Army ;  bat 
we  think  the  matter  should  be  very  care- 
fully considered,  carefully  defined,  aad 
strictly  adhered  to.  But  the  Committee, 
upon  these  facts,  came  to  the  oonolnsioii 
that  there  was  no  need  for  a  radical 
change  in  our  system  to  ensure  adequate 
physical  development.  I  sympathise  moat 
sincerely  with  those  boys  who  have  to 
suffer  the  galling  disappointment  oi  fail- 
ing medically  after  a  successful  literary 
examination,  and  also  with  the  parenta 
who  have  had  to  bear  the  expense.  To 
prevent  as  far  as  possible  this  disappoint- 
ment, we  considered  that  a  special  circular 
should  be  issued  to  masters,  parents,  and 
guardians  when  they  first  apply  for  in- 
formation about  examinations ;  that,  in 
the  circular,  the  medical  requirements 
should  be  most  clearly  stated,  and  that 
a  note  should  be  added  to  the  effect  that, 
unless  a  pareut  is  satisfied  that  his  son 
can  satisfactorily  pass  the  test,  it  is  use- 


\U5 


Parochial 


{12  Ji  LY  1894)  Eieciors,  ^.,  Bill.        1446 


leM  for  him  to  Applj.  I  also  attach  con- 
siderable importance  to  the  riiggeHtion 
that  these  examinations  nhonld  be  carried 
oat  bj  Boards  of  medical  officers.  Ape- 
emit?  selected  for  this  «liitj,  without  re- 
ference to  rank  or  station.  I  have  onlj 
to  add  that  it  should  be  understood  clearly 
that  the  Report  is  but  a  collection  of  sug- 
restions  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Secretarj  of  State.  He  is  at  the  present 
moment  engaged  in  collecting oiMnions  and 
obtaining  suggestions  from  the  Civil  8er- 
▼ice  Commissioners  and  the  military 
aathorities  upon  the  Report  before  finally 
deciding  what  portions  of  it,  if  any,  he 
will  adopt. 

EDCCATION  CODE  AND  REPORT. 
QL'ESTIOK.     OBSERVATION. 

Lord  NORTON  asked  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  up  to  what  date 
the  Code  and  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  CouDoil  on  Education  had  been  pre- 
seotod  to  Parliament ;  and  when  the 
next  would  be  presented  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
«URY  AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  or 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
eery)  :  My  Lords,  the  Day-school  Code 
of  1894  was  presented  to  Parliament  on 
March  19  and  the  Eyenin^^-school  Code 
on  May  4.  The  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Council  oil  Education  for  1893-94, 
dealing  mainly  with  the  Statistical  Returns 
fbr  the  year  ended  August  31,  1893,  was 
prmentml  on  June  29.  The  large  annual 
Tolume  containing  the  Report  for  189844, 
together  with  Append iccH,  has  not  yet 
been  presented,  and  will  not  be  romly 
before  August.  It  is  proliable  that  the 
next  Codes  and  Report  will  Ix*  presented 
at  about  the  same  dates  next  year. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL.— (No.  121.) 

House   in   Committee    (according    to 
Order) :  An  Amendment  made  :  Standing 
t^   Committee   negatived  :    The  Report  of 
tbe    Amendment    to    Ite    rtM^eived    To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL    QOVKKNMKKT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (So.  12)  BILL  — (Na  122.) 

^  Hoose  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committe<l  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILL.— (No.  125.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Onlcr) :  Amendments  mrnlo  :  Standing 
Committee  negative<l  ;  and  Bill  to  be 
reail  3*  To-morww. 

LOCAL   OOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.   .%)    BILL. 
(No.  116.) 

Road  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  A mondmentSy  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

LOCAL  OOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL. 
(No.  1S8.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

LCK^AL  (GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 

VISIONAL  ORDERS  (No.  II)  BILL. 

(No.  137.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Onier),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3«  To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (Na  16)  BILU— (No.  127.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amen<ltncnt,  and  passed,  and  returned  to 
the  Commons. 

QI^ARRIES  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  149.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Bill  rc{}orted  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Coniinittce. 

SKA  FISHERIES  (SHELL  FISH)  BILL. 

(Na  111.) 

Hon«e  in  Committee  (aoeording  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  ami  re-eommitted  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

LARCENY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL  [H.L.J. 

(No.  I.1«.) 

Rea^l  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  tbo  Commons. 

PAROCHIAL  ELECTORS  (REGISTRATION 
ACCELERATION)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  I*  s 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  162.) 
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STATUTE  LAWBEVI8I0N  BILL  [h.L.]. 

A  Bill  for  further  promoting  the  revision  of 
the  Statute  Law  by  repealing  enactments  which 
have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or  have  become  un- 
necessary— ^Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor :  read  1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2* 
on  Monday  next.    (No.  161.) 

House  adjourned   at   fite  past    Five 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  12th  July  1894. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


THAMES  CONSERVANCY  BILL  (fty  Order). 

Order  read,  for  resumiDft;  Adjourned 
Debate  on  (Question  proposed  [10th  July], 

"  That  Standing  Onlers  223  and  243  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
tim^"— -(-Or.  Farqvhanon,) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
said,  that  in  rising  to  move  the  Motion 
that  stood  in  his  name,  he  feared  he  must 
apologise  to  the  House  if  he  should  de- 
tain hon.  Members  for  some  little  time. 
They  knew  that  he  was  not  given  to  the 
undue  occupation  of  time,  or  to  the 
obstruction  of  Bills,  much  less  a 
Bill  of  this  kind.  This  measure,  as  a 
fact,  had  never  been  discussed  on  the 
Second  Reading.  No  doubt  it  was  a 
Private  Bill,  but  at  the  same  time  all  its 
provisions  were  of  vital  interest  to  the 
public.  The  compromise  which  had  been 
arrived  at  between  the  Thames  Conser- 
vancy Board  and  the  London  County 
Council  made  it  all  the  more  necessary, 
according  to  his  view,  that  there  should 
be  this  fresh  discussion.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  outcome  of 
the  compromise  was  of  a  mischievous 
character.  Under  the  arrangement  ar- 
rived at  four  new  members  were  to  be 
added  to  an  already  redundant  and  ex- 
cessive Board,  all  of  whom  would  pro- 
bably be  politicians  opposed  one  to  the 
other.  He  was  aware  of  the  great  sus- 
ceptibility of  the  House  as  to  interference 
with  the  judgment  of  a  Committee  on  a 


Private  Bill,  and  he  was  willing  to  aaj 
that  he  shared  that  susceptibility  himself 
to  the  fullest  extent,  because  he  knew 
that  opposition  of  this  kind  was  some- 
times  brought  forward  for  the  purpose  of 
wrecking  Bills.  There  was  no  intentioD 
of  the  kind  on  his  part.  On  the  contrary^ 
he  did  not  desire  that  the  Bill  should  be 
ended  but  mended.  While  he  had  the 
very  highest  respect  for  the  labours  of 
the  Committee,  he  muBt  say  that  he  did 
not  attach  any  particular  sacrednets  to 
their  decision,  nor  did  he  think  it  sacrile- 
gious to  question  the  wisdom  and  outoome 
of  their  judgment  in  some  respects. 
He  had  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  con- 
gratulating each  other  with  regard  to 
the  compromise  that  had  been  come  to, 
and  he  must  confess  that  he  was  unable 
to  understand  how  they  came  to  be  so 
well  satisfied.  He  thought  he  ought  to 
explain  in  a  word  or  two  the  reason  why 
this  Motion  was  not  brought  forward  at 
an  earlier  stage.  The  reason  was  a  simple 
one  indeed.  They  had  hoped  up  to  the 
eleventh  hour,  when  the  Bill  was  before 
the  Committee,  to  be  able  to  eonvioee 
the  Committee  that  it  would  be  of  the 
greatest  possible  advantage  to  the  in- 
terests of  all  the  parties  concerned  if  there 
was  a  line  of  demarcation  drawn  as 
between  the  interests  of  the  upper  and  the 
lower  river.  He  would  say  nothing  with 
regard  to  the  judgment  of  the  Conusittee 
in  having  refused  the  adoption  of  an  idea 
of  that  kind.  The  Thfunes  Conservancy 
Board  opposed  every  proposal  that  was 
made  in  the  shipping  interest,  and  nothing 
could  be  done  in  that  direction.  That 
House,  however,  was  at  liberty  to  adopt 
a  much  wider  view  than  a  Private  Bill 
Committee  would  be  likely  to  do  if  it 
could  be  shown,  as  he  submitted  it  could 
be  shown,  that  the  administration  of  the 
Port  of  London  could  be  more  success- 
fully conducted  by  a  controlling  body 
other  than  that  provided  by  the  Bill. 
They  had  to  look  to  the  body  that  would 
develop  and  improvei  and  make  more 
efficient  the  facilities  of  the  Port,  and  in 
this  connection  they  had  to  consider 
whether  the  present  Conservancy  Board 
had  done  justice  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Port.  He  would  not  offer  any  ex- 
treme criticism  on  this  head,  bat  would 
simply  say  that,  according  to  rthe  public 
opinion  of  the  City,  the  Board  had  not 
kept  themselves  up  to  the  level  of  the 
requirements  of  the  day  ;  that  they  wer9 
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not  sufficientlj  eDergetio ;  that  they  bad 
not     marobed     with     the    times^    aod 
were  in  possesAion   of  very   little  share 
of  the  public  confidence.     Hon.  Members 
knew  that  within  the  last  20  jears  there 
had  been  a  great  revolution  in  the  shipping 
industry.     Despite  this  the  facilities  of 
London  as  a  port  had  remained  stationary. 
It  was  his  duty  to  show  upon  a  previous 
occasion  that  the  mouth  of  the  river  at 
the  Nore  was  constantly  silting  up,  as  a 
comparison  of  the  charts  would  demon- 
strate.   He  brought  the  matter  before  the 
House,  and  as  the  entrance  to  the  river 
at    the   Nore   was   beyond  the   ancient 
jurisdiction  of  the  Thames  Conservancy, 
he  proposed  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee   upon    the    subject,    which    was 
adopted.     But  the  fact  was,  that  in  the 
portion  of  the  river  and  Port  of  London 
which  had  always  been  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board 
the  channel  was  utterly  inadequate  to  the 
existing  wants,  and  that  at  the  present 
moment  there  was  nothing  like  sufficient 
anchorage  for  large  vessels.     A  vessel 
leaving  the  London  Docks  in  winter,  and 
being  caught  two  or  three  miles  down  in 
a  fog,  had  to  push  on  at  all  risks  and  take 
all  chances.     Only  those  who  happened 
to  be  the  underwriters  of  these  vessels 
and  those  who  were  charged  with  the 
safety  of  numerous  lives  and  an  immense 
amount  of  property  could  appreciate  the 
tremendous  anxiety  felt  with  regard  to 
the  navigation   of   the  river.     He    had 
shown,  further,  that  such  was  the  state  of 
the  river  that  if  a  vessel  coming  from 
Gravescnd  were  delayed  from  entering 
the  dock  at  a' given  moment  no  anchorage 
coald  be  found  for  her  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  docks,  but  she  must  steam  down  to 
Gravesend  and   anchor  until  she  could 
come  up  upon  another  tide.    They  asked 
when  the  clause  was  inserted  in  the  Bill, 
in  consequence  of  his  Instruction,  that  the 
investigation   which   was  to  be  made  in 
regartl  to  this  matter  by  the  Board  ot  Trade 
should  not  be  confined  to  the  entrance 
of  the  river  at  the  Nore,  but  extended 
up  the  river  as  far  as  the  Royal  Albert 
Docks.     The  Conservancv  Board,  how* 
ever,  objected  as  usual,  and  in  accordance 
with  what  he  considered  to  be  their  usual 
obstructive  policy.       The  radical  defect 
of   the   Conservancv  Board  was  that  it 
was  too  large,  and  too  mixed,  and  too 
heterogeneous.     They  had  a  body  con- 
cerned with   the   affairs   of    the    Upper . 


Thames,  and  another  body  interested  in 
down-river  affairs  and  the  administration 
of  the  Port  of  London,  and  these  two 
bodies  had  not  only  no  necessary  con- 
nection, but  were,  in  fact,  without  any- 
thing  like  a   community    of    interests. 
They  were  joined  under  an  unfortunate 
Act  of  Parliament  which  was  passed  in 
defiance  of  the  wishes  of   the  Conser- 
vancy Board.     With  regard  to  the  exist- 
ing Conservancy  Board  of  -30  members, 
he  thought  it  was  safe  to  say  that  not 
more   than    half-a-dozen   of   them    pos- 
sessed any  practical   knowledge    what- 
ever of  the  requirements  of  shipping  and 
commerce  in  the  Port  of  London.       If 
that  was  so  with  regard  to  the  present 
Board,  what  would  be  the  state  of  affairs 
under   the    Board    constituted    by    this 
Bill  ?      That  Board  must,  of  course,  be 
larger,    more    mixed,    and    less    homo- 
geneous than  the  Board  which  it  replaced, 
and,  as  he  thought,  all  the  less  compe- 
tent to  fulfil  the  duties  of  the  Port  Trust 
of  the  great  River  Thames.       The  new 
committee  consisted  of  37  members,  and 
only  of  these  would  be  representative  of 
the  shipowners,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that    the  shipping  interest    contributed 
exactly  a  half  of  the  annual  revenue  of 
the  I  Thames  Conservancy.       The  main 
feature  of  the  new  constitution  of   the 
committee  was  that  it  brought  into  the 
committee   something  like  nine  County 
Council  mem  hers  from  all  parts  of  the 
provinces,  and  these  were  the  gentlemen 
who,  under  this  Bill,  were  to  have  under 
their  control  the  shipping  and  commerce  of 
the  Port  of  London.     He  said  that  theee 
delegates,  however   competent  and  lemx- 
nent  they  might  l>e  in  their  own  way,  and 
however  well   able   to   look   after  such 
matters  as  fishing,  pollution,  or  pleasure 
traffic   in   the  upper  part  of  the  river, 
must  be  profoundly  ignorant  of  maritime 
affairs  ;  and  to  set  up  a  body  thus  con<» 
stituted   as   the  Governing  Body  of  the 
Port   of  London  was  an  absurdity  and 
anachronism  in  the  eyes  of  every  prac- 
tical man.  .  His  contention  was  that  the 
future  constitution  of  the  Conservancy 
Board  would  render  that  body  more  un- 
satisfactory still,  and  it  was  the  desire  of 
the  shipowners,  by  means  of  the  Motion 
which    he     now    brought     before     the 
House,  to  convert  an  unmanageable  and 
niipractical  into  a  manngcable  and  prac* 
tical  body  by  the  creation  of  two  statutory 
committees — one  whose  business  it  would 
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be  to  look  after  the  upper  waters  of  the 
river  and  the  other  whose  special  duty 
would  be  the  conservation  and  improve- 
ment of  the  Port  of  London — a  duty  for 
which  it  would  be  directly  and  entirely 
responsible.     In   this   proposal   he   was 
following  the  traditions  which  applied  to 
all    other  great   rivers  of    the    United 
Kingdom.     There  was  no  other    river 
dealt  with  as  the  Thames  was  dealt  with 
under  this  Bill.     What  were  the  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  creating  these  two 
statutory  committees  ?     He  took  it  that 
the   up-river  authorities  had   no  desire 
that  their  revenue   should   be  meddled 
with  by  authorities  connected  with  the 
Port  of    London.     Their  revenue    and 
expenditure    ought    to    be    maintained 
separately.     He  was  quite  sure  that  those 
connected  with  the  lower  river  and  the 
Port  of  London  had  no  desire  that  their 
revenue  and  expenditure  should  be  mixed 
up  with   that  of  the  up  river.     At  the 
present  moment  they  contended  that  they 
were  not  receiving  fair  treatment  from 
the  Thames  Conservancy,  and  that  their 
reveune  ought   to  be  used  for  the  im- 
provement of  the   Port  of  London.     It 
appeared    that    only   a    fourth    of    the 
I e venue   derived   from    the   shipowners 
was  expended  in  improving  and  dredging 
the   river.     This   was   a   comparatively 
simple  matter.     If  the  House  sanctioned 
the   proposal   he   ventured   to  say   that 
clauses  could  be  drawn  within  an  hour 
which  would  ensure  these  separate  juris- 
dictions and  authorities,  and  place  upon 
both    committees    separate    duties   and 
responsibilities,  while  at  the  same  time 
they  could  both  meet  under  the  common 
name  of  the   Thames  Conservancy  for 
common  interests  \outHide  the  particular 
scope  of  their  separate  duties.     If  this 
Bill  remained  in  its  present  form,  not- 
withstanding the  compromise  which  was 
come  to  on  Tuesday  last,  it  would  never 
be  a  final  settlement,  and    the  Conser- 
vancy   would    linger    on    to   a  doomed 
existence  until  some  more  efficient  instru- 
ment  could    be   found  to  discharge  its 
duties.  He  did  not  pretend  to  know  what 
was  in  the  minds  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Board,  but  he  repeated  that  he 
was  sure  this  so-called  settlement  would 
never  be  a  final  one.     So  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  did  not  oppose  the  existence 
of    the     Thames    Conservancy     Board. 
What  he  wanted  to  do  was  to  give  it  a 
more  definite  authority  and   enable    it 
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adequately  to  fulfil  the  great  task  which 
devolved  upon  it.     He  begged  to  move — 

"  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the  former 
Committee,  and  that  it  be  an  InstroctioQ  to  the 
Committee  to  insert  piovisions  in  the  Bill  for 
establifibing  distinct  statutory  committees  of 
the  Conservancy  Board  to  manage  the  upper 
river  and  the  lower  river  (including  the  port 
and  harbour),  to  define  the  limits  within  which 
the  jurisdiction  of  such  oommittees  ■honld 
respectively  extend,  and  to  provide  for  allo- 
cating to  purposes  of  the  lower  river,  ijort,  an<l 
harbmir  the  income  arising  therefrom.  • 

Sir  D.  MACFARLAJSE  (ArgyU), 
in  seconding  the  Motion,  said  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  attempt  to  manage  the 
Thames  from  the  Nore  up  to  its  source 
by  one  body  was  a  practical  impossi- 
bility. It  was  a  great  mistake  that  the 
management  of  the  river  was  not  sepa- 
rated into  two  parts.  The  Port  <^ 
London  should  be  under  a  special  com- 
mission. He  believed  it  was  the  case 
that  the  lower  part  of  the  Thames  was 
being  seriously  neglected.  Therefore,  he 
approved  of  the  idea  of  referring  the  Bill 
back  in  order  that  the  able  Committee 
might  suggest  some  means  by  which  both 
parties  and  interests  might  be  satisfied. 
His  hon.  Friend,  who  was  a  very  great 
authority  on  shipping  matters,  had  laid 
very  clearly  before  the  House  the  enor- 
mous extent  of  the  interests  involved  in 
the  conservancy  of  the  Thames,  and  had 
also  shown  that  it  was  impossible  for 
members  from  Berkshire  and  similar 
counties  to  understand  the  require- 
ments of  the  Port  of  London.  He 
seconded  the  Motion  in  the  hope  that  the 
Committee  would  be  able  to  find  a  aolu- 
tion  of  the  question  that  would  be  patia- 
factory  to  both  parties. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
<^nestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
•*  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the  former 
Committee."— ("filiV  T.  Sutherinnd.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Mid- 
dlesex,  Uxbridge)  saul,  tlte  Mover  of  tbe 
Motion  had  stated  that  it  was  not  pro- 
perly discussed  on.  the  Second  Reading; 
but  the  reason  was  that  it  bad  not 
occurred  to  the  shipowners  until  long 
after  the  Second  Reading  had  taken 
place  to  move  in  the  natter  as  they  had 
done  in  the  last  few  days.     The  ship- 
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owners  presented  a  Petition  against  the 
BUI  00  the  27th  of  March,  but  the  ques- 
tion of  appointing  statutory  committees 
was  in  no  way  referred  to  in  it.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  shipowners  did  not 
move  in  the  matter  until  the  Bill  had  been 
in  Committee  for  14  or  15  days,  and  a 
very  large  part  of  it  had  been  threshed 
oat.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that  if 
these  after-thoughts  were  to  be  acted 
upon  in  such  a  way  as  practically  to 
suspend  the  Rules  of  the  House,  a  most 
dangerous  precedent  would  have  been 
iutrodnoed.  If,  after  a  Bill  had  been 
threshed  out  for  28  days,  and  after  every 
Member  of  the  Committee  had  been 
unanimously  in  favour  of  it,  the  Commit- 
tee were  to  have  a  new  proposal  of 
this  kind  introduced,  it  would  be  the 
end  of  all  Private  Bill  legislation  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  hon.  Member 
had  gone  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  Thames 
Conservators  had  never  done  any  justice 
to  shipowners  with  reference  to  the  lower 
part  of  the  river.  Was  the  hon.  Member 
aware  that  since  the  shipowners  addressed 
a  letter  to,  the  Thames  Conservancy 
Board  in  1887  the  Board  had  spent  no 
less  than  £79,000  in  dredging  the  lower 
part  of  the  river  ?  In  regard  to  the  charge 
that  the  Conservators  had  not  done  their 
duty  generally,  had  the  hon.  Member 
read  the  evidence  given  to  the  various 
Committees  on  the  subject  ?  Lord  Farrer, 
when  giving  evidence  as  a  member  of  the 
London  County  Council  before  Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley's  Committee, 
said,  '^I  tdink  the  Conservators  have 
done  their  very  best,**  and  he  also  stated 
that,  from  his  knowledge  of  the  Thames 
Conservators,  he  was  satisfied  that  they 
had  done  everything  in  their  power.  Mr. 
Binnie,  who  was  a  great  authority,  stated 
that  he  was  surprised  that  the  Conservators 
had  been  able  to  do  so  much. 

Sib  T.  SUTHERLAND  :  What  is 
the  date  of  this  evidence  ? 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  The 
hon.  Member  will  find  it  on  pages  48  and 
49  of  the  Committee^s  Report. 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  :  Well,  Lord 
Farrer  has  expressed  the  strongest  view 
in  favour  of  dividing  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy into  two  Boaids. 
•Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  said, 
that  Lord  Farrer  had,  at  all  events,  given 
the  evidence  he  had  quoted.  The  late 
Deputy  Chairman  of  the  London  County 
Council,  Mr.   Alfred   Haggis,  who  wwas 


not  at  all  prejudiced  in  favour  of  the 
Conservancy,  stated  that  the  London 
County  Council  had  no  grievance  against 
the  Conservancy,  and  that  he  could  not 
lay  a  finger  on  a  single  thing  in  which 
the  Conservancy  were  not  doing  their 
duty.  He  (Sir  F.  Dixon-Hartland) 
could  honestly  say  that  there  was  no 
body  of  men  who  had  better  done  their 
duty  under  difficult  ciroumstances  than  the 
Thames  Conservancy,  and  he  believed  that 
what  they  were  doing  was  very  much 
appreciated  by  all  classes  of  the  citizens. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said  there  were 
not  half-a-dozen  members  of  the  Board 
who  were  at  all  acquainted  with  shipping 
matters.  Had  the  Deputy-Master  of  the 
Trinity  House  no  knowledge  of  shipping 
matters ;  had  the  Admiralty,  who  had 
two  representatives  on  the  Board,  no 
such  knowledge ;  had  the  Board  of 
Trade,  who  had  two  representatives, 
none ;  had  the  shipowners,  the  owners 
of  steam*tugs,  the  dockowners,  and 
wharfingers  no  knowledge  of  shipping  ? 
As  to  the  remark  that  nine  representa- 
tives of  the  County  Councils  of  the 
upper  river  had  been  added,  it  was 
evident  that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
know  what  he  was  talking  about.  Those 
County  Councils  had  four  representatives 
before,  and  only  five  representatives  were 
added  so  as  to  keep  the  balance  between 
them  and  London.  He  should  like  to 
know  what  London  would  be  like  if 
there  were  no  upper  river  ?  It  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  the  upper  river 
should  be  properly  protected  in  the  in- 
terests of  thn  Port  of  London.  He  quite 
admitted  that  there  were  Harbour  Boards 
on  the  Mersey,  the  Clyde,  the  Tyne,  the 
Humber,  and  the  Ribble ;  and  if  these  cases 
were  looked  into,  it  would  be  found  that 
they  were  not  at  all  analogous  to  that  of 
London.  The  point  for  the  House  to 
consider  was  that  if  the  Bill  were  8ent 
back  again  to  the  Committee,  it  would 
be  killed  by  effluxion  of  time,  a8  it  would 
be  impossible  for  it  to  get  through  all  its 
stages  before  the  end  of  the  Session. 
The  Bill  contained  308  clauses,  and  he 
believed  that  a  very  large  number  of 
these  clauses  would  have  to  be  altere<l 
if  the  proposed  Instruction  were  agreed 
to.  The  Bill  would  go  through  if  this 
Instruction  were  refused,  and  it  would 
certainly  be  killed  if  the  Instruction 
were  agreed  to.  He  app3aled  to  the 
House  not  to  virtually  throw  out  on  its 
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Third  Reading  a  Bill  Tfhich  had  been 
brought  Id  by  order  of  the  House,  which 
had  been  most  carefully  threshed  out  by 
the  Committee,  and  which,  if  carried, 
would  go  a  long  way  towards  consoli- 
dating ail  the  questions  relating  to  the 
Thames.  If  the  iion.  Member  had  a 
question  to  raise  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  him  bringing  in  a  Bill  in  another 
Session  in  accordance  with  his  view; 
but  it  certainly  was  not  fair,  at  this 
stage  of  the  Bill,  to  attempt  to  override 
the  Standing  Orders. 

*Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  voting 
against  decisions  of  Committees  whenever 
lie  thought  Committees  had  arrived  at 
wrong  decisions.  He  was  not  in  any 
sense  awestruck  by  the  sacredness  of  the 
deciiiions  of  Committees ;  nor  did  he 
attach  any  great  weight  to  the  argument 
they  so  often  heard  that  the  Committee 
was  a  strong  Committee.  He  had 
noticed  that  whenever  any  question  about 
a  Committee  was  raised,  that  Committee 
was  always  a  strong  one.  He  did  not 
allow  the  imposing  spectacle  they  had  on 
a  previous  occasion  of  all  the  strong 
men  on  this  strong  Committee  rising  to 
impress  him  too  much.  It  had  been 
said  that  there  was  only  one  opinion  in 
the  Committee  with  regard  to  this  Bill. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  was  the  case,  and 
he  had  not  endeavoured  to  investigate 
whose  opinion  it  was.  He  had  looked 
at  the  Bill,  which  contained  a  very  large 
number  of  clauses,  and  had  satisfied  him- 
self that  if  the  proposed  Instruction  were 
carried,  the  proposed  Bill  would  be 
killed.  Under  these  circumstances,  if 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  of  any 
value  the  House  ought  not  to  pass  the 
Instruction.  The  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  the  Bill  added  to  the  Conservancy 
Board  a  certain  number  of  politicians  on 
one  side  or  the  other,  and  that  polidcians 
would  not  l>e  of  the  slightest  use  on  the 
Board.  Yot  tlie  hon.  Member  came  to  a 
House  composed  of  politicians,  and 
asked  them  to  override  the  decision  of 
tiio  Committee  which  had  heard  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  He  (Mr. 
Dodd)  had  no  prejudice  against  politicians, 
but  he  thought  that  those  who  had  heard 
the  evidence  and  considered  all  the  cir- 
cumstances were  more  likely  to  be  right 
than  were  the  general  body  of  Members. 
The  hon.  Member  proposed  to  instruct 
the  Committee  to  insert  provisions  in  the 
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Bill  for  establishing  distinct  statutorr 
committees  of  the  Conservancy  Board  to 
manage  the  npper  and  lower  river.  This 
might  be  right  or  wrong  ;  but  it  wonkl 
certainly  require  a  groat  deal  of 
consideration,  and  the  House  was 
not  DOW  in  a  position  to  gfve  it 
that  consideration.  The  decisloB  wldi 
reference  to  the  other  part^^tbe  financial 
part— of  the  Instmction  must  depend 
upon  a  mass  of  details  whieh  the  Home 
had  not  in  its  possession  and  which  the 
Committee  could  not  have  except  after 
a  considerable  lapse  of  time,  and  prac^ 
tically  long  after  the  present  SeMion 
had  been  concluded.  If  the  matter 
were  left  alone  the  Bill  would  go 
through,  and  something  would  be  done 
which  would  be  ol  use,  at  any  rate,  for 
some  period.  He  honestly  thought  that 
the  Committee  were  abeolntely  right  la 
their  decision,  and  he  hoped  the  Honse 
would  not  aecept  the  Instractton. 

•SiB  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
that  when  the  hon.  Member  (Sir  T. 
Sutherland)  brought  this  snbjeet  before 
the  House  recently  he  (Sir  A.  Rollii)  felt 
it  his  duty  to  vote  for  the  Instruction,  and 
he  very  much  regretted  that  he  was  nnable 
to  support  the  hon.  Member  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  He  certainly  did  not 
agree  with  the  statement  thmt  bad  been 
made  that  ike  hon.  Member  knew  nothing 
about  that  matter.  On  the  oontmry,  he 
did  not  think  there  was  in  the  Home  a 
man  more  capable  of  representing  the 
great  shipping  interests  of  the  country  and 
of  pointing  out  the  importance  of  making 
the  access  to  the  Port  of  London  aa  good 
as  possible.  When  he  heard  it  said  that 
there  was  no  analogy  between  London 
and  other  ports- 


Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND 
What  I  said  was  that  there  was  no 
analogy  between  Uie  Acts  which  governed 
those  ports  and  that  which  govorued  the 
Port  of  Loudon. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said  that  the 
difference  between  London  and  otlMr 
ports  was  that,  whilst  in  other 
ports,  both  in  this  country  and  abroad, 
the  authorities  were  doing  their  best 
to  improve  the  nieans  of  access,  in 
London  the  port  was  being  neglected* 
Such  obstacles  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  referred  to  were  ntlerly  at 
variance  with  the  interests  of  the  nation* 
He  quite  sympathised  with  what  the 
hon.     Member     for      Greenock      had 
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said  about  having  so  many  repre- 
sentatives of  tlie  Upper  Thames  on  the 
Board.  If  the  Conservancy  Board  of  the 
Hamber  had  amongst  them  the  representa- 
tives of  the  small  tributaries  of  the  Ouse 
and  the  Trent,  he  could  quite  conceive 
that  it  would  not  be  advantageous  to  the 
shipping  interests  of  the  Humber.  The 
House,  however,  bad  to  bear  in  mind  that 
it  had  ordered  this  Bill  to  be  brought  in, 
and  that  if  it  were  not  passed  the  settle- 
ment  of  the  question  would  go  into  other 
hands.  Though  he  quite  accepted  what 
the  hen.  Member  had  said,  to  the  effect 
that  his  object  was  not  to  vrreck  the 
Bill,  he  was  very  much  afraid  that  the 
carrying  of  his  Instruction  would  have 
that  effect.  The  Bill  would  accomplish 
a  great  deal,  although  it  did  not  give 
adequate  representation  to  the  shipping 
interest.  The  £79,000  which  it  was  said 
had  been  spent  for  a  series  of  years  over 
the  improvement  of  the  lower  river  was 
utterly  incomparable  with  ^hat  was 
being  done  in  one  year  or  half  a  year  in 
the  Mersey  and  other  estuaries  and 
rivers  for  the  purpose  6f  removing 
obstacles  to  the  navigation.  Anyone  who 
knew  how  Hamburg  and  Antwerp  had 
diverted  traffic  that  used  to  come  to 
English  ports  might  also  know  how  much 
was  being  done  to  give  better  access  to 
those  important  ports,  as  in  straightening 
the  Kiver  Schelde  by  cutting  off  arms  of 
the  river  and  the  like.  He  believed  that 
at  a  very  early  period  the  Gro  vemment  must 
appoint  a  Commission  or  a  Committee  to 
take  this  matter  in  baud,  and  see  that  the 
interests  of  the  great  Port  of  London 
were  properly  safeguarded.  Much  bad 
been  said  about  the  Committee,  and  he 
thought  the  House  ought  as  a  general 
rale  to  respect  the  decisions  of  Com- 
mittees. He  would  point  out,  however, 
in  reference  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Committee  on  this  Bill  that 
all  its  Members  were  more  or  less 
representatives  of  inlaod  interests. 
That  they  gave  the  greatest  attention  to 
the  subject,  and  brought  great  ability  to 
bear  on  it  was  unquestionable,  but  he  did 
not  see  on  the  Committee  the  name  of  a 
representative  of  any  great  port  or  of 
anyone  having  special  knowledge  of 
conservancy  matters.  In  part  the 
Committee  carried  out  the  wishes  of 
the  bon.  Member  by  increasing  the 
ftcea  of  the  duties  of  the  Conservancy. 
Though  they   bad   not  s^n  |:heir    way 


to  fulfil  all  reasonable  requirements* 
yet  to  destroy  the  Bill  would  be  unjust 
to  the  Conservancy,  and  would  not  ulti- 
mately, perhaps,  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
object  the  hon.  Member  bad  in  view. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  bring 
this  matter  before  the  House  until  the 
just  interests  of  London,  from  a  com- 
mercial and  shipping  point  of  view,  were 
attended  to,  and  in  that  effort — ^though 
not  on  this  occasion  and  at  the  late  stage 
of  this  Bill— he  (Sir  A.  RoUit)  would  be 
able  to  support  him. 

Mb.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  As  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  I  desire  to 
say  a  few  words  on  this  Motion.  I 
confess  I  am  a  little  surprised  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  have  selected  this 
opportunity  for  bringing  forward  such 
a  Motion.  I  can  only  suppose  that  it  is 
entirely  an  after  -  thought,  because  I 
noticed  in  his  speech  when  he  moved  the 
Instruction  to  the  Committee,  which 
was  intended  to  confer  on  the  Con- 
servancy Board  enormously  larger 
powers  than  any  they  have  hitherto 
had,  there  never  was  a  single  word 
in  his  speech  or  even  a  suggestion 
that  there  should  be  statutory  commit- 
tees at  all.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Argyllshire,  who  seconded 
the  Motion,  occupies  quite  a  unique  posi- 
tion, because,  although  I  cannot  say  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  I  cannot 
say  that  he  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
Committee.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  was 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  for  one  por- 
tion of  the  Bill,  though  he  was  not  a 
Member  when  this  portion  of  the  Bill 
was  dealt  with.  We  all^  I  am  sure, 
regret  the  loss  of  his  services,  and  par- 
ticularly the  cause  which  kept  him  away. 
But  I  am  a  little  surprised,  under  these 
conditions  and  in  his* position,  that  he 
should  have  found  fault  with  the  Com- 
mittee for  not  having  adoptetl  statutory 
committees,  because  the  question  was 
before  the  Committee  and  was  discussed 
at  great  length ;  therefore,  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber who  is  supporting  the  Motion,  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  saying,  is  con- 
demning the  Committee 

SirD.  MACFARLANE  :  I  was  not 
aware  that  this  question  had  arisen  before 
the  Committee,  or  that  evidence  was 
taken  on  it. 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  The  House  must 
forgive  the  hon.  Member  for  having 
seconded  the  Motion  under  such  condi- 
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tions.  It  will,  no  doubt,  attach  the 
weight  that  ought  to  be  attached  to  his 
objection.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the 
question  on  its  merits.  All  I  would  saj 
is  that  the  question  was  brought  before 
the  Committee,  evidence  was  given,  and 
after  most  careful  attention  to  that  evi- 
dence the  Committee  were  unanimously 
of  opinion  that  it  was  not  necessary 
or  desirable  to  appoint  these  statutory 
committees.  I  hope  the  House  will 
support  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 
But  I  should  like  to  point  out  this  fact : 
The  hon.  Baronet,  I  should  have  thought, 
had  not  read  the  Bill,  and  certainly  not 
the  evidence,  because  I  should  contend 
that  the  particular  objects  he  desjres  to 
attain  can  be  obtained  and  are  obtained 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  never  said  one  single  word  to 
show  us  what  is  the  particular  virtue  of 
a  statutory  committee.  What  is  the 
position  with  regard  to  the  Board  ?  The 
Board  not  only  has  the  power,  but  by  its 
practice  hitherto  htis  managed  the  lower 
navigation  by  a  separate  committee  and 
has  managed  the  upper  navigation  by  a 
separate  committee. 

8iE  T.  SUTHERLAND:  Very 
badly. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  That  may  be  the 
hon.  Momber^s  opinion,  Uit  there  was  not 
a  witness  who  came  forward  who  charged 
the  Conservancy  with  neglect  of  its 
duty.  And  I  would  point  out  that  there 
were  two  Members  representing  directly 
the  shipowners  on  the  Conservancy 
Board,  yet  not  a  word  of  evidence  was 
given  before  the  Committee  to  show  that 
these  Members  had  any  complaint  to 
make  of  their  colleagues  neglecting  their 
duty.  Therefore  the  Board,  as  con- 
stituted under  the  Bill,  may,  if  it  so 
determines,  at  the  first  meeting  appoint 
a  separate  committee  for  the  lower  naviga- 
tion and  a  separate  committee  for  the 
npper  navigation  ;  and  I  would  point  out 
that  tliere  is  an  absolute  majority 
on  the  Board  representing  the  interests 
of  what  my  hon.  Friend  would 
call  the  lower  navigation.  Therefore, 
under  no  circumstances,  unless  by  their 
express  wish  and  determination,  can  there 
be  any  other  management  of  the  river 
than  by  separate  committees.  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  will  see  that  his  object 
can  be  obtained  by  the  Bill  if  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  so  determine. 

Mr,  Jackson 


Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  :  Money 
derived  from  the  lower  navigation  will  be 
spent  on  the  upper  navigation. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  There  again  the 
hon.  Member  is  in  error.  What  he  says 
shows — as  I  suspected — that  he  baa 
never  read  the  evidence.  Not  only  has 
the  Board  power  to  appoint  MpaniAe 
committers,  bat  the  Bill  as  it  came  to 
the  Committee  proposed  the  amalgams* 
tiou  of  the  funds  of  the  upper  and  lower 
navigation.  The  Committee  rejected 
that,  and  have  separated  io  the  Bill  the 
funds  of  the  lower  and  upper  navigation. 
Therefore,  under  the  Bill  nothing  caa  be 
spent  on  the  upper  navigation  whi<^  b 
drawn  from  the  lower  navigation.  The 
things  are  to  be  kept  distinct. 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  :  What 
about  administration  expenses  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  The  proportioM 
are  defined  by  the  Bill.  The  hpo. 
Member  may  take  it  from  me  that  in 
future  the  funds  derived  from  the  lower 
navigation  wilt  be  expended  on  the  lower 
navigation. 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  :  WiU  not 
the  lower  navigation  be  laid  nnder  coDtri- 
bntion  for  the  expenses  of  the  npper 
river  ? 

Mr. JACKSON:  Whatever expeneea 
are  required  for  the  upper  river  will  be 
found  by  the  revenue  of  the  npper  river. 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND:  la  that 
provided  in  the  Bill  P 

Mr.  JACKSON :  The  hoo.  Member 
will  find  it  is  dearly  defined  by  the  Bill 
how  the  funds,  both  from  the  apper  river 
and  the  lower  river,  are  to  be  expended* 
In  the  past  there  have  been  a  oertatn 
portion  of  the  central  administrative  ex- 
penses which  have  been  more  largely 
drawn  from  the  lower  navigation  than 
from  the  upper.  We  have  given  to  the 
Conservancy  Board  under  this  Bill  an 
additional  income,  which  is  allocated  to 
the  upper  portion  of  the  river   ■ 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND:  Do  I 
understand  that  the  Bill  kys  down  thai 
the  revenue  of  the  npper  river  is  to  be 
expended  on  the  upper  river,  and  the 
revenue  of  the  lower  river  expended  on 
the  lower  river,  and  the  expenaee  of  ad* 
ministration  shared  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  find  that  everything  he  states  is 
carried  out  by  the  Bill.  It  has  been 
said  that  the  limit  witbhi  which  the 
jurisdiction    shotild    ex^d    should    be 
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defiiied.      Well,    we    Lave    defined    it. 
The    accoiuitH    have    beeu  so    kept   iu 
the  past  that  practically    uo    finaucial 
question  arises,  and  I  cannot  bat  think 
that  everything  my  hon.  Friend  desires 
by  his  Resolation  can  be  accomplished  by 
the  Bill;  as    it   stands,    and    that    the 
Resolation  is  absohitely  unnecessary.     I 
hope  my  hon.    Friend  will   withdraw  it 
and  allow  tlie  Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
Th£  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Brycb,  Aberdeen,  8.) 
said,  no  one  would  dispute  the  authority 
of  his   hon.    Friend    the    Member    for 
Greenock   in  matters  relating  to  naviga- 
tion, and  if  Members  were  now  sitting  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  or  upon 
an  inquiry  into  the  question  of  the  best 
administration  of  the  whole  of  the  River 
Thames,  including  the  Port  of  London, 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
the  Resolution.     He  did  not  now  enter 
into  the  merits,  because  it  appeared  to 
him  this  is  not  the  moment  for  doing  so  ; 
but  he  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  wbe* 
ther  it  was  possible  for  him  at  this  stage 
to  convince  the  House  that  there  was  so 
much  validity  in  his  case  as  to  render  it 
desirable  to  loses  the  Bill:?  That  was  what 
it  practically  came  to.      His  hon.  Friend 
asked  the  House  to  pass  judgment  upon 
a  most   difficult  proposal,  which  would 
require  elaborate  inquiry.  It  had  already 
been  inquired  into  and  reported  against 
by  a  Select  Committee,  who  had  very 
carefully   investigated   the   whole  ques- 
tion     during      the      28      days      they 
had    devoted     to    the     subject.       The 
Bill,    everyone  admitted,    was    a  most 
valoable    one.       The    differences    were 
settled  on  Tuesday  last,  and  the  settle- 
ment received  the  sanction  of  the  House. 
The  Bill  would  be  wrecked  by  the  carry- 
ing of  the  Resolution,  for  there  wonld  be 
much  time  required  by  the  consideration 
of  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
the  measure   would   go  so   late  to   the 
House   of   Lords    and   would    prol)ably 
meet  with  such,  opposition  that  it  would 
probably  not  pass  this  Session,  and  all 
the  time  and  money  that  had  been  ex- 
pended upon  it  would  be  lost.      He  put 
it  to  his  hon.  Friend  whether  he  would 
not  be  satisfied  with  the  progress  he  had 
made.     He  would  remind  him  that  out 
of  37  members  24  would  directly  or  in- 
directly represent  the  interests  of  Lon- 
don.    That  was  a  very  substantial  repre- 
sentation  for  London.      He   hoped   the 


•settlement  which  had  been  arrived  at 
would  not  be  disturbed,  and  that  IiIh  hou. 
Friend  would  be  satisfied  and  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  supported  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenock,  and 
though  he  was  loth  to  take  up  the  time 
of  the  House,  yet  he  thought  hou.  Mem- 
bers would  admit  that  the  County  of 
Essex,  which  had  a  river  border  of  some 
60  miles,  from  the  Lea  marshes  to  Shoe- 
buryness,  had  a  right  to  be  heard  on  this 
subject.  His  constituents  had  suffered 
a  good  deal  through  the  want  of  proper 
care  of  the  river  by  the  Conservancy. 
The  Member  for  Uxbridge  had  said 
that  £79,000  had  been  spent  on  the 
river  ;  all  he  could  say  was,  speakiug 
from  his  own  personal  experience, 
that  they  had  got  very  little  change  for 
their  money.  In  the  lower  reaches  of 
the  Thames  the  river  was  silting  up, 
and  their  fishing  grounds  were  being 
destroyed.  What  the  County  of  Essex 
asked  was  to  be  let  alone,  and  that  they 
should  have  a  free  hand  to  manage  their 
own  affairs.  The  Essex  County  Council 
was  unanimously  in  favour  of  the  policy 
indicated  by  the  Member  for  Greenock. 
He  did  not  know  what  line  the  London 
County  Council  were  going  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  maiwgement  of  the  Iowot 
reaches  of  the  Thames  ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  though  he  did  not  as  a 
rule  support  the  Loudon  County  Council, 
they  had  done  more  than  any  other  body 
to  improve  the  condition  of  those  parts 
of  the  river  under  their  control.  He 
could  not  understood  why  his  consti- 
tuents should  not  be  allowed  to  manage 
their  own  part  of  the  river,  and  he  should 
therefore  support  the  Motion,  which  he 
considered  would  be  in  the  interests  of 
the  fishing  community  and  the  Port  of 
London. 

Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  said,  that 
after  the  views  expressed  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  especially  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  he  thought  ho  would 
best  consult  the  wishes  of  the  House  by 
asking  leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(Queen's  Consent,  and  Prince  of  Wales' 
Consent,  given.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  passed. 


1463  Volunteer  Lang 


Q  UE  S  T IONS. 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Medal, 


l4Ai 


WELSH  BURIAL  GROUNDS. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  is  the  number  of  the  non- 
]iarochial  burial  grounds  in  Wales  at- 
tached to  chapels  or  belonging  to  the 
various  religious  denominations ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  will  cause  a  Return  to 
be  made  of  them  ;  and  whether  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  before  the  House  for 
vesting  in  the  Local  Authorities  the 
burial  grounds  attached  to  churches  will 
apply  equally  to  burial  grounds  attached 
to  Dissenting  chapels  ? 

TiiK  SECRETARY  or  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  In  reply  to  the 
Hrrtt  paragraph,  the  only  authoritative 
information  on  the  subject  is  eontaioed 
in  the  Return  entitled  ^  Population  and 
Burial  Places,  England  and  Wales,"  pre- 
sented on  June  12th,  1877,  and  I  must 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  figur^ 
given  in  the  summary  on  page  467« 
which  could  not  be  comprised  within  the 
reasonable  limits  of  an  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion. 1(  the  second  paragraph  relates  to 
Clause  6  of  the  Established  Church 
(Wales)  Bill,  my  answer  must  be  in  the 
negative. 

SMALL  HOLDINGS  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mh.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  (Elgin  and 
Nairn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  in  the  case  of  the  ten  County 
Councils  who  received  applications  for 
land  under  Section  6  of  the  Small  Hold- 
ings Act,  but  who  declined  to  put  the 
Act  into  operation,  whether  he  will  state 
the  number  of  applications  thus  received, 
and  the  amount  of  land  applied  for ; 
whether  the  inquiries  prescribed  by  the 
same  section  of  the  Act  were  publicly 
held  ;  whether  evidence  was  taken  and 
record  kept  of  the  proceedings  ;  and 
from  whom  were  the  86  acres  purchased 
which  have  been  acquired  by  the  County 
Council  of  Ross  and  Cromarty ;  where 
are  they  situated  ;  and  what  price  was 
paid  for  them  ? 


The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tkstbltah,  Gksgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  In  Stirling  aiid  Renfrew 
there  were  a  few  applicaiioiu,  not  under 
Section  5,  which  were  fully  ioqaired 
into.  In  Orkney  there  was  only  one 
application  in  respect  ai  which  no  inqnirj 
was  held,  in  view  of  the  general  reooon- 
mendation  of  the  Small  Hoktinga  Com- 
mittee that  the  demand  for  holdings  did 
net  justify  the  Council  in  patting  the 
Act  into  operation.  In  Kirkcndbrigfat  one 
applictttion  was  received  for  foor  acres  of 
land ;  in  Roxborgh  four  applications, 
about  138  acres  b«ing  wanted  on  lease, 
and  about  80  acres  to  purchase ;  in  Fife 
four  applications^  in  three  of  which  two 
to  three  acres,  and  in  one  30  acres  were 
applied  for  ;  in  Bute  ten  applieatioos,  in 
respect  of  a  total  of  aboat  48  acres  ;  is 
Sutherland  46  applications,  but  the 
quantity  of  land  was  not  always  specified ; 
in  Elgin  two  applications,  in  respect  of 
about  26  acres;  and  in  Argyll,  349 
applications  in  respect  of  pieces  of  land 
varying  from  two  to  60  acres.  In  the 
counties  of  Kirkcudbright,  Roxburgh, 
Elgin,  and  Argyll,  the  inquiries  pre- 
scribed by  the  Act  were  pnbHdy  held, 
evidence  was  taken,  and  a  record  kept  of 
the  proceedings.  In  Fife,  Bute,  and 
Sutherland,  inquiries  were  duly  adver- 
tised, applications  reported  upon  by  their 
respective  Small  Holdings  Committoes, 
and  Minutes  kept  of  the  proceedings ; 
but  in  Fife  no  evidence  was  taken  in 
consequence  of  the  small  demand  for 
land;  in  Bute  no  public  inquiry  was 
held,  as  the  circumstances  of  the 
applicants  were  well  known  ;  and  in 
Sutherland,  where  there  was  a  public 
inquiry,  the  petitions  were  remitted  to 
the  proprietors,  who  replied  that  there 
was  no  land  available  for  hreaking  up 
into  small  holdings.  The  86  acres 
acquired  by  the  County  Council  of  Ross 
and  Cromarty  are  situated  at  Knookrast, 
in  the  parish  of  Kilteam,  and  were 
bought  at  auction  for  £1,175. 

VOLUNTEER  LONG  SERVICE  MfiDAI^ 

Colonel  HOWARD  VI^XKNT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if,  having 
regard  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  the  personal  production  of  a  verified 
certificate  of  discharge,  after  20  yean* 
efficient  service  in  the  Volunteer  Force, 
I  and  proof  of  identity,  may  be  held  to  be 
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sufficient  qualification,  other  things  being 
suitable,  to  justif  j  the  actual  Command- 
ing Ofiioer  of  ^e  raiment  in  which  the 
applicant  formerly  served  to  recommend 
him,  although  not  on  the  rolls  for  Ist 
January  1893,  for  the  long  service 
medal  ? 

•Sib  F.  DJXON-HAfiTLAND :  At 
the  same  time,  may  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  a  War  Office  certificate  of 
21  years'  efficient  service,  without  inter- 
mission, will  be  deemed  a  satisfactory 
proof  of  service  for  Volunteers'  long  ser- 
vice medals  to  be  distributed  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  CampbblL'B ANKKRHAN,  Stir- 
ling, &c.)  :  As  I  stated  in  the  Debate  on 
Army  Sktimates,  I  have  this  subject 
under  consideration,  and  due  weight  shall 
be  given  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield.  This  answer  will 
also  apply  to  the  question  which  stands 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Uxbridge. 

THE  COLONIES  AND  IMPERIAL 
DEFENCE. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
b^  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if  he  is  now  able  to  fulfil 
his  promise  and  inform  the  House  what 
has  been  the  capital  expei^diture  incurred 
by  Canada,  Australasia,  New  Zealand, 
Cape  Colony,  and  N^tal  during  the  past 
20  years  in  the  erection  and  armament  of 
fortifications,  ships  of  war,  and  other  land 
and  sea  defences  ;  and  what,  is  the 
annual  expenditure  to  which  they  subject 
themselves  in  and  about  the  nutiutenance 
of  such  defences,  and  the  pay,  equip- 
ment, and  traiuing  of  regular  and 
auxiliary  soldiers  and  sailors  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  yo^t  the  COLONIES  (Mr. 
8.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
I  have  endeavoured  to  obtain  the  infor- 
mation desired  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member^  but  I  must  warn  him  that  I 
cannot  give  an  exact  and  categorical 
answer  to  his  question,  for  the  informa- 
tion at  our  disposal  bearing  on  the  ques- 
tion varies  considerably  from  colony  to 
colony,  and  does  not  for  the  most  part  go 
back  as  far  as  20  years.  But  I  may 
state  in  round  figures  that  within  the 
last  20  years  the  Anstralasian  Colonies, 
including  New  Zealand,  alone  have  spent 
at  least  £8,000,000  in  the  erection  atid 
armament  of  fortifications,  aud  the  Cape 


Colony  £47,000  ;  the  total  expenditure  of 
Canada,  the  Australasian  Colonies,  Cape 
Colony,  and  Natal  on  defence  and  defeuce 
forces  for  the  10  years  ending  1892  was 
not  less  than  £11,700,000,  and  their  total 
annual  ordinary  expenditure  at  the  present 
time  is  about  £1,200,000. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  grants  a 
Return  will  he  add  to  it  the  amount  spent 
on  corresponding  services  by  the  United 
Kingdom  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  do  not  propose 
to  give  a  Return. 

RAILWAY  PASSES  FOR  MILITIAMEN. 
Mr.  DIXON  (Birmingliam,  Edgbas- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  George  Heury 
Harvey,  a  Militiaman  who  was  recently 
arrested  at  Droitwich,  and  imprisoned, 
for  travelling  without  a  ticket ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Harvey  was  on  his  way 
to  join  his  regiment  at  Worcester  ;  that 
he  had  lost  his  military  warrant ;  and 
that  he  was  not  allowed  to  go  on  to 
Worcester,  where  he  could  have  been 
identified ;  and  whether  the  War  Office 
will  take  steps  to  prevent  similar  inci- 
dents in  future  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  rule  is  that  a  Militiaman  is  served 
with  a  notice  paper  requiring  him  to 
attend  the  training  of  his  regiriient,  but 
a  traveling  warrant  is  not  issued  with 
the  notice,  as  the  men  are  only  entitled 
to  travelling  expenses  within  the  limits 
of  the  county.  On  the  notice,  however, 
is  a  printed  instruction  showing  how  the 
man  is  to  obtain  a  pass  if  he  has  no 
funds  from  which  to  pay  for  bis  journey. 
Harvey  did  not  act  upon  this  instruction, 
but  travelled  by  railway  without  a  ticket, 
and  on  the  journey  lost  the  training 
notice,  which  would  have  established  his 
identity.  The  railway  authorities  then 
gave  him  into  custody.  On  the  whole, 
the  present  system  has  worked  satis- 
factorily, and  as  the  troubles  of  the  man 
referred  to  arose  from  his  own  neglect, 
no  sufficient  cause  is  seen  for  making  an 
alteration. 

ARMY    BOOTS. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Office  whether  the  boots  now 
supplied  to  the  Army  by   means   of  a 
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yearly  contract  give  general  satiflfaction ; 
and  who  is  responsible  for  the  proper 
carrying  out  of  the  contract  for  Army 
boots,  and  how  are  they  passed  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Han  ley)  :  The  boots  that  are  passed  for 
the  Army  under  the  present  contracts  do 
give  satisfaction.  The  Director  of  Cloth- 
ing is  the  officer  responsible  that  the 
conditions  of  the  contract  are  duly 
carried  out ;  and  the  boots  are  only 
passed  after  being  '*  severely  "  examined 
by  experts  under  the  Inspector  of  Boots. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  BOOTS. 

Captain  NORTON:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  will  have  a  copy 
of  the  conditions  of  the  contract  for  the 
supply  of  boots  for  the  Metropolitan 
Police  furnished  to  him  ;  who  is  the 
Receiver  of  Metropolitan  Police,  what  is 
the  amount  of  his  salary,  and  by  whom 
was  he  appointed  ;  who  is  the  Examiner, 
what  is  the  amount  of  his  salary,  and  by 
whom  was  he  appointed  ;  upon  what 
grounds  he  bases  his  non-admission  of 
the  statement  that  there  has  been  marked 
dissatisfaction  throughout  the  force  for 
many  years  with  respect  to  the  boots 
supplied;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  hasten  the  inquiry  now  said  to 
be  taking  place  in  connection  with  the 
dissatisfaction  as  regards  these  boots,  and 
give  immediate  publicity  to  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  already  in- 
formed my  hon.  Friend  that  he  can  see  a 
copy  of  the  contract  for  the  supply  of 
boots  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  any  day 
that  it  is  convenient  for  him  to  call  at  the 
Home  Office.  The  Receiver  of  Police  is 
under  Section  X.  of  the  Act  10  Geo.  IV., 
cap.  44,  appointed  by  Her  Majesty. 
The  present  holder  of  the  office  is  Mr. 
Peunefatlier.  The  salary  attached  to  the 
office  is  £1,200  a  year.  The  present 
Examiner,  Mr.  Powell,  was  appointed  by 
the  late  Home  Secretary  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Receiver  of  Police.  The 
remuneration  is,  I  am  informed,  a  penny 
per  pair  of  boots  examined,  which 
includes  all  travelling  and  other 
expenses.  The  assurances  which  I 
have  received  from  the  Commis- 
sioner and  Receiver  of  Police  give  me 
very  good  ground  for  believing  that  the 
men  are  not  dissatisfied  with  the  present 
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ooQtraot.  The  question  of  the  boot  sup- 
ply is  before  the  CommiaiioDer,  who 
thoroughly  appreciates  its  importance ; 
but,  as  I  have  already  stated,  the  ooDtrmec 
has  three  years  to  run,  and  caaool  be  pat 
an  end  to,  even  if  it  were  thought  to  be 
desirable  ;  but  I  am  not  to  be  understood 
as  admitting  that  these  complaints  are 
well  founded. 

Captain  NORTON :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  supply  me  with  a  copy 
of  the  contract  ?  I  have  no  desire  merely 
to  see  it.  I  want  to  take  possession 
of  it. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No.    But  the  hon. 

Member  can  see  it. 

Captain  NORTON :  Shall  I  be  per* 
mitted  to  make  a  copy  of  it  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  will  consider 
that. 

ARTILLERY  PRACTICE   ON  THE  FIRTH 

OF  CLYDE. 

Sir  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoU 
lege)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  has  yet  re- 
ceived the  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Officers  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  imder  which  a  steamer 
was  struck  and  seriously  injured  by  a 
64-pound  shell,  fired  by  a  company  of 
the  Argyll  and  Bute  Volunteer  Artillery 
during  practice  on  the  18th  of  May  last; 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  compensate  the 
owners  of  the  steamer  for  the  damage 
sustained ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
danger  arising  from  the  deflection  of 
elongated  projectiles  by  contact  with 
waves,  and  consequent  danger  to  ship* 
ping  in  crowded  waters  like  the  Firth  of 
Clyde,  he  proposes  to  is^ne  any  new 
rules  for  the  regulation  of  Artillery  prac- 
tice over  such  waters  ? 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  : 
I  have  received  the  Report  oo  this  aeoi- 
dent,  which  appears  to  have  been  of  a 
most  unlooked-for  character,  but  which, 
fortunately,  had  very  trifling  reiuilts — a 
cracked  plate  in  the  steamer^s  side  and  a 
small  hole,  which  was  stopped  with  a 
carrot.  The  War  Office  will  consider 
any  claim  made  for  oost  of  repairs.  The 
question  of  how  far  the  angle  of  reputed 
safety  should  be  enlarged,  in  view  of 
this  curious  case  of  riooobet,  is  under  oqd« 
sideraiion. 
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FROZEN  MEAT  sriTLlES  AT 
GIBRALTAK. 

Mr.  COLSTON  (Gloucester,  Thorn- 
barj) ;  I  l»eg  to  sak  the  Secretarj  of 
St«t«  for  War  whelher  "Mr.  Ciibj  tiuder* 
took  Xo  erect  freesing'  chaiiiberi<  at  Gib- 
raltar, from  plans  approved  by  tlie  In- 
spector General  of  Fortifications,  for  the 
purpose  of  snppljinf^  the  garrison  and 
pnblie  with  frozen  meat ;  wfaether  an 
ai^reement  \ras  drawn  np  by  the  Governor 
of  Gibraltar,  under  instructions  from  the 
War  Oflire,  on  the  faith  of  which  Mr. 
Cuby  made  all  arrangements,  at  consider* 
able  expense,  for  the  erection  of  the 
neoessary  building?*  ;  whether  the  War 
Office  subeequently  inserteil  a  clause  in 
the  agreement  reserving  to  ihemselres 
the  right  to  supply  the  public  out  of 
stores  of  their  own  ;  and  whether  it  is 
in  accordance  with  Military  Regnlatione 
for  the  public  to  be  snpplio<l  directly  or 
mdireetlr  from  (-rovemment  stores  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Mr.  Cuby  is  a  private  individnal  who  Is 
desbous  of  ere<rtiug  a  freezing  charolier 
at  Gibraltar  from  which  frozen  meat 
might  be  snpplieil  to  the  civil  population 
and  possibly  to  the  garrison  of  Gibraltar. 
His  plam  were  approved  by  the  War 
OiBce,  bat  the  approval  was  subject  to 
the  completiou  of  an  agreement,  and  Mr. 
Caby  objects  to  a  clause  in  it  which 
enacts  that  the  contractor  to  the  garrison, 
who  has  the  use  of  the  (Toveroment 
freesing  chamber,  may  store  meat  in  that 
chamber,  over  and  above  the  garrison 
sti|iply,  for  sale  to  the  civil  populatioti. 
It  is  considered  that  this  is  an  essential 
condition  as  tending  to  cheapen  the  G<k 
vernroeot  supply,  and  to  encourage  the 
introduction  of  the  new  supply  of  frosen 
meat  at  (ribraltar. 

BKHAR  CADAJn'RAL  SrRVET. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-IIUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversbam):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
Lord  Elgin  and  the  Government  of 
lodiay  io  their  review  of  the  last  Annual 
Report  of  the  Survey  Department,  cen- 
saras  Sir  Charles  Elliott  and  the  Qa- 
vommeoi  of  Bengal  for  the  excessive 
cost  of  the  initial  oponUions  of  the  Behar 
CMaatcal  Survey ;  what  ia  the  actual 
ooat,  ao  br»  of  tboae  operations  ;  bow  far 
b  this  va  excess  of  tue  estimated  cost, 
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and  what  proportion  docs  it  bear  to 
the  probable  total  cost  ;  whether  the 
Government  of  Bengal  will  l>ear  the 
burden  of  any  costs  incurred  by  them  in 
excess  of  their  estimate ;  and  what  deci- 
sion has  been  arrived  at  aa  to  the  inci- 
dence of  the  costs  generally  ? 

Thk  secretary  ok  state  kok 
INDIA  (Mr.  If.  11.  FoWLEn,  Wolvcr- 
hampton,  E.):  In  reply  to  the  first  question, 
the  Government  of  India,  in  their  review, 
say — 

**  The  coHt  rate  (of  the  survey)  in  Behar  is 
•till  above  the  levd  which  it  is  hnf^t  will  be 
reached  when  the  lUibonJi nates  have  iiail  further 
practice  aud  cxperieri(!c'* 

I  do  not  regard  this  statement  as 
a  censure  on  Sir  C.  Elliott  and  the 
Government  of  Bengal.  According 
to  the  Bengal  Director's  Report,  of 
which  a  Government  review  was  pub- 
lished in  The  Calcutta  Gazttte  of  the 
6th  June,  1894,  the  ex|x;nditure  on  the 
Behar  Cadastfal  Siu'vey  ami  Record  of 
Rights  has  l»eeu — from  tlic  In'^inning 
till  30th  September,  1893  —  District 
Mozufierpore,  Rx.  19,252 ;  Districts 
Sarun  aud  Chumparuu,  Rx. 14,306; 
total,  Rx.33,.5o8.  I  cannot  elate  pre* 
cisely  what  proportion  this  amount  may 
bear  to  the  total  cost  tbat  will  be  in- 
curred. It  is  expected  that  tli(>  total 
cost  of  the  operations  in  North  Behar 
will  not,  in  the  end,  exceed  the  oHtimate 
of  eight  annas  per  acre,  given  at  page 
151  of  the  Parliamentary  Paper  No. 
188,  of  1892.  I  am  still  in  correspon- 
dcnco  with  the  Government  of  India  re- 
garding the  shares  in  the  cont  to  be 
l>orne  by  the  (lovernment  Treasury,  the 
zemindars,  aud  the  ryots  respect ivcly. 

NAVAL  CONSTRrcrrON. 
Mk.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  I  l>eg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
when  it  is  anticipat<*<I  that  the  construc- 
tion of  battleship  No.  4  will  be  com- 
menced ;  aud  if  he  can  state  in  what  yard 
it  is  proposed  to  carry  out  the  work  ? 

Tub  SECRETARY  to  tub  AD- 
MIEALTY  (Sir  U.  Kai -Siii  ttle- 
woRTil,  Lancashire,  Clitliorocj  :  This 
battlesbip  is  the  last  of  seven  included  in 
the  {Estimates  for  commencement  during 
the  present  fiimncial  year.  At  page  206 
of  those  Estimates  it  is  statcMl  that  the 
is  to  be  laid  down  at  Chatham.  The 
time  will  be  early  in  1895. 

3  T 
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INSANITATION  IN  THE  FIXCHLBY 

fiOAD. 

Mr.  weir  (Ro68  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Prestdeot  of  the  Local 
Grovernmeat  Board  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  require  the  newly-buih  shops 
aod  premises  od  the  Grand  Parade, 
Finchlej  Road,  N.W.,  to  be  put  io  a 
sanitary  condition  ? 

The  president  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr,  Shaw- 
Lbfevrb,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  no  jurisdiction 
in  the  matter  referred  to.  If  the  pre- 
mises are  in  such  a  state  as  to  be  a  nui- 
sance or  injurious  or  dangerous  to  health, 
the  Sanitary  Authority,  or  on  their  de- 
fault the  London  C/Ounty  Council,  can 
take  proceedings  to  secure  the  abatement 
of  the  nuisance. 

ARDCHATTAN  EPISCOPAL  8CH00L. 

«IR  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
if  an  Inspector  recently  visited  the  Ard- 
chatlan  Episcopal  School ;  and  if  he  can 
state  the  substance  of  the  Inspector's 
Report  upon  the  same  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  is  the  case 
that  the  Inspector  has  recently  visited 
Ardcbattan  Episcopal  School,  with  a  view 
to  inquire  as  to  the  attendance.  He  re- 
ports that  the  attendance  has  considerably 
increased ;  but  he  has  not  yet  made  his 
Annual  Report  on  the  general  work  of  the 
school,  and  it  may  be  well  to  postpone 
further  consideration  of  the  case  until 
thi^t  is  received. 

-OOVERNMENT  ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  by 
whom  the  advertisements  on  behalf  of 
the  various  Departments  are  distributed 
among  the  newspapers ;  and  on  what 
principle  they  are  so  distributed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
In  pursuance  of  a  decision  of  the  late 
Government  in  1888,  advertisements  on 
behalf  of  the  various  Government  De- 
partments are  distributed  among  the 
newspapers  in  accordance  with  instruc- 
tions given  by  the  Parliamentary  heads 
of  those  Departments,  each  of  whom  is 
responsible  for  the  choice  of  newspapers 
lor  the  purpose,  and  for  the  principle  on 
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which  they  are  chosen,  due  regard  being 
had  to  economy  and  publicity. 

CUMBERLAND  ASSIZES  AND  SESSIONS. 
Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumber- 
land,  Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  DepartmeDt 
whether  he  is  aware  that  at  the  last 
Midsummer  Quarter  Sessions  of  the 
Peace  for  the  County  of  Cumberland, 
both  the  Grand  Jury  and  the  whole  of 
the  Common  Jury  Panel  were  suroaioDed 
to  attend  at  Carlisle,  although  there  were 
no  prisoners  for  trial  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  the  Assises  preceded  tJio 
Quarter  Sessions  by  a  day,  and  that  Her 
Majesty  ^8  Judg^  of  Assise  had  cleared 
the  gaol ;  whether  the  dates  for  the 
holding  of  Quarter  Sessions  are  fixed  by 
Act  of  Parliament ;  whether  the  datae 
for  the  holding  of  Assises  are  fixed  by 
the  Home  Secretary  ;  whether  it  would 
be  possible  to  dispense  with  the  attend- 
ance of  such  a  large  number  of  fanners 
and  yeomen,  at  a  particularly  busy  Ihne 
of  the  year  in  the  hayfield,  when  it 
becomes  evident  that  there  is  no  pro- 
bability of  their  services  being  required  ; 
and  with  whom,  if  at  all,  does  such  dia- 
pensing  power  rest  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  Commission 
days  of  Assises  are  fixed  by  the  Judges 
in  accordance,  so  far  as  may  be,  with  % 
scheme  issued  by  Order  in  Council. 
Quarter  Sessions  are  fixed  by  the  Joatiees 
within  the  limits  prescribed  by  Statute. 
This  Session  an  Act  was  passed  enabliag 
Justices  to  alter  the  time  so  as  to  prevent 
Quarter  Sessions  from  clashing  with 
Assises  ;  but  the  Act  only  received  tlie 
Royal  Assent  on  the  1st  of  June,  and 
was  not  known  Io  the  Justices  in  itme  to 
allow  them  to  make  the  neoeiaary  ar- 
rangements in  the  last  Quarter  SeasioiiB, 
and  consequently  the  panel  of  jurymen 
was  summoned  as  usual.  The  difficulty, 
I  hope,  is  not  likely  to  occur  again. 

GDYBRNMBNT  MKSBBNOBRS  IK 
GLASGOW. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seorelary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  Treasory 
Minute  of  17th  February,  1894,  as  to 
office-keepers,  messengers,  &c.,  applies  to 
GkM^emment  offices  in  Glasgow ;  and,  if 
so,  w^en  the  recommendations,  eepeeially 
that  as  to  length  of  leave,  will  be  laoegirt 
intd  effect  ? 
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Sib  J.  T.  UIBBERT :  I  am  not 
•ware  to  what  Governmeut  offices  in 
Glas^w  mj  hoD,  Friend  refers  ;  but  if 
he  wiU  kiuilj  farnlsh  mo  with  the  par- 
ticulars, I  shall  be  pleased  to  inquire  into 
(be  sereral  cases. 

THE  EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT 
AND  SCHOOL  0RANT8. 

ViscocKT  CBANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
when  the  quarterly  Return  ordered  in 
April  last  as  to  the  schools  from  which 
the  Department  has  threatened  to  with- 
hold the  grant,  and  which  is  now  due, 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  Quarterly  Return  for 
the  three  months  ended  30th  June 
Jast  has  been  prepared,  and  is  now  being 
carefully  revised,  to  make  sure  that  it  is 
correct.  It  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  in  two  or  three  days. 

THE  CANADIAN  CATTLE  TRADE. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  (Liooolnsbire,  81ea- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  if  he  is  now  able 
to  state  the  results  of  the  special  inquiry 
into  the  oases  of  the  Canadian  cattle  suf- 
fering from  disease  and  landed  at  Liver- 
pool on  6lh  June  and  20th  May  last ; 
whacher  the  •ervices  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bnry  and  Dr.  Burden 
Saoderson  in  oonneetion  with  that  iu- 
qniry  are  completed  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is 
tke  eooclnsion  at  which  he  has  arriyed  ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  great  in- 
oonveoience  which  is  occasioned  to 
famara  and  others  engaged  in  the  cattle 
trade  by  the  prolonged  uncertainty  as  to 
bis  deeiaion  ? 

Sir  J.  LEN6  (Dundee):  At  the 
aarna  lime  onay,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  G^en- 
tlaouui  whether,  in  the  inquiry  into  the 
rseeol  eases  of  Cansdian  cattle  suspected 
to  be  suffering  from  contagious  pleoro- 
poeoiiMNiia,  the  Inogs  were  subjected  to 
nieroaoopic  examination ;  whether  ex- 
perts kkre  discovered  any  bacillus 
paealiar  to  eontagions,  as  distinguished 
fram  Doa-eonlagioas,  plemt>-pttenroonia ; 
wtwilbar  healthy  aninaU  have  Iveen  in- 


these  suspected  animalsi  and  with  what 
results  ;  whether  any  cattle  in  contact 
with  those  from  which  the  lungs  were 
taken  had  any  symptoms  of  infection  ; 
and  whether  any  reports  have  been  re- 
ceived, since  these  cases  occurrred,  of 
cases  of  contagious  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
Canada  or  in  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Dr.  FARQUUARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  :  Could  not  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  remove  the  restrictions  so  far 
as  store  cattle  from  Canada  are  con« 
cerued  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  tbb  BOARD 

or  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 

^NER,  £lssex.  Saffron  Walden)  :  Perhaps 

my  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee 

will  allow  me  at  the  same  time  to  answer 
the  question  on  this  subject  which  he  haa 
put  on  the  Paper.  I  very  much  regret 
any  iucouveuience  which  may  have  been 
entailed  upon  farmers  and  others  by  the 
action  I  have  been  oliliged  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  landing  of  cattle  from 
Canada,  but  I  aiay  remind  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  that  under  the  law  as  it 
stands  some  unoertainty  muat  of  necea« 
sity  from  time  to  time  exist.  With  re- 
gard to  the  first  portion  of  the  question, 
I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that,  as  far 
as  I  can  see,  all  the  necessary  evidenoe 
has  now  been  taken  as  to  the  morbid 
appearances  present  in  the  luugs  of  the 
cattle  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refers,  and  I  hope  that  I  may  shortly  be 
able  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  i^ 
copy  of  that  evidence  and  also  a  Minute 
embodying  tlie  concluaions  at  which  I 
may  arrive  thereon.  I  think  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee  wtU 
find  that  the  first  three  paragraphs  of 
his  question  are  fully  dealt  wi^  in  that 
evidence  and  in  the  Minute  to  which  I 
have  just  referred  ;  and  in  answer  to  the 
remainder  of  his  question  I  may  say  that 
no  cattle  forming  part  of  the  cargoes  in 
which  disease  was  detected  were  found 
to  be  affected  other  than  those  referred 
to,  and  that  no  reports  have  been  received 
snch  as  those  suggested.  I  am  sorry  to 
inform  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Aberdeenshire  that  there  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  prospect  at  present  of  my 
being  able  to  dispense  with  the  normal 
statutory  requirement  of  slaughter  at 
the  port  of  Uiudiilg  in  the  cuHe  of  rnttle 
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CHAIRMEN  or  DISTRICT  COUNCILS  AS 
JUSTICES  OF  THE   PEACE. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire^  Leo- 
minster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether, 
under  Section  22  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1894,  the  Chairman  of  a  Dis- 
trict Council  qualifying  as  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  by  vh'tue  of  his  office  is 
entitled  to  act  as  a  Justice  of  the  Peace 
for  the  remainder  of  his  life,  or  only 
during  such  time  as  his  office  of  Chair- 
man of  the  District  Council  shall  continue. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  It  is  only 
by  virtue  of  his  office  that  the  Chairman 
of  a  District  Council  is  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  for  the  county  in  which  the  dis- 
trict is  situate,  and  therefore  when  he 
ceases  to  be  Chairman  he  ceases  to  be  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace. 

OPEN  SPACES  AT  DEPTFORD. 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  contribute  to  the  cost  of  securing 
land  for  an  open  space  or  recreation 
ground  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Royal 
Victualling  Yard,  Deptford  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee)  : 
I  regret  to  say  that  there  are  no  funds  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Admiralty  from  which 
a  grant  for  the  purpose  could  be  made. 

THE  GREENWICH  DISTRICT  BOARD. 

Mr.  DARLING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  when  it  is  intended  to  give  a  deci- 
sion in  the  matter  of  the  appeal  of  Mr. 
J.  Belsham,  a  ratepayer,  against  certain 
expenditure  of  the  Greenwich  District 
Board? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Mr.  Bel- 
shames  appeal  is  against  the  allowance  of 
several  items  of  expenditure  by  the 
Guardians  of  the  Greenwich  Union. 
There  has  been  considerable  correspon- 
dence for  the  purpose  of,  ascertaining  the 
facts,  and  the  information  at  present  be* 
fore  the  Board  is  not  sufficient  to  enable 
them  to  decide  the  appeal  ;  but  they  ex- 
pect to  be  in  a  position  very  shortly  to 
give  their  decision  on  the  several  objec- 
tions which  Mr.  Belsham  has  made. 

Mr.  II.  Gardner 


THE  "COSTA  RICA  PACKET.** 

Mb.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Nether- 
lands  Government  has  consented,  under 
certain  conditions,  to  refer  its  h'abllity  tti 
the  case  of  the  Cosia  Rica  Packet  to 
arbitration  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  state  wbaf 
those  conditions  are  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grev,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick)  :  The  Netherlands  Government 
has  suggested  arbitration  in  the  ease  of 
the  Cosia  Rica  Packet j&nd  Her  MajestvV 
Government  will  consider  whether  this 
proposal  can  be  accepted,  and,  if  so^ 
under  what  conditions. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  CAPITATION   GRANT. 

Mr.  COLSTON  (Gloucester,  Thorn- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  Capitation 
Grant  paid  in  April,  though  calculated 
upon  the  return  of  efficients  on  the  31  et 
of  the  previous  October,  is  intended  to 
be  a  payment,  not  for  past  services,  but 
in  respect  of  those  about  to  be  rendered 
in  the  year  then  coimnecicting ;  wbeliier 
the  Volunteer  corps  in  existence  wbeo 
the  Capitation  Grant  was  firat  given  in 
1862,  or  those  subsequently  raised,  were 
ever  informed  that  the  gmut  wae  a  pay- 
ment in  advance,  and  not  one  which  they 
had  earned,  and  had  a  right  to  expeet; 
and  whether,  seeing  that,  if  thb  view  b 
correct,  there  would  be  no  fund  out  of 
which  to  meet  the  liabilities  of  oorpe 
should  they  for  any  reason  be  disbandedr 
he  will  take  steps  at  the  earliest  oHMnent 
to  relieve  officers  of  so  serious  a  responai* 
billty,  which  must  still  further  increase 
the  difficulties  of  filling  the  oommiaeioBed 
ranks  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAK  r 
The  payment  of  the  Volunteer  Clkpitatton 
Grant  made  in  April  is  intended  to  meei 
the  expenses  of  the  year  then  comnieQe- 
ing,  although  necessarily  based  upon  tb# 
statistics  of  the  previous  year.  The 
grant  was  made,  in  the  first  instanoey  nei 
to  pay  debts  which  the  Vohmteenw 
under  the  self-sapporting  sjstettit  hmd 
already  incurred,  but  lo  provide  for 
current  expenses  in  the  future,  aad  tbi» 
must  have  been  well  undecttood*  SlioakI 
a  corps  be  unfortunately  dt^banded  it» 
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t^»e  woald  be  dealt  with  according  to  the 
cirountstances. 

Mr.  COLSTON  :  I  chould  Uke  to 
hiqiirre  whether  the  same  rule  applies  to 
the  Volunteer  corps  formed  before  the 
first  Capitation  Grant  was  made  as  well 
at  to  those  formed  afterwards  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Ob,  jet ;    I  think  to  ail. 

A  TBADK  DISPCTE  IN  WALKS. 

MR.RANI)ELL(Glamorgan,Gower): 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
die  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  arising  out  of  a  tiuplate 
trade  dispute,  the  workpeople  interested 
Leid  a  demonstration  at  Gorseinon,  near 
Swansea,  ou  the  26th  of  June  last,  and, 
cboagh  orderly,  were  charged  and 
bftloued  by  a  small  body  of  police ;  that 
many  persons  who  took  no  part  in  the 
proceedings  were  chased  across  the 
eommon,  and  severely  wounded  by  the 
police ;  that  in  the  early  morning  of  the 
followhig  day  some  18  or  20  tinplate 
workers  were  resting  in  a  timber  yard  by 
permission  of  the  proprietor,  and  whilst 
many  of  them  were  asleep,  were  attacked 
and  blodgeoned  over  and  through  a 
barbed  wire  fencing  which  encloses  the 
premises,  and  serionsly  injured  by  the 
police ;  can  he  state  at  whoire  instance, 
and  by  wlmt  authority,  this  attack  was 
made  f 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  inqniriug  into 
thii  matter,  and  I  shall  be  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Member  if  he  will  postpone  his 
<)nestion. 

SWAZILAND. 

Mr.  CAYZEK  (Barrow-in.Puniess) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  yet 
in  a  position  to  give  the  House  any  defi- 
nite information  as  to  the  conditions  of 
the  fntore  govemmeni  of  Swaiiland  ; 
and  whether  he-*  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
copies  of  the  agreement  or  the  agreements 
«ilere<l  into  in  reference  to  the  same  ? 

Mr.  8.  BUXTON  :  I  stated  on  Tues- 
day that  the  Couveutiun  of  1893  had  l>eeu 
prolonged  for  a  year,  subj<*ft  to  its  earlier 
termination  if  the  SwnatH  agree  to  the 
organic  proclamutioii.  1  hsve  at  the 
present  moment  no  further  iuformat ion  to 
give,  nor  can  I  at  present  say  when  I 
•hall  be  able  to  lav  farther  Pa|>ers. 

Mb.  CAYZER  :  I  would  like*  to  a^k 
whether,  in  the  event  of  SwurJland  l»eing 


placed  under  the  Government  of  the 
Transvaal,  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
will  make  it  a  condition  that  British  sub- 
jects shall  not  be  commandeered  for 
military  service  or  l>e  required  to  con- 
tribute money  or  goo«l8  ? 

Mr.  8.  BUXTON  :  We  are  now  in 
negotiation  with  the  South  African  Re- 
public for  a  general  convention  which 
will  cover  Swaziland. 

OUNPOWDKR  IN  BRITISH  CENTRAL 

AFRICA. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderuess)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
received  any  iofunnation  from  British 
Central  Africa  confirming  the  statements 
appearing  in  a  Reuter*s  telegram,  dated 
Blantyre,  l*Uh  May — namely,  that  the 
German  steamer  on  Lake  Nynssa  has 
recently,  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
conveyed  large  quantities  of  gunpowder 
to  the  nlave-raiding  Arabs  in  British 
Central  Africa  ami  in  Congo  Free  State ; 
and,  if  such  confirmation  has  been  re- 
ceived, whether  Her  Majesty *s  (govern- 
ment will  lodge  a  protest  with  the  German 
Government  against  such  proceedings  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Actiug  Com- 
missioner in  Nyassalaud  reports  that 
several  loads  of  powder  and  a  native  but 
not  a  slave  caravan  are  said  to  have  been 
conveyed  across  Lake  Nyasha  in  a  German 
steamer  and  landed,  not  in  British,  but 
in  (German  territory,  at  a  point,  however, 
whence  they  could  easily  jmss  into  British 
territory  without  inspection.  The  Acting 
Commissioner  is  in  friend Iv  commuuica- 
tion  on  this  subject  with  the  (German 
authority  ou  the  spot,  and  the  German 
officers  on  the  lake  have  been,  a«*cording 
to  our  reports,  actively  and  successfully 
intercepting  slave  caravans. 

DUTIE8  ON   BRITISH   GOODS  IN  SOUTH 

AFRICA. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether,  in  view 
of  the  »trong  exprei*f«ion  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  authorised  representatives 
of  the  great  sHf-ioverniug  Colonies  to 
the  Imperial  CoiifcnMuH*  now  sitting  in 
Canada,  that  a  Cusiomn*  arrangement 
between  Great  Britain  and  her  Colonies, 
placing  tnule  within  the  Empire  ou  a 
more  favourable    footing    than    Foreign 
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trade,  i^  advisablet  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  will  reconsider  his  refueal  to  asseot 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  Premier  o(  Cape 
Colony  that  a  proviso  sliould  be  inserted 
in  the  Agreement  with  the  British  South 
Africa  Company  that  no  higher  duties 
than  at  present  or  protective  duties 
should  ever  be  levied  on  British  goods  in 
Matabeleland  and Masbonaland,  whatever 
change  may  be  made  in  'course  of  time  as 
to  foreign  goo<1s  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  Ah  soon  as  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Conference  are  reported 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  the  resolutions 
passeil  will  receive  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration of  Ucr  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Secretary  of  State  remains  of 
opinion  that  it  is  undesirable  to  raise 
large  questions  of  liscal  policy  on  a  side 
issue  in  the  manner  that  was  proposed 
by  the  British  South  Africa  Company. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Does  the  Secretary  of  State  withdraw 
his  Despatch  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  Certainly  not. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
He  muintains  it,  then.  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  the 
Vote  for  the  Colonial  Secretary's  salary 
will  be  taken  ? 

The  chancellor  ok  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Haroodrt,  Derby): 
I  hope  very  soon. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Can  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  name  the 
exact  date  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It  is  an 
engagement  for  which  a  day  cannot  be 
named  just  yet. 

COMMANDEERING  IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

HSiR  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
{Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  British  subjects  in  the  Transvaal 
are  now  being  commandeered  for  supplies 
of  money  and  goods,  with  no  fixed 
assessment  for  such  commandeering  but 
what  is  arbitrarily  settled  by  the  Boer 
Field  Cornet  in  command ;  and  what 
reply  has  been  made  to  the  protest  of  the 
British  Government  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  As  far  as  I  under- 
stand the  law,  it  is  as  follows  :  There  is 
no  "  fixed  assessment.*'  The  assessment 
b  made  by  a  standing  commission  in  each 
bamlet  or  country  division,  consisting  of 
the  Field  Cornet  and  two  burghers  of  the 
bamlet.     The  assessment  is  to  be  fairly 

Colonel  Howard  Vincent 


and  proportionately  made,  aceordlog  to 
the  means  of  the  person  oommaodeered^ 
the  levy  varying  from  a  mioimam  of  £I 
to  a  maximum  of  £15.  There  is  a  rigtl 
of  appeal  to  the  Council  of  War,  and  no 
contribution  appealed  against  can  be 
actually  levied  until  the  deoisjon  of  the 
council  is  given.  In  regard  to  the  last 
question,  we  have  not  yet  received  any 
further  reply. 

THE  ACCIDENT  IN  A  LANARKSHIRE 

MINE. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  an  accident  which 
took  place  at  Holm  Farm  Pit,  Lanark- 
shire, on  27th  June  last,  whereby  three 
men,  Edward  Branuan,  William  Steven- 
son, and  Matthew  Corbett  were  killed  ; 
and  whether  he  will  order  a  public 
inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Some  delay  ha* 
been  caused  in  this  case  owing  to  the 
absence  of  the  principal  witness  in  Ire- 
land. The  matter  is  still  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Crown  Counsel,  and 
perhaps  my  hoii.  Friend  will  repeat  hii^ 
question. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  On  Monday. 

LEAFLETS  ON  AGRICULTURE. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD.JOHNSTONE  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  if  he  has  yet  been  able  to 
make  arrangements  for  the  leaflets  issued 
by  the  Boanl  being  obtainable  at  rural 
post  offices  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  inform  the  lion.  Member  that  the 
Postmaster  General  has  readily  consented 
to  the  proposal  to  give  facilities  for  the 
gratuitous  distribution  of  special  leaflets 
issued  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
through  rural  post  offices,  and  that  ar- 
rangements are  now  being  made  for  the 
general  exhibition  of  lists  both  of  the 
leaflets  and  of  the  larger  publications  of 
the  Board. 

THE  DREDGING  OF  THE  MEDWAV. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEX 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  hit^ 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  tbat« 
owing  to  the  peculiar  zigzag  form  of  the 
River  Med  way,  it  cannot  be  made  deeper, 
as  what  is  taken  out  by  dredging  on  one 
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tid«  is  siltad  up  bj  the  next ;  and,  if  this 
is  to,  irhether  ho  will  ooosider  the  ex* 
pedienoy  of  leDgtheoing  the  docks  at 
Hbeoroess^  so  as  lo  prereot  the  Decessitj 
which  now  exists  of  veseis  going  down 
the  Medwaj  to  Chatham  for  repairs  ? 

Me.  £.  ROBERTSON :  The  dredging 
of  the  River  Med  way  to  deepen  the 
approach  to  the  entrance  locks  of  the 
basins  b  proceeding  satisfactorily.  A 
ooosiderable  portion  of  the  channel  has 
been  deepened,  and  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
what  is  taken  out  by  dredging  on  one 
tide  is  silted  by  the  next.  There  is  no 
present  intention  of  lengthening  the 
docks  at  Sheerness. 

MEB0HAND1.SKMAKK8(CUTLKUV)B1LL. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Haiiam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  when  he 
proposes  to  convene  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Merchandise  Marks  (Cut- 
lery) Bill  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD 
ov  TRADE  (Mr.  Bitrt,  Moqieth)  :  The 
Bill  referred  to  is  not  promoted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  I  do  not  consider 
that  the  duty  of  convening  the  Select 
Coram itt«*e  is  one  that  falls  upon  me. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  1  would 
like  to  ask  the  faon.  Gentleman  whether 
three  weeks  have  not  now  elapsed  since 
the  Committee  was  nominated  on  the 
motion  of  the  Government  tbenu^elves : 
whether  the  Government  did  not  ar- 
qniesce  in  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill  after  debate  ;  whether  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  also  discriminate  in  fsvour 
of  this  Bill,  by  impeding  of  another 
Bill  of  like  object ;  and  if  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  uf  Trade,  being  a  Member 
of  the  Committee,  is  not  responsible  for 
convening  of  the  Committee,  who  is  ? 

Mr.  BURT  :  It  is  quite  tnie  that  the 
(vovemment  did  not  object  to  the  Bill, 
hot  that  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
taking  the  responsibility  for  it.  I  have 
already  said  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the 
government  to  convene  the  Committee, 
and  it  is  for  the  hon.  (Tcntleman  to  find 
oat  whose  duty  it  is. 

THK  PROPOSED  NKW  rOST  OKKK  K  FOR 
WOLVKKHAMITON. 
Sir  a.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  a  Petition  has 
beau  received  by  the  Lords  of  the  Trea* 


snry  from  the  Corporation  of  Wolver- 
hampton, settH^r  forth  that  the  erection 
of  a  new  geneial  post  office  in  that  town 
was  decided  to  be  necessary  in  the  year 
1891,  and  that  the  purchase  of  land  for 
the  purpose  whs  completed  in  1892,  but 
that  nevertheless  the  buildings  had  not 
been  commenced  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  very 
sorry  that  the  erection  of  the  now  post 
office  should  have  been  delayed.  As 
intimated  in  the  reply  sent  to  the  Me- 
morial of  the  Corporation,  the  delay  has 
not  been  caused  by  any  disregard  of  the 
postal  convenience  of  the  borough.  It 
has,  in  fact,  been  due  to  the  financial 
exigencies  of  the  year.  Orders  have, 
however,  been  given  for  the  preparation 
of  the  plans  to  be  proceeded  with  at 
once,  but  they  will  require  some  months 
for  completion,  so  that  I  fear  it  will  not 
be  possible  to  commence  the  works  before 
the  close  of  this  year.  They  will  )» 
pushed  on  so  as,  if  possible,  to  make  a 
beginning  during  the  winter  months. 

SCOTTISH  rOLU  E  PENSIONS, 
Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whe- 
ther he  has  received  a  Memorial  from  the 
City  Police  of  E<linburgh,  praying  that 
as  regards  pensions  the  Scottish  police 
may  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
English  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  an 
English  constable  may  retire  with  two* 
thirds  of  his  pay  after  2o  years*  service, 
while  a  constable  in  Scotland  must  serve 
34  years  for  the  same  pension,  the  con- 
tribution of  both  to  their  respective 
pension  funds  being  identical  ;  whether 
in  S<?otland  a  constable  may  not  join  the 
force  after  he  is  25  years  old,  nor  leave 
it  with  a  pension  before  be  is  55,  where- 
as in  England  there  is  no  limit  of  age  at 
all,  but  only  a  limit  of  25  years*  service  ; 
whether  in  England  a  constable  incapa- 
citated by  infirmity  may  receive  a  pension 
after  15  years*  service,  whereas  in  Scot- 
land the  period  in  such  casea  is  20  yean  ; 
whether  the  Inspector  of  Constabnhuy 
for  Scotland  has  reported  in  favour  ^ 
removing  these  and  other  discrepancies 
lietween  the  police  in  the  two  eountries : 
and  whether  the  (lovrmwcnt  will  take 
stcpH  to  remove  them  ? 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) : 
Before  the  right  hon.  (lentleman  answen 
that  question,  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  soale 
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of  pen.sioDS  in  Scotland  was  settled  bj  a 
Select  Committee  uoder  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  that  ander  that  settlement  the 
cost  to  the  people  of  Scotland  is  only 
£40,000  a  year,  whereas  tlie  other 
scheme  would  have  cost  £60,000  a  year 
in  addition  to  the  Government  grant  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  facts 
as  stated  by  the  hou.  Meml)er  are  per- 
haps snffictenrly  accurate,  thongh,  on 
reference  to  the  Schedules  in  the  respec- 
tive Acts,  I  find  that  the  English  scales 
in  regard  to  pension  are  not  so  favour- 
able as  he  represents.  My  hon.  Friend 
is  quite  right  in  saying  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Police  (Scotland)  Act, 
1890,  were  fully  considered  and  approved 
by  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House, 
which  (with  one  exception)  was  entirely 
composed  of  Scottish  Members.  No 
doubt  the  general  effect  of  the  decision 
of  that  Committee  was  in  the  direction 
the  hon.  Gentleman  states.  I  have  re- 
<;eived  the  Memorial  referred  to,  and 
others  from  various  police  forces  in  Scot- 
land, but  none  from  the  Police  Authori- 
ties themselves,  who  are  also  interested 
parties  in  the  question  of  pensions.  I  am 
unable,  therefore,  to  hold  out  any  present 
prospect  of  legislation  on  the  subject. 

LIBRARY  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Hanf- 
lets.  Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
Library  Commissioners,  or  other  similar 
l>odies  of  Commissioners*  nominated  by 
London  Vestries,  necessarily  retire  from 
office  when  tho  new  Local  Government 
Act  comes  into  operation  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am  ad- 
vised that  the  Library  Commissioners 
nominated  by  the  London  Vestries  do  not 
necessarily  retire  from  office  when  the 
Vestries  are  elected  under  the  new  Local 
Government  Act. 

A  STATUE  OK  OLIVER  CROMWELL. 

Mb.  EVERETT  (SufiFolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  whether  he  can  arrange 
to  add  a  statue  of  Oliver  Cromwell  to 
those  of  the  other  historical  personages 
whose  statues  now  enrich  the  precincts 
of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  darling  :  Before  this  qnes- 
tion  is  answered  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whetlior  the  statue 
of  this  eminent  man  is  omitted  from  the 

Mr.  Hunter 


roll  of  other  statues  on  the  ground  that 
we  learn  he  was  an  owner  of  race 
horses  ? 

*Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  The  statues 
erected  at  the  public  expense  in  the 
Palace  of  Weslmiuster  were,  geoeimlly 
speaking,  selected  in  pursuance  of  recom- 
mendations by  the  Fine  Arts  Cobmdis- 
sioner?.  In  their  Fourth  Report  is  a  J'flt 
of  distinguished  men  reeommended  for 
selection  by  a  committee  of  that  body, 
who  included  Cromwell  in  a  separate 
schedule  of  names  for  which  they  were 
not  unanimous.  William  HI.  was  pat 
in  the  same  category,  but  his  statue  has 
since  been  placed  in  Westminster  Hall. 
Probably  hon.  Members  would  be  glad  to 
see  a  statue  of  Cromwell,  equestrian  or 
otherwise,  within  or  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  House.  There  is  no  money 
at  present  available  for  this  purpose,  but 
I  shall  be  glad  to  consider  the  matter. 

ASSISTANT  WARDERS  IN  PRISONS. 

Mb.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  now  able  to  make  any  anuounoe* 
ment  with  regard  to  the  position  of  the 
assistant  warders  in  prisons  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  This  matter  has 
received  my  careful  consideration,  but  I 
am  unable  to  press  the  Treasury  to  do 
mere  than  they  have  already  done,  when 
ihey  had  before  them  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Departmental  Committee. 

BANKRUPTCY  PR0CBKDING8. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  JOHNSTONE  :  I 
l>eg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  W.  E.  Warren,  late  of  I  ping  Paper 
Mills,  Sussex,  who  was  adjudicated  a 
bankrupt  27th  August,  1891,  he  being 
at  the  time  detained  umler  certificates  as 
a  person  of  unsound  mind  ;  and  if  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Judge  in  Lunacy 
under  Part  IV.  of  the  Lunacy  Act,  1890 
(relating  to  the  management  and  admin* 
istration  of  the  affairs  of  persons  lawfully 
detained  as  lunatics),  is  ousted  or  snper* 
seded  by  the  bankruptcy  of  a  lunatic  ;  if 
he  is  aware  that  no  person  was  appointed 
by  the  Court  to  represent  the  debtor,  in 
accordance  with  Rule  271  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Acts,  1888  and  1890,  and  that  oo 
order  was  made  to  dispense  with  hit  publio 
examination  ;  whether  the  estate  of  an 
allege'1   lunatic  is   liable   to  be  admints* 
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tered  in  bankruptcy  without  anyone  beinfi: 
appoiutetl  to  protect  bb  intere8t8,  and 
without  any  comniiuiicatiou  being  made 
fo  the  Conittii8«ronerj(  or  to  the  Judge  in 
Lunacy,  or  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  and 
if  be  wilt  take  steps  to  secure  that  when 
proceedings  in  bankruptcy  are  taken 
agaiust  an  alleged  lunatic,  they  shall  be 
brought  nnder  the  knowledge  of  the 
Commisnioners  or  of  the  Judge  in 
Lunacr  ? 

•The  ATT0R>'EY  GKNKHAL  (Sir 
J.  EiGBY,  Forfar)  :  My  attention  has 
been  oalled  by  the  questiou  to  thb  case. 
The  hoii.  Geotletnau,  I  believe^  has  already 
been  informed  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  no  order  was  made 
under  Sectiou  271  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  in  the  cane.  The  bankrupt  appears 
to  have  l>een  for  a  short  time  only  iu  the 
Asylum,  and  I  l>elieve  also  that  no  order 
was  made  to  dispense  with  the  public 
examination,  though  he  has  got  his  dis- 
charge. All  the  circumstances  have  1>ecu 
brought  l>efore  His  Honour  the  County 
Court  Judge,  on  an  application  by  the 
bankrupt  to  cancel  the  proceedings,  and 
the  learned  Judge  has  held  that  there 
was  no  sufficient  ground  for  the  applica- 
tion, and  that  no  injustice  had  been  done. 
With  reference  to  the  general  question 
put  by  the  hon.  (lentleman  iu  paragraphs 
1  and  3,  I  can  answer  them  generally  in 
the  negative.  The  question  of  the 
sufficiency  of  the  provisions  containe^l 
with  reference  to  persons  of  uusound 
mind  iu  the  Bankruptcy  Act  is  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I 
have  no  power  or  jurisdiction  to  direct  the 
stepA  suggested  in  the  last  |)aragraph. 
The  matter  will  be  bi*ouglit  again  to  the 
attention  of  the  Boanl  of  Trade  an<I  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  hey  wood.  JOHNSTONE: 
Might  I  ask  if  it  is  any  persfurs  business 
ander  Role  271  to  apply  to  the  Court  to 
have  somebody  appointed  to  represent 
the  lunatic  in  the  bankmptcy  proceed- 
ing* ? 

Sir  J.  RI6BY  :  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not answer  that  question  without  notice. 

JAHKZ  BALKOrK. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  (reneral  if  be 
can  stato  whether  the  papers  necessary 
for  the  institution  of  proceedings  against 
those  responsible  for  the  conduct  of 
the  Jabex  Balfoar  Companies  were  placed 


eight  months  ago  ? 

•SiR  J.  RIGBY  :  It  appears  that  the 
matter  of  the  institution  of  proceedings 
referred  to  was  foformally  brought  before 
the  Attorney  C4eneral  at  the  end  ol 
January  last,  and  again  on  the  17th  of 
April  last,  on  which  latter  occasion  be 
gave  directions  which  are  now  being  acted 
upou.  No  papers  have  l>een  laid  l>efore 
the  Law  Officers.  It  is  a  question  for 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  time  Wing, 
and  not  for  the  Law  Officers  as  such. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
In  consequence  of  the  unsatisfactory 
reply  of  the  hon.  and  leanied  Gentleman, 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on  the  Vote  for 
the  Law  Officers*  salary  I  shall  call 
attention  to  the  extreme  delay  and 
neglect  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter. 

THK  VACANT  LORDSHIP  OF  APPEAL 
Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  Lbegtoask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated 
in  the  public  IVess,  that  it  is  not  intended 
to  fill  up  the  vacant  Lonlship  of  Appeal 
at  preseut,  auJ,  if  so,  why  the  appoint- 
ment is  delayed  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  the  public 
Press  have  mmle  such  a  statement  they 
are  mistaken.  I  l»elieve  the  appointment 
is  shortly  to  be  nuule. 

THECIVILLIST  PENSION  TO  PROFESSOR 
RHYS-DAVIDS. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
lieg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer  whether  Professor  T.  W.  Rhys- 
Davids,  who  has  just  l)een  granted  the 
largest  Civil  List  Pension  giveu  this  year, 
£200,  a  sixth  of  the  whole  sum  grantod 
to  literary  men  and  women  in  necessitous 
circumstances,  is  the  same  person  as  tlM 
Professor  of  a  similar  name  who  was 
formerly  in  Ceylon,  who  is  in  receipt  of 
a  salary  as  sci*retary  of  the  Royal 
Asiatic  Society,  who  is  under  50  years  of 
age,  and  who  is  starting  directly  after 
his  proposed  marriage  on  a  remunerative 
lecturing  tour  iu  America  ? 

Mr.  PAL'L  said,  befon*  this  qut»stion 
was  answered,  he  should  like  to  ask 
whether  Mr.  Rhys-Davids  was  not  one  of 
the  greatest  liviug  Oriental  scholars,  and 
one  of  the  greatest  authorities  on  the 
hifttorv  of  BnddhtMn,  and  whether  such 
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stadies  were  DOt  as  nnremunerative  to 
the  iDdividual  as  they  were  iDYahmble  to 
the  cause  of  learning  and  research  ? 

Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley) 
asked  whether,  if  the  pension  had  been 
granted  for  Oriental  scholarship,  there 
was  any  impropriety  in  the  holder  of  it 
communicating  his  special  knowledge  to 
the  public  by  means  of  lectures  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Professor 
Rhys-Davids  is  one  of  the  most  distin- 
guished Oriental  scholars  in  thi»  country, 
and  the  pension  referred  to  was  awarded 

to  him  mainly  on  this  ground.  I  believe 
he  is  secretary  to  the  Royal  Asiatic 
Society,  but  I  have  no  information  as  to 
his  salary,  or  as  to  the  other  circum- 
stances mentioned  in  the  question.  Civil 
List  {>eusions  are  not  intended,  as  the 
hou.  Member  appears  to  suppose,  for 
"  literary  men  and  women  in  necessitous 
circumstances."  The  sixth  section  of 
the  Civil  List  Act  (1  Vict.,  cap.  2)  pro- 
vides that  tbey  may  be  granted  to 

"such  persons  only  as  have  just  claimB  on  the 
Boyal  beneticence;  or  who,  by  their  persona) 
services  to  the  Crown,  by  the  performance  of 
tluties  to  the  public,  or  by  their  useful  <li8- 
coveries  in  science  and  attainments  in  literature 
and  the  arts,  have  merited  the  gracious  con- 
sideration of  their  Sovereign,  aud  the  gratitude 
of  their  country." 

Mr.  hartley  :  Then  1  presume 
that  the  answer  to  my  question  is  in  the 
affirmative,  and  that  the  Professor  is  one 
and  the  same  person  ?  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  practically  this  bounty  has 
always  been  given  to  reward  those  who 
were  in  necessitous  circumstances  ;  whe- 
ther it  has  never  yet  been  given  to  per- 
sons who  are  fairly  well  off  and  do  not 
require  it  ;  and  whether  there  are  not  a 
great  number  of  necessitous  persons  in 
literature  and  science  to  whom  this 
grant  would  hare  been  of  much  greater 
gervice  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  must 
answer  in  the  negative  every  one  of 
these  questions.  1  have  never  yet  heard 
that  the  late  Lord  Tennyson  was  in  ne- 
cessitous circumstances. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  would  a^k  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  this  Professor  is  an  active 
member  of  the  National  Liberal  Club  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mr,  Paul 


COUNTY  COUKCIIiJ  AND   LIGHT 
RAILWAYS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  (for 
Major  Rasch)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  County 
Councils  are  empowered  without  further 
legislation  to  borrow  money  from  the 
Board  of  Works  for  light  railways ;  and, 
if  so,  under  what  Act  they  are  enabled 
to  rate  the  districts  thereby  benefited  ? 

MR.SHAW.LEFEVRE  (who  repU«d) 
said  :  I  am  not  aware  of  any  statatory 
authority  for  County  Councils  borrowiDg 
for  the  purpose  of  light  railways. 

EXTON  SCHOOL. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  in  1891  the  Education  De- 
partment required  the  managers  of  Ex  ton 
School,  near  Dulverton,  to  build  a  new 
class  room  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  plans  were  submitted  to  and  ap- 
proved by  the  Department,  and  no 
suggestion  made  by  it  as  to  a  second 
door  or  gallery  ;  that  the  class  room  was 
accordingly  built  in  1891-2  ;  that  after 
the  room  was  built  the  Department 
ordered  a  second  door  to  be  made  in  it  in 
1893  ;  and  that  in  1894  it  has  ordered  a 
gallery  to  be  •built  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  both  these  demands, 
which  might  have  been  easily  and 
cheaply  complied  with  when  the  room 
was  building,  have  now  been  complied 
with  at  greater  difficulty  and  cost,  he 
will  take  steps  to  secure  that  greater 
foresight  be  shown  at  the  time  of  making 
such  demands  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  In  his  Report  for 
1891  Her  Majesty ^s  Inspector  expresied 
a  hope  that  the  managers  of  this  school 
would  provide  a  class  room,  and  this 
they  at  once  proceeded  to  do,  in  accord- 
ance with  plans  which  were  approved. 
In  1893  plans  of  the  school  were  sent 
up  in  connection  with  certain  alterations 
in  the  offices,  and  the  demand  for  a  new 
door  was  then  made.  In  his  Report 
for  this  year  Her  Majesty^s  Inspector 
expresses  the  opinion  that  a  gallery  for 
the  infants  would  be  found  beneficial, 
but  the  managers  have  not  been  required 
to  provide  one.  I  do  not  underataad 
why  the  new  door  was  ordered  last  year, 
and  am  making  further  inquiry.     I  shall 
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l«t  ibe  noble  Lord  know  wh«D  I  iiave 
AAoertaioed  the  laeU  more  follj, 

HCOTl^H  PRISOKS^MAT-MAKLNQ. 

Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  tbe  SecreUu-y  for  Scotland 
wbelW  he  10  aware  that  in  Scotch 
priaoofl  cocoanut  mats  and  mattiugs  are 
berog  maoufaotured  by  the  prisoners  for 
sale  to  the  detriment  of  free  workmen 
in  those  trades,  a  practice  which  the  late 
Home  Secretary  put  an  end  to  in  Eng- 
faind  ;  and  whether  in  Perth  Prison  such 
manufacture  has  been  increased  by  the 
use  of  machinery,  a  principle  condemned 
many  years  ago  in  the  case  of  Wakefield 
Prison  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Prisons 
Commissioners  for  Scotlaml  inform  me 
that  00  cocoanut  mattiugs  are  made  in 
Scottish  prisons,  aud  no  machinery  is 
employed  at  Perth  Geuorul  Prison.  Mat- 
making  has  been  a  prison  industry  for 
many  years,  aud  in  consideroil  by  the 
Prison  Commissioners  to  be  a  useful  in- 
dustry to  (each  prisoners,  iu  onler  that 
they  may  l>e  able  to  earu  au  honest  liveli- 
hood ou  discharge.  But  the  manufac- 
tory of  mats  is  not  carried  ou  to  the 
detriment  of  free  workmen  in  Scotland. 
1  underHtaud,  however,  that  the  whole 
question  of  prison  labour  is  under  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee  recently 
appointed  by  the  Home  Secretary  to  in- 
quire into  the  administration  of  Prisons 
in  England,  and,  before  considering  whe- 
ther any  change  should  be  matle,  I  shall 
await  the  recommendation  of  that  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr«  QUILTER  3  Are  any  cocoanut 
mats  or  mattings  made  for  sale  in  any 
Scottish  prisons  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  In  a  letter 
I  have  received  to-day  I  am  informed 
^amk  no  cocoanut  mats  are  made  in 
Sooitiah  prisons.  Whether  other  kinds 
of  mats  are  sold  I  do  not  know,  but  it  is 
not  done  to  the  detriment  of  workmen. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAW 


FINANCE    BILL.-(No.   W3.) 
COXsIOERATION.       [foCHTII  NI<;IIT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 
Clause  5, 


Itf94}  BUL  U90 

Hh.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Waltfaamstow) 
rose  (o  move,  in  page  4,  line  d»  after 
''  death,''  insertr— 

^*  If  anv  property  aettleil  bj  s  parent  upon  a 
son  or  ({aughter  and  the  issue  of  such  son  or 
tlaughter  revcrta  on  the  death  of  the  deceased 
(whether  by  operation  of  law  or  otherwise)  to 
the  settlor.  Estate  Duty  shall  not  be  |>ayablc  un 
Buoh  death  in  reiii>ect  of  luch  property/' 

lie  said,  this  matter  was  discusse<l  shortly 
on  tbe  Committee  stage,  and  ou  the  7tii 
June  last  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  good  euough  to  say  he 
would  consider  the  matter.  He  did  not 
know  whether  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hail  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  d<»ing  mo. 
Suppose  property  was  settled  by  a  father 
upon  a  son  or  daughter,  and  the  ii^r^ue 
of  the  marriage,  and  it  should  happen 
that  the  sou  or  daughter  died  during  the 
lifetime  of  the  pareut  who  settled  the 
property  without  leaving  any  issue,  the 
property  would  revert  to  the  settlor. 
Coder  these  circumstances,  it  did  not 
seem  fair  or  reasonable  that  duty  should  be 
payable,  inasmuch  as  the  same  life  would 
Ik*  iu  ))eing  as  at  the  time  when  the 
settlement  was  made,  aud  duty  would  l>e 
payable  on  his  death.  In  the  SuccciiMton 
Duty  Act  where  the  predecessor  and 
successor  were  the  same  person  an  ex- 
emption was  accorded  in  a  similar  case  to 
this.  If  the  settlement  had  really  faileil 
altogether,  and  the  property  reverted  to 
the  settlor,  it  was  ouly  reasonable  that  in 
that  cane  no  duty  should  l)e  payable  until 
the  settlor  dicil.  He  l>egged  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proponed,  in  page  4,  line 
3,  after  the  wonl  **  death,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"If  any  property  M'ttlcd  by  a  parent  u|K)n  a 
son  or  dau);htt'r  and  the  iH8ue  of  su(*h  hiui  or 
daufrbter  poverf**  on  the  doath  of  the  deci'aneil 
(whether  by  o|>eration  of  law  or  ocherwltic)  to 
tbe  Met t lor,  EittAtc  Duty  iihAll  not  be  payable  on 
such  death  in  ix'»«|>oct  of  such  property. '—(.l/r. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  J.  RKfRY  was  uuderstoo<l  to 
say  that  in  the  case  put  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  where  the  predeceaaor 
and  successor  were  one  and  the  same 
person,  he  did  not  pay  the  dnty«  but  tJiey 
did  not  consider  that  the  Estate  Duty  chey 
now  proposed  to  levy  was  iu  aay  war 
analogous  to  this  case  of  the  Suoees^ion 
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Duty.  The  meaDing  and  intention  of  the 
Act  was  to  make  this  duty  analogous  in 
its  main  features  to  the  Probate  Duty. 

Mb.  grant  LAWSON  (York, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  said,  the  Amendment  was 
only  a  \ery  small  instalment  of  the 
justice  which  had  been  promised  in  this 
matter  on  two  occasions  during  the 
passage  of  the  Bill.  On  the  oth  of 
June  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  from  Clause  2 
.should  be  excluded  **  property  which 
reverts  to  any  person  under  disposition 
made  l^y  himself."  The  Solicitor  General 
then  stated  that  the  point  referred  to 
would  be  met  by  Sub-section  3  of  Clause 
6,  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bristol  said  that  on  that  understanding  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment.  There 
roust  be  some  mislake  in  the  report,  for 
Sub-section  3,  Clause  6,  did  not  apply  to 
the  case  at  all,  but  so  the  matter  was  re- 
ported in  Hansard.  On  another  occasion, 
June  15,  the  hon.  Member  for  North  St. 
Pancras  moved  to  exclude  from  the 
Estate  Duty  any  property  upon  which 
duty  would  not  be  payable  uuder  Section 
12  of  the  Succession  Duty  Act,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that  if 
the  matter  were  allowed  to  stand  over  it 
would  be  carefully  considered.  On  that 
understanding  the  Amendment  was  with- 
drawn. What  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  now  proposed  was  only  a  small 
section  of  the  proposal  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bristol  on 
June  5th.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
only  proposed  that  in  the  case  where  the 
predecessor  was  the  parent  and  the  suc- 
cessor was  the  child  duty  should  not  be 
Eayable,  whereas  the  proposal  of  his  right 
on.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bristol 
was  much  wider,  covering  as  it  did  all 
cases  in  which  property  reverted  to  any 
person  under  disposition  made  by  him- 
self. If  the  Solicitor  General  had  said 
that  point  would  be  met,  perhaps  he 
would  now  explain  where  it  would  be 
met. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  said,  the 
report  in  Hansard  was  obviously  in- 
correct, for  it  represented  him  as  having 
said  that  the  point  would  be  met  by  Sub- 
section 3  of  Clause  6,  which  had  no 
earthly  bearing  on  the  subject  at  all.  He 
certainly  never  gave  a  promise  that  the 
point  would  be  dealt  with.     He  might 

Sir  J,  Righy 


have  promised  thai  the  subjeet  woold  be 
considered  ;  and  it  was  oobmdered,  like  ft 
great  number  of  other  points,  but  the 
Government  did  not  see  Ihetr  way  to 
accede  to  the  proposal. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancnw, 
N.)  said,  he  had  a  distinct  recollection  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  having 
promised  that  the  Amendment  which  he 
moved,  raising  exactly  the  same  point, 
would  be  carefully  considered.  It  waa 
understood  at  the  time  that  that  promise 
meant  that  the  subject  was  to  be  brought 
up  again  on  Report,  and  that  some  ex- 
planation would  be  given  if  the  Govern* 
ment  were  not  prefiared  to  make  the 
change  suggested.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  soroeffuller  explana- 
tion should  be  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  felt  quite  certain  that  the 
Solicitor  General  would  have  redeemed 
any  promise  he  might  have  given.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  was  not  entirely 
clear  as  to  what  passed  on  the  occasion 
referred  to,  as  he  had  not  an  opportunity 
of  consulting  Hansard  with  regard  to  it ; 
but  his  impression  was  that  he  then 
raised  the  general  question  as  to  whe- 
ther duty  should  or  should  not  be  pay- 
able in  all  cases  where  property  settled 
by  a  person  returned  to  that  person 
again.  His  argument  was  that  duty 
ought  not  to  be  paid  under  such  circum- 
stances. He  tried  to  enforce  his  argu- 
ment by  taking  the  case  of  property 
which  on  a  marriage  was  settled  by  the 
husband  on  the  wife,  and  possibly  also 
by  the  wife  on  the  husband,  and  which 
property  reveited  by  death  to  the  hus- 
band or  the  wife,  as  the  case  might  be  ; 
and  the  Solicitor  General,  agreeing  with 
the  point,  dealt  with  it  in  a  sub-section 
which  was  now  in  the  Bill.  He  couM 
not  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man made  a  promise  to  deal  with  every 
case  in  which  property  reverted  to  a 
person  under  disposition  made  by  him- 
self ;  but  he  would  like  to  point  oat  that 
precisely  the  same  argument  which 
justified  the  insertion  of  a  sub-section  in 
the  Bill  dealing  with  the  case  of  a  hus- 
band and  wife  justified  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  case  of  a  parent  and 
child,  and  was  entirely  opposed  to  the 
argument  of  the  Attorney  General   that 
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thej  should  Id  ibis  matter  adhere  to  the 
line  of  the  Probate  Doty,  and  should  not 
go  beyond  it. 

Mr.  JAAiES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet)  said  that,  in  eonnection  with  the 
alleged  promise  of  the  Solicitor  General, 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  thinking  that  incorrect 
extracts  from  the  Debates  should  not  be 
taken  as  sufficient  proof  of  the  promise. 
But  so  far  as  his  perusal  of  the  extracts 
from  Hansard  went,  they  certainly  bore 
out  what  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Thirsk  had  said,  though  he  had  no  doubt 
the  quotation  was  erroneous,  for  other- 
wise the  iSoIicitor  General  would  have 
acted  upon  it.  On  the  occasion  referred 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  drew  attention  to  what 
was  practically  the  same  point  that  was 
now  under  consideration,  but  said  he  did 
not  wish  to  press  his  Amendment  if  the 
Solicitor  General  would  give  him  an 
assurance  that  the  point  would  be  dealt 
with  in  some  other  way,  as  it  was  a 
point  that  should  not  be  left  in  doubt. 
Then  the  Solicitor  General  was  reported 
to  have  said — "  The  point  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  would  be  met  in 
Sub-section  3  of  Clause  6."  That  was 
obviously  a  mistake,  because  that  part  of 
the  Bill  did  not  deal  with  the  subject.  But 
he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Thirsk  had  made  a  good  point,  which 
was  that  the  Solicitor  General  was  mis- 
understood not  only  on  the  floor  of  the 
Hoase,  but  in  the  Reporters'  Gallery,  as 
having  intimated  that  the  point  would  be 
dealt  with. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  had  now 
read  the  report  in  Hansard.  He  was 
sore  that  anyone  who  read  it  and  under- 
stood the  legal  point  involved  would  see 
that  it  was  incorrect,  and  that  the  reporter 
had  of  his  own  sweet  will  put  down 
what  he  had  got  on  his  notes  and  left 
out  the  rest.     The  report  ran — 

'*  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach  said,  he  had  handed 
i  n  an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment  to  add  at 
the  end,  •  but  ezclasive  of  property  which  reverts 
to  any  person  under  disposition  made  by  him- 
self/ He  had  asked  the  Solicitor  General  a 
qoestion  as  to  the  effect  of  the  Bill  on  Marriage 
Settlements — where  property  through  the  death 
of  one  of  the  parties  to  the  marriage  settle- 
ment came  to  the  other  party.  He  had  nnder- 
Btood  the  hon.  and  learned  Qemtleman  to  say 
that  in  such  a  case  no  Estate  Duty  would  be 
payable.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in 
proof  of  that  had  referred  to  hier  Amendment  to 
Clanse  6.-    But  that  Amendment  had  no  infer- 


ence to  the  case  he  (Sir  M.  Hioks-Beach)  vm» 

now  putting.  He  did  not  wish  to  press  his 
Amendment  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
woul<I  give  him  an  as6urani.*e  that  the  point 
would  he  dealt  with  in  some  other  way.  It 
should  not  be  left  in  doubt/' 

He  (the  Solicitor  General)  was  then 
reported  to  have  said — 

"  The  point  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  would  certainly  1^  met  in  Sub-section  3  of 
Clause  0." 

He  could  not  have  said  that,  hecause 
Suh-section  3  of  Clause  6  had  no  con* 
neetion  with  the  point.  He  could 
only  say  that  if  he^-had  a  shadow  of 
douht  about  the  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Bristol,  he  would  have  done  what  he 
could  to  enforce  the  proposal  on  hi& 
colleagues.  But  all  they  could  promise 
at  the  time  was  that  they  would  give  the 
Amendment  consideration*  They  had 
done  so,  and  they  were  sorry  they  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  they  quite  accepted 
what  was  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  It  was  perfectly  clear  that  no 
promise  was  given  that  the  matter  should 
be  dealt  with  ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself  admitted  that  a 
promise  was  given  that  the  matter  should 
be  fully  considered,  and  he  stated  that' it 
bad  been  oonsidered.  But  unfortunately 
the  House  had  not  been  told  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  the  Government  to 
reject  the  Amendment*  No  one  would 
have  thought  from  the  perfunctory 
speech  of  the  lelirned  Attorney  Generai 
that  the  matter  had  been  carefully  con^ 
sidered,  because  in  that  speech  the  only 
objection  urged  against  the  Amendment 
was  that  it  ran  counter  to  the  genial 
principle  of  the  Bill.  But  that  objection 
must  have  been  known  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral when  the  promise  was  given  that  the 
point  would  be  carefully  considered. 
Pledges  had  been'  given  to  the  House 
that  the  matter  would  be  fully  considered .. 
The  House  was  entitled  to  have  the 
result  of  that  consideration  fully  stated  ; 
and  some  attempt  should  be  made  by  the* 
Government  to  convince  the  Opposition 
that  they  were  in  the  wrong.  The 
general  question  was  whether  in  the 
cases  referred  to  in  the  Amendment 
Estate  Duty  should  be  again  paid.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  moved  the 
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Ainendment  had  made  out  a  case  that  it 
«honld  not  be  paid,  and  nothing  that  had 
fallen  from  the  Government  Benches 
militated  in  the  slightest  degree  against 
that  case. 

Siu  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versitj)  pointed  out  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  St.  Pancras 
had  stated  to  the  House  that  when  he 
brought  forward  practically  the  same 
case  in  Committee,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  promised  that  he  would  deal 
with  the  matter  on  Report.  He  regretted 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
not  present  in  the  House.  Of  course, 
thej  could  not  expect  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  always  in  attendance, 
but  it  was  rather  unfortunate  that  he  was 
not  present  at  that  moment  to  explain 
the  promise  which  he  was  understood  to 
have  made  to  deal  with  this  question  on 
Report.  If  something  was  not  done  in 
the  matter  a  man  would  be  called  upon 
to  pay  Estate  Duty  on  what  was  really 
fats  own  property.  That  would  be  carry- 
ing the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
an  extraordinary  extreme,  and  one  that 
could  not  be  justified. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Reg^s)  said,  they  had  again  a  reappear- 
ance of  the  musty  old  argument  that  this 
Estate  Duty  was  the  analogue  of  the 
Probate  Duty.  It  was  nothing  of  the 
kind ;  and  whatever  the  Attorney  General 
might  say,  it  was  plain  from  Amendments 
put  down  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
-chequer  and  statements  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  over  and  over 
again  that  he  did  not  think  it  was  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  If  that  was  the  only 
Aerions  argument  against  the  Amend- 
meot  thto  there  was  no  argument  at  all 
Against  It. 


Question  put. 


( I 


The  House  divided  : — Ayes  177 ; 
Noes  223.— (Division  List,  No.  170.) 

Mb.  GRANT  LAWSON  said,  that 
dittce  the  last  discussion  he  had  been 
convinced  that  the  pledge  the  Solicitor 
General  had  given  did  not  refer  to  the 
subject  of  which  he  had  spoken. 

Ms.  BYRNE  moved,  in  page  4,  line  3, 
after  the  word  ''death/'  to  inaert  the 
words — 

^'  If,  upon  the  death  of  amy  pcreoD,  Estate 
Duty,  or  Hstate  Daty  and  Settlement  Estate 
Duty.jbecome  payable  tn-  respett  of  any  <6etUe(l 

Mr^  Goichen 


property^  tbs  CommlMioiien  may  allow  aooh 
duty  or  duties,  or  any  part  thevsoC,  to  be  paid 
(with  interest  at  three  per  cent,  from  the  time 
when  such  duty  or  duties  shall  become  due)  at 
such  time  or  times  during  the  eontinoaiioe  of 
the  lettlement  and  in  aucb  manner  as  they  ahall 
from  time  to  time  direct.** 

Everybody  who  had  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  administration  of  estates  knew 
that  occasionally  it  was  not  only  burden- 
sonie  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word, 
but  extraordinarily  burdensome  to  pay 
Death  Duty — when  the  money  had  to  be 
raised  at  exorbitant  rates  of  interest. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
enable  the  Commissioners,  if  they  thought 
a  proper  case  had  been  made  out  for  it,  to 
postpone  during  the  continuance  of  the 
settlement  the  payment  of  the  duty  for 
such  time  or  times  as  they  thought 
reasonable.  It  was  left  entirely  at  their 
discretion.  Members  must  be  familiar 
with  cases  where  the  necessity  for 
raising  money  to  pay  Death  Duties  had 
so  impoverished  the  beneficiary  that  he 
had  been  practically  without  income  for 
years.  The  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  could  tell  if  they  were  asked 
many  stories  of  the  hardships  involved 
through  making  it  obligatory  to  payduty 
at  a  certain  specified  time  or  times.  Under 
the  Amendment  when  payment  was  post- 
poned interest  would  be  charged,  so  that 
there  would  be  no  loss  to  the  Revenue. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
3,  after  the  word  '*  death,'*  to  insert  the 
words — 

**If,  upon  the  death  of  any  person,  Estate 
Duty,  or  Estate  Duty  and  Settlement  Estate 
Daty,  beoome  payable  in  respect  of  any  settled 

Sroperty,  the  Oommissionen  may  allow  «ieh 
uty  or  duties,  or  any  part  thereof,  to  be  paid 
(with  interest  at  three  per  cent,  from  the  time 
when  such  duty  or  duties  shall  hecome  due)  at 
such  time  or  times  during  the  continuance  of 
the  settlement  and  in  such  manner  as  thtj 
ahall  from  time  to  time  direct.**^ (J/r.  i9!yra#.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  insertCKl." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  Houae 
would  observe  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proposed  to  allow  a  discretion 
to  the  Commissioners  to  postpone  the 
payment  of  the  Estate  Duty  without 
giving  them  any  guide  as  to  the  cireiim- 
stances  under  which  they  ought  to 
exercise  that  discretion.  The  result 
would  be  that  they  would  he  bombarded 
with  applications  for  permtasion  to  post* 
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pone  pAvment.  The  him.  Gentleman 
had  forgotten  Clanse  8,  Sub-section  7, 
which  aeemed  qnite  adequate  for  the 
purpose  the  hon.  Member  had  in  his 
mind.     The  sub-section  said — 

"  Whore  the  Ck>mmt8sioner8  are  satisfied  that 
the  Estate  Duty  on  anj  property  cannot  be 
raised  at  onoe,  they  may  allow  payment  to  be 
postponed  for  such  period,  to  such  extent,  %pd 
on  payment  of  such  interest  not  exceeding  four 
l)er  cent.,  or  any  higher  interest  yielded  by  the 
property,  and  on  such  terms,  as  the  Commis- 
sioners think  fit." 

Theee  were  words  which,  if  his  memory 
served  him  right,  were  inserted  in  Com- 
mittee. He  was  afraid  the  Government 
could  not  go  further  in  the  way  of 
concession  than  thej  had  alreadj  gone. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  made  two 
objections  to  the  Amendment.  The  first 
was  not  a  very  serious  one.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  there  was  no 
guide  given  to  the  Commissioners — no 
rale  laid  down  for  them  to  follow. 
Surely  it  would  be  impossible  within  the 
limits  of  an  Amendment  to  lay  down 
rules  for  the  guidance'  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. The  difficulties  that  would 
beset  the  persons  who  would  have 
to  pay  these  duties  might  pro- 
ceed from  very  different  causes. 
Sub-section  7  of  Clause  8  did 
not  meet  the  point  the  Amendment 
was  framed  to  deal  with,  for  the  reason 
that  that  sub-section  made  it  a  condition 
that  the  Commissioners  should  be  satis- 
fied that  the  Estate  Duty  could  not  be 
raised.  That  was  not  the  position  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  took  up,  and 
that  was  not  the  precise  sort  of  difficulty 
the  hon.  Member  desired  to  meet.  No 
doubt,  in  many  cases,  it  would  be  possible 
to  raise  the  duty  at  the  moment,  but  only 
at  very  considerable  sacrifice  on  the  part 
of  the  unfortunate  owner  of  the  property. 
In  the  case  of  real  estate,  under  the  exist- 
ing great  agricultural  depression,  and  in 
view  of  the  burdens  that  were  already 
weighing  heavily  upon  land,  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  have  no  difficulty  in  believing 
that  in  order  to  pay  the  new  Death  Duty 
landowners  would  frequently  have  to 
resort  to  second  mortgages.  There  were 
circumstances  under  which  the  raising  of 
second  mortgages  would  be  almost  an 
impossibnity,  and,-  if  they  were  possible, 
only  to    be  effiscted  4t  gi*eat  expense^ 


Those  were  the  cases  the  hon.  and  leartied 
Member  wished  to  meet  by  his  Amend- 
ment. It  had  been  said  repeatedly  by 
the  Government  themselves  that  a  great 
deal  might  be  left  to  the  discretion  and 
common-sense  of  the  Commissioners  in 
the  administration  of  this  Act.  Un- 
doubtedly, however  perfect  they  might 
seek  to  make  the  measure,  a  great  deal 
would  depend  upon  the  way  the  Com- 
missioners  administered  it.  If  thej  were 
competent  to  deal  with  the  complicated 
and  difficult  questions  they  would  find 
submitted  to  their  decision  in  the  Bill, 
surely  they  would  be  competent  to  exer- 
cise a  discretion  in  the  matter  dealt  with 
in  the  Amendment.  All  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  desired  in  proposing  the 
Amendment,  and  all  hon.  Gentlemen  de- 
sired in  supporting  it,  was  that  there  were 
cases  of  special  difficulty,  and  money 
could  only  be  raised  by  casting 
on  unfortunate  owners  for  the  time 
being  an  unfair  burden.  The  law  should 
not  be  of  a  cast-iron  character.  They 
desired  that  the  Commissioners  should 
have  a  discretionary  power,  and  should 
be  able  not  to  remit,  but  to  postpone 
payment  until  such  a  time  as  there  might 
have  been  a  recovery  in  the  market  or 
an  improvement  in  local  circumstances 
which  would  enable  the  landowner  to 
pay.  There  were  cases  where  properties 
had  large  charges  on  them  which  were 
not  permanent  in  their  character,  but 
which  would  terminate  at  a  given 
period.  It  might  be  that  a  successor 
coming  in  would  find  it  almost  impossible, 
or  at  any  rate  very  difficult,  to  find  the 
duty  in  a  lump  sum  or  in  an  annual  pay- 
ment, and  still  there  might  be  a  prospect 
of  improvement  in  the  property  which 
would  enable  him  to  pay  the  money  in  a 
year  or  two.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposed  an  Amendment  to  meet 
these  particular  cases.  They  were  not 
likely  to  be  very  numerous.  He  did  not 
think  the  Government  themselves  would 
desire  to  infiict  hardship  on  the  poorer 
class  of  owners  of  property,  and  yet  they 
wonld  do  that  if  they  did  not  accept  this 
Amendment  or  something  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  that  in  throwing  over  the 
discretion  ol  the  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners and  suggeating  that  they 
could  not  be  relied  upon  unless  tbejy 
were  fettered  by  Claqse  8,  ifurely  the 
Government  bad  forgotten    Clause   12, 
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which  gave  the  Commi«sioaer8  ab- 
solutely uofettered  discretioD  in  far 
more  complioated  clrciimstaajRes  and 
sets  of  condltioDS.  Id  that  clause  there 
was  jao  restriction  on  their  power  at  all. 
Undoubtedlj  his  (Mr.  Bowles's)  belief 
was  that  this  Bill  would  not  work  at  all. 
It  would  destroy  a  uicely-balanced  and 
cleverly-adjusted  engine  of  taxation.  He 
hoped  be  might  prove  to  be  wrong,  but 
certainly  if  it  did  work  it  would  be  solely 
and  exclusively  by  virtue  of  the  powers 
given  to  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Bevenue,  and  largely  by  Clause  12,  which 
would  leave  their  discretion  unfettered. 
This  clause  left  the  discretion  unfettered, 
but  limited  the  period  of  time  during 
which  that  discretion  would  be  exer- 
cisable. The  duty  must  be  paid — early 
or  late — during  the  continuance  of  the 
strike,  and  that  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
most  reasonable  provision.  If  the 
Amendment  were  not  accepted,  it  would 
have  to  be  incorporated  in  the  Amending 
Act  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  cer- 
tainly have  to  bring  in  next  year  if  he 
still  occupied  his  present  position  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  It  would  be  found 
that  the  Commissioners  would  require  to 
have  this  power.  The  Amendment  was 
a  reasonable  one.  It  would  not  affect 
the  strong  box  of  the  Exchequer.  There 
would  not  be  a  halfpenny  lost  by  it ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  believed  that  a  great 
deal  of  extra  duty  would  be  got 
through  it. 

SiB  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he 
would  make  a  suggestion  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  had  moved  the 
Amendment.  After  what  the  Solicitor 
General  had  said  as  to  Sub-section  7  of 
Clause  8,  it  would  be  better  to  raise  the 
real  point  of  difference  on  that  sub-section 
rather  than  here.  That  sub-section  was 
in  one  respect  wider  than  the  proposal 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  as  it  applied  to  more 
than  settled  property — to  all  property. 
The  Solicitor  General  had,  very  properly, 
urged  that  the  discretion  of  the  Commis- 
sioiners  should  be  limited.  This  might 
be  done,  and  still  the  cases  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  might  be 
covered. 

Mb.  BYRNE  said,  he  would  follow 
the  course  indicated  by  hb  right  hon. 
Friend. 

Amendmenty  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mr*  tiribson  Bowie* 


MR.BBOimiCK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  the  Amendment  he  was  about  to 
move  was  not  upon  the  Paper,  but  the 
Solicitor  General  was  aware  of  its  pur- 
port. It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  in  Committee  on  the  7tb 
June,  at  the  time  the  pledge  was  given 
by  the  Solicitor  General  to  which  allu- 
sion had  l>een  made,  the  subject-matter  of 
tnis  Amendment  was  deferred  to  the 
Report  stage.  His  Amendment  dealt 
with  the  case  where  a  husband  settled 
upon  his  wife  a  sum  of  money  during  her 
life,  and  over  which  he  had  no  control. 
Money  was  often  settled  in  this  way  ta 
cases  of  what  was  known  as  *^'pin 
money.^*  It  would  be  a  hardship  that  ou 
the  death  of  the  wife  to  whom  the  money 
had  been  given — it  might  be  under 
marriage  settlement — the  husband  should 
have  to  pay  Estate  Duty  on  receiving 
back  his  own  money.  This  Amendment 
was  different  to  all  the  other  proposals 
made  in  the  course  of  the  discussions  on 
the  Bill.  It  could  not  he  said,  as  wai< 
argued  in  the  case  of  the  last  Amend- 
ment but  one,  that  this  was  a  disposition 
in  place  of  a  disposition  by  will.  Nor 
could  it  be  settled  by  the  favourite 
analogy  of  the  Probate  Duty,  be- 
cause in  a  case  of  this  kind  no 
Probate  Duty  would  be  payable.  If 
the  Estate  Duty  was  on  the  analogy  of 
the  Probate  Duty,  this  particular  case 
ought  to  be  exempted.  He  had  adopted 
in  his  Amendment  language  which  would 
absolutely  avoid  all  collusion  between 
husbaiul  and  wife  at  the  expense  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  words  he  proposed 
were  these  : — 

*•  If  nny  proi>erty  settled  "by  a  husbfiDd  upon 
a  wif«  vthere  posseMion  and  etijojineot  of  the 
property  was  ho»d  ^0da  aMumod  bj  the  wi/c 
immediately  upon  the  execution  of  the  gettl**- 
ment,  and  thenceforward  retaine<l  to  the  entire 
exclusion  of  the  husband  or  of  any  ben<?fit  to 
hfim  by  oontract  or  otherwise^  reverts  on  the 
death  of  the  wife  (whether  by  operation  of  law 
or  other wiae)  to  the  settlor.  Estate  Duty  shall 
not  be  payable  on  such  death  in  respect  of 
such  property." 

It  was  obvious  that  the  AmendmeDt 
would  not  operate  unless  the  husband 
was  free  from  control  of  the  property^ 
and  from  any  contract  which  would 
enable  hjm  fraudulently  to  evade  duty, 
nor  would  there  be  any  power  oa  his  part 
to  obtain  custody  of  the  funds  pendiog 
the  death  of  the  wife.  For  these  reasons 
be  thought  the  Attorney  Ceoeral  would 
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do  well  to  favourably  consider  the 
Amendment.  It  was  entirely  in  keeping 
with  the  principle  which  had  been  laid 
down  on  several  occasions.  It  would  be 
politic  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
make  a  concession  in  this  case  of  the 
husband  and  wife,  for  there  was  the 
atrongest  possible  feeling  out  of  doors  as 
to  the  injustice  of  the  policy  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  in  relation  to  husband 
and  wife.  He  felt  sure  that  when  the 
Amending  Act,  of  which  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn  had  spoken,  was 
brought  in,  the  relations  between  husband 
and  wife  would  be  one  of  the  grounds  on 
which  it  would  be  proposed.  This  was 
a  point  which,  apparently,  appealed  to 
«vervone  but  the  Law  Advisers  of  the 
Crown. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
3,  after  the  word  "  death,''  to  insert  the 
irords — 

''If  any  property  settled  by  a  husband  upon 
a  wife  where  poasesfiion  and  enjoyment  of  the 
property  was  bo^nd  fide  assumed  by  the  wife 
immediately  upon  the  execution  of  the  settle- 
ment, and  thenceforward  retained  to  the  entire 
exclusion  of  the  husband  or  of  any  benefit  to 
him  by  contract  or  otherwise,  reverts  on  the 
death  of  the  wife  (whether  by  operation  of  law 
or  otherwise)  to  the  settlor,  Estate  Duty  shall 
not  be  paj'able  on  such  death  in  respect  of  such 
property.'* — (J!/r.  Brodrirk,') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  J.  BIGtBY  was  understood  to  say, 
the  Government  had  refused  to  accept  a 
similar  Amendment  as  to  money  settled 
on  children,  and  it  would  not  be  logical 
to  accept  a  proposal  as  to  money  settled 
ou  the  wife.  They  were  now  asked  to 
opea  up  once  more  the  question  as 
between  husband  and  wife.  Personally, 
he  shottld  be  glad  to  do  anything  that 
could  be  done,  but  the  question  was 
purely  one  of  finance,  from  which  senti- 
ment was  shut  out. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  would  call 
attention  to  what  happened  on  the  7th 
June  on  an  Amendment  moved  in  Com- 
mittee by  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Pancras  (Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton)  on  the  7th 
June.  The  Amendment  was  to  exempt 
property  which  would  have  been  free 
from  Succession  Duty  under  the  12th 
aeetion  of  "  The  Succession  Duty  Act, 
185&."  The  hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir 
It.  Webster)  said  on  that  oocasion — 

VOL,  XXVI.  [fourth  series.] 


"  This  was  not  really  Death  Duty.  Take  the 
case  of  a  father  in  his  lifetime  makiog  a  settle- 
ment upon  a  son  for  life  of  bo  much  money ; 
the  son  died,  and  the  property  came  back  to  the 
father.  There  had  been  no  instance  there  of 
Death  Duty  ordinarily  leviable,  and  it  had 
never  been  treated  as  succession/' 

That  was  analogous  to  the  case  under 
consideration.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  understood  to  say — 

**  Lord  Stowell,  with  the  object  of  avoiding 
Death  Duties,  made  a  settlement  on  his  son. 
The  son  died  intestate,  and  the  father  was  hi^ 
heir.  The  same  property  thus  paid  Death  Duty 
on  the  death  of  the  son  and  aguin  on  the  death 
of  the  father.  The  Amendment  could  not  be 
accepted  at  once ;  but,  if  the  matter  ^^re 
allowe<l  to  stand  over,  it  should  be  carefully 
considered. 

The  hou.  Member  for  St.  Pancras  then 
said — 

"  On  this  assurance  he  was  willing  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  reserving  to  himself  the 
right  to  again  bring  forward  the  question  on 
the  Report  stage  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  an  adverse  view  of  it." 

In  face  of  this,  he  (Mr.  Byrne)  should 
like  to  ask  if  this  matter  had  been  con- 
sidered since,  and  if  the  Government  had 
come  deliberately  to  the  conclusion,  after 
what  took  place  before,  that  this  was  not 
one  of  the  cases  which  ought  to  be 
exempted  exactly  as  it  was  exempted 
from  Succession  Duty  ?  Apart  from  pre- 
cedent or  anything  which  bad  been  said 
before,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
there  were  some  cases  which  appealed  to 
one's  ordinary  sense  of  justice,  and  these 
were  amongst  them.  The  State  had  no 
right  to  expect  more  than  the  duty  on 
one  life.  Ordinarily  the  lives  of  hus- 
band and  wife  would  be  regarded  as  one. 
They  would  be  approximately  of  the 
same  age.  There  were  exceptions,  no 
doubt ;  but  on  an  average  they  would  be 
of  the  same  age,  and  if  the  Government 
got  one  duty  it  was  all  it  had  a  right  to 
expect. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  he  had  thought  that 
the  Solicitor  General  would  reply  to  the 
appeal  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
This  appeared  to  be  another  of  those 
cases  in  which  the  Government,  to  get 
out  of  an  awkward  position,  promised  in 
Committee  to  favourably  consider  the 
matter  if  the  hon.  Member  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  He  should  like 
to  be  informed  whether  they  had  con- 
sidered the  questiou  at  all,  and,  if  so, 
upon  what  grounds  they  had  come  to  an 
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unfavourable  Qouclusion  with  regard  to 
accepting  the  Amendment  ?  The  Attorney 
Oeneral  had  just  told  them  that  it  was  a 
question  to  be  determined  solely  upon 
the  principles  of  finance,  and  that,  as  the 
Amendment  would  cause  a  heavy  loss  to 
fall  on  the  JRevejQue,  it  could  not  be 
acoepted.  Had  tbe  Inland  Revenue  made 
an  estimate  of  the  loss  that  would  occur 
if  this  Amendment  were  accepted  ?  That 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  legitimate  comment 
on  the  speech  of  the  Attorney  General. 
He  would  ask  the  Attorney  General  if 
he  had  the  slightest  idea  of  what  differ- 
ence it  would  really  make  to  the  Re- 
venue ?  When  the  estimate  of  the  gain 
by  the  change  in  the  Death  Duties  was 
drawn  up  did  the  Inland  Re- 
venue take  note  of  the  gain 
which  would  accrue  in  the  particular 
case  dealt  with  in  the  Amendment  ?  If 
the  injustice  and  inequity  of  the  Bill 
were  removed  in  the  method  proposed, 
the  effect  on  the  general  finance  of  the 
scheme  would  be  but  small.  This  was  a 
case  where  the  hardship  would  be  real  if 
the  Bill  were  unamended,  but  in  which 
hardship  could  be  avoided  without  loss 
to  the  Revenue.  He  must  repeat  his 
protest  in  regard  to  the  finance  of  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  and  Learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  said  that  the 
Amendment  would  interfere  with  finance, 
but  the  House  had  never  been  told  what 
was  the  real  finance  of  the  Bill.  All 
they  were  told  was  that  there  was  to  be 
a.  million  received  during  the  present 
year,  and  that  the  receipts  another  year 
would  probably  be  three  or  four  millions 
-— fometimes  it  was  three,  sometimes 
four.  There  seemed  to  be  great  uncer- 
tainty in  the  matter,  therefore,  to  tell 
them  seriously  that  an  Amendment  of 
this  kind  should  be  resisted,  because  it 
would  interfere  with  the  finance  of  the 
Bill,  was  going  too  far.  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  know  to  a  million  what 
next  yearns  finance  would  be.  The  House 
could  not  shut  its  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the 
Government  wanted  to  get  as  much 
money  as  it  could  through  the  Death 
Duties,  but  were  ignorant  of,  and  could 
form  no  estimate  as  to  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  this  or  that  clause.  They 
could  not  if  they  would  form  anything 
like  a  reliable  estimate  of  the  amount  of 
revenuQ  which  would  be  secured  under 
the  Bill.  They  should,  therefore,  be 
ready  to  meet,  he  would  not  say  hard 
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cases,  but  hard  classes  of  cases,  seeing 
that  they  did  not  know  how  much 
money  they  would  want  or  what  the 
financial  result  of  the  Bill  would  be. 
The  finances  of  this  country  were 
not  in  such  a  position  that  tlie 
Government  were  entitled  to  refuse 
equitable  demands.  No  doubt  under  a 
certain  condition  of  things  it  was  impera- 
tive for  the  welfare  of  the  country  that 
the  Revenue  should  extract  every  penny 
that  it  could  from  the  taxpayersf  but  that 
was  not  the  case  now,  and  he  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  Amendment  should  be 
accepted. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  it  was  stated 
that  a  promise  had  been  given  that  this^ 
subject  should  be  considered,  and  he  wa» 
asked  if  there  had  been  any  special 
estimate  made  of  the  diminution  in  the 
Revenue  which  this  Amendment  would 
bring  about.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  never  been  charged  with  the 
duties  of  law  officer  of  the  Crown,  or  he 
would  have  known  that  a  law  officer  bad 
plenty  to  do  without  attempting  to  inform 
himself  as  to  the  financial  condition  of  the 
country.  He  had,  he  thought,  himself 
promised  that  this  matter  should  be 
considered.  He  had  brought  it  to  the 
notice  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  had  also  taken  the  opinion  of  thoee 
best  able  to  advise  the  Government,  and 
he  might  say  that  the  reasons  that  bad 
compelled  them  to  refuse  this  and 
similar  Amendments  were  many,  and  of 
a  substantial  character.  He,  howeverY 
could  state  that  he  had  been  told  by  a 
vetj  competent  authority  that  he  bail 
bome  to  the  conclusion  that  if  tbk  claaa 
of  Amendment  had  been  accepted  by  them 
the  Revenue  would  have  lost  fully 
£3,000,000  a  year,  and  every  one  of 
these  Amendments,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
had  been  supported  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  If  an  exemption  were  once 
granted  in  favour  of  one  hardly-treated 
class  of  individuals,  then  where  would 
these  remissions  cease  ?  No  doubt  there 
were  many  hard  cases.  The  case  of  a 
widow  who  had  been  left  £1^200  or 
£1,300,  with  seven  or  eight  children,  wan 
a  hard  one  when  she  was  called  upon  to 
pay  duty— 1-much  harder  than  the  case  of 
a  man  with :  £60,000  wjho  had  to  pay 
duty  on  his  late  wife*s  £1,000  a  year 
pin  money  passing  to  him.  With  eyery 
desire  to  sympathise  with  hard  ceaea,  be 
could,  not  help  pointing  out    that  the 
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AfmeDdmeiit  was  not  restricted  to  people 
of  small  meaDs.  No  doubt  it  would  odIj 
affect  a  small  amount  in  the  aggregate, 
but  the  Government  felt  baund  to  oppose 
it  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated. 

Mr.    a.    J.    BALFOUR    said,    he 
had   listened    with    great   astonishment 
to  the    speech  of  the  hon.    and  learned 
Grentleman  the  Solicitor  Greneral,  which 
astonishment    was     not    at    all    dimi- 
nished   by    the    comparison     he    made 
between    that   speech    and    the   speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  colleague,  who 
opposed   the  Amendment  earlier  in  the 
Debate.      When   the   Attorney  General 
was  arguing  the  case  he  put  it  exclu- 
sively   upon    the    financial    loss  to  the 
country    that    would    ensue    upon    the 
acceptance   of   the  Amendment.      Then 
the  Solicitor  General  got  up  and  said  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  could  not  look 
into  the  question  of  finance.     They  had 
too  much  to  do  to  look  into  these  ques- 
tions of  statistics.      Had   the  Attorney 
General   less   to  do   than   the   Solicitor 
General  ?     If  not,  how  came  it  that  the 
Attorney  General  had   time  to   inquire 
into  the  matter,  and  to  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion that  these  cases,  although  rare, 
would  involve  a  loss  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  which   that  unfortunate 
pauper  could   ill   sustain?      He   passed 
from  that  to  the  detailed  argument  of  the 
Solicitor  General.     The  hon.' and  learned 
Gentleman  had  been  asked  whether,  in 
accordance  with  the  promise  made  on  the 
previous   stage  of  the  discussions,  the 
Government  had   favourably  considered 
the   Amendment.     The  reply  was   that 
the  Amendment    had   been  considered, 
but  that  the  Gtivernment  had  been  driven 
CO  the   conclusion  that  it  was  not  one 
they  could  accept.     He  could  not  help 
picturing  to  himself  the  council  of  war 
when   the  Law  Officers,  who  confessed 
that    they   had    no    time  to  attend   to 
financial     questions,     were     discussing 
the  principle  of  the  present  Amendment. 
The  financial  authorities  had  considered 
this  Amendment  as  one  of  a  series  which, 
if  they  were  all  carried,  would  cost  the 
Exchequer  £3,000,000  of  money,  and  in 
addition  to  that  there  were  certain  cases  of 
poverty  which  might  easily  be  imagined, 
and  which  would  mote  hearts  the  most 
stonV)  but  which  would  not  be  relieved 
by  this  Amendment,  and  perhaps  could 
not  be  relieved   by  any  otiier  Amend- 
ment.   !■  thcfie  circamstatices,  it  bad 


been  argued  that  this  Amendment  must 
be  rejected.    Was  ever  such  an  argument 
laid    before   the   House  before  ?      The 
House  had  to  consider  these  Amendments 
on  their  merits  and  not  as  foiling  part 
of  a  series.     If  the  House  accepted  this 
Amendment,  was  it  thereby  driven  by  the 
logic  which  the  Attorney  General  had 
discarded  to  accept  that  other  series  of 
Amendments  which  in  their  cumulative 
effect  would  have  a  disastrous  consequence 
to  the  Exchequer  ?  No.  This  Amendment 
was  one  which  the  House  could  accept 
without    taking    account   of    the   other 
Amendments  proposed  dealing  with  the 
succession  of  children  and  other  analogous 
cases.     Would  anyone  deny  that  the  case 
of  husband  and  wife  was  one  which  was 
marked  off  and  divided  from  every  other 
case  of    succession  ?      Would    anybody 
maintain  for  one  moment  that  it  stood  m 
the  same  category  ?   It  did  not,  and  no 
one  had  ever  argued  that  it  did.     Waif 
there  a  case  more  obvious  in  its  justice 
than  this  ?     When  a  man  gave  his  whole 
property  to   his  wife,  whose  whole   in- 
terests were  bound  up  with  his  more  inti- 
mately than  that  of  any  other  relation- 
ship, even  more  than  in  the  relationship 
of  father  and  son,  was  it  too  much  to 
ask  that  when  the  man  received  back  his 
own  property  by  the  death  of  his  wife 
he  should  not  be  asked  to  pay  Estate 
'  Duty   upon  it  ?     The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor   General  had   adverted  to  the 
case  of  a  poor  widow  left  with  a  com- 
paratively small  fortune  and  a  very  large 
family.     The  case  of  poor  widows  left 
with  large  families  was  undoubtedly  a 
serious   one,  but  it  was  not  a  hardship 
which  could  be  remedied  under  the  Bill. 
But  simply  because  they  would  not  under 
the  Bill  extend  eleemosynary  aid  to  cer- 
tain embarrassed   persons  were  they  to 
refute  equity  and  justice  in  a  case  like 
that  raised    by   the  Amendment   under 
Debate  ?     He  would  simply  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  absolutely  no  argument  had 
been  advanced  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen    opposite    dealing   with   the 
merits  of  this  Amendment.     He  trusted 
the  House  would  vote  on  this  Amend-* 
ment  on  its  merits. 

•Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.) 
said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Walthamstow  had  put  a  very  modest 
case  before  the  House,  because  he  had 
cited  the  case  of  a  man  who  only  had 
one   wife   in   bis  lifetime.    But  it  was 
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quite  posHible  that  a  raau  might  marry 
three  or  four  times  and  settle  property 
OQ  each  of  his  successive  wives.  Sup- 
posing the  first  wife  had  property  apart 
from  her  husband,  it  would  be  aggregated 
with  the  sum  which  had  been  settled^ 
and  the  husband  might  be  called  upon  to 
pay  a  duty  of  8  per  cent.  The  second 
wife  might  be  in  exactly  the  same  posi- 
tion, and  in  that  way  the  husband  might 
go  on  paying  ad  in/imtum  until  he  him- 
self died,  and  then  it  might  be  found  that 
all  the  property  settled  on  his  wives  had 
l>een  paid  to  this  greedy  Government  and 
the  officials  at  Somerset  House  in  Estate 
Duty, 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  confessed  that  the  case  cited  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Salford  did  not  enlist  his  sympathy, 
because  if  a  man  chose  to  marry  half-a- 
dozen  wives  in  succession  it  was  only 
fair,  especially  if  they  were  all  million- 
aires, that  he  should  pay  half-a-dozen 
duties.  But  his  object  in  rising  was  to 
draw  attention  to  the  statement  of  the 
Solicitor  General  that  the  Government 
had  favoiu'ably  considered  and  accepted 
80  per  cent,  of  the  Amendments  moved 
from  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
If  that  were  true,  it  at  once,  in  bis 
opinion,  disposed  of  the  charge  of  obstruc- 
tion levelled  against  the  Opposition,  espe- 
cially if  it  were  remembered  in  addition 
that  the  Government  still  had  on  the 
Paper  five  pages  of  their  own  Amend- 
ments. Since,  however,  the  Government 
had  entirely  disregarded  all  rules  of  logic 
in  the  Bill  and  in  their  Amendments,  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  his  sympathies 
were  with  the  Government  on  this  point, 
though  he  did  not  think  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  realised  how  mauy 
leaks  bad  been  opened  up  in  the  Bill,  and 
what  an  enormous  amount  of  rateable 
property  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
^iven  up.  It  would  be  his  duty  to  do 
his  best  to  indicate  those  leaks  and  omis- 
sions on  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
by  which  time  the  Government  would 
have  drawn  the  noose  tight  enough  for 
themselves.  If  a  man  chose  to  divest 
himself  of  his  property  in  order  that  his 
wife  might  spend  i|  aa  '^  pin  money ,^*  it 
was  only  fair  that  when  the  wife  died, 
looking  to  the  vast  necessities  of  au 
almost  pauper  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, the  husband  should  be  called  upon 
to  pay  the  duty  on  the  re-transmisaion  el 
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the  property.  The  husband  ought,  in 
his  opinion,  to  have  given  hh  wife  an 
allowance  and  should  not  have  made  a 
settlement  upon  her.  Therefore,  he  was 
reluctantly  compelled  to  differ  from  the 
hon.  Members  around,  not.  on  the  grotmd 
of  logic,  but  on  the  ground  that  the 
necessities  of  the  Exchequer  justified  the 
Government  in  resisting  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Aves  179  ; 
Noes  228.— (Division  List,  No'.  171.) 

Mb.  BYRNE  then  moved,  after  the 
word  "  paying  "  in  the  next  line  (line  4, 
Clause  o),  to  insert  *^any  duty  payable 
under  this  Act.'^  He  was  not  quite 
certain,  after  the  learned  Solicitor 
GeneraPs  explanation,  whether  it  was 
intended  that  the  Settlement  Estate  Duty 
should  stand,  or  who  the  person  was 
by  whom  it  was  intended  the  further 
Estate  Duty  was  to  be  payable.  He  had 
failed  to  understand  whether  any  reduc- 
tion was  to  be  made  in  respect  of  further 
Estate,  or  Settlement  Estate  Duty. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  4, 
after  the  word  "  paying,"  to  leave  out  to 
the  word  "  upon,"  in  line  5,  and  insert 
the  words  ''  any  duty  payable  under  this 
Act." — (Mr,  Byrne,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  ad  valorem 
stamp  was  not  only  in  reference  to  what 
might  be  called  the  further  Estate  Duty 
or  settlement  Estate  Duty,  but  also  upon 
the  ordinary  Estate  Duty.  That  was 
the  purpose  and  intention  of  the  wonlii 
objected  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  There  was  no  reason  for 
deducting  the  ad  valorem  Stamp  Duty 
from  the  amount  of  the  duty  chargeable^ 
as  in  the  ca^e  of  all  other  property. 

Miu  BUTCHER  (York)  could  not 
understand  on  what  principle  the  Govern- 
ment refused  to  make  a  dedaction  of  the 
ad  valorem  Stamp  Duty.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  bad  forgotten 
that  there  was  a  large  dasj  of  cases 
where  the  further  Estate  Duty  would  not 
be  payable  when  he  said  it  would  be 
deducted  when  there  waa  the  liability. 
For  instance,  if  a  man  had  settled  his 
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property  npon  his  wife  for  lif6  and  then 
upon  his  children  no  settlement  Estate 
Duty  would  he  payable.  In  a  case  of 
that  kind  there  was  no  conceivable  reason 
why  the  ad  valorem  Stamp  Duty  should 
not  be  deducted.  When  this  question 
was  discussed  in  Committee  he  was  under 
the  impresBion  that  this  deduction  was  to 
be  made  in  all  cases,  and  he  had  heard  no 
reason  brought  forward  why  it  should  be 
payable. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Od  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  4,  line  4,  leave  out  "  further,"  and 
insert  ^*  settlement.*' 

Page  4,  Hue  7,  after  "  settlement,"  add 
"  in  respect  of  that  property." 

Mr.  R.  T.  R£ID  moved  to  add  a 
clause  after  line  7  in  reference  to  estates 
settled  by  Act  of  Parliament  or  Royal 
Grant.  He  said  there  were  a  few  estates 
in  this  country  which  had  been  so  settled, 
either  by  Act  of  Parliament  or  Royal 
Grant,  that  the  persons  successively  in 
in  possession  were  not  competent  to  dis- 
pose of  them  within  the  meaning  of  this 
Act.  Consequently,  unless  some  such 
clause  as  this  were  inserted,  there  might 
be  ground  for  saying  that  these  estates 
should  escape  payment  of  the  duty,  or 
that  one  payment  should  free  them  for 
ever  from  the  Estate  Duty,  which,  of 
course,  was  not  the  intention. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  7, 
after  the  word  ^'  settlement,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  Where  any  lamis  or  chattels  are  80  fiettled, 
whether  by  Act  of  Parliament  or  Royal  Graot, 
that  Done  of  the  persons  successively  in  posses- 
sion thereof  are  capable  of  alienating  the  same, 
whether  his  interest  is  in  law  a  tc^nancy  for 
life  or  a  tenancy  in  tail,  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  with  respect  to  settled  property  shall  not 
apply,  and  the  proi>erty  passing  on  the  death  of 
any  person  in  possessionof  the  lands  and  chattels 
shall  be  the  interest  in  the  land  and  chattels  of 
his  saoceasor,  and  sach  interest  shall  be  valued, 
for  the  purpose  of  Estate  Duty,  in  like  manner 
as  for  the  purpose  of  Hucccpsion  Duty.'' — (J/r. 
R.  T,  ICt'uI.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  the  learned  Solicitor  General's  ex- 
planation had  rendered  further  informa- 
tion necessary  as  to  how  the  interest  of 


the  successor  was  to  be  calculated — was 
it  on  his  life  interest  or  on  the  principal 
value  ?  It  was  desirable  that  the  House 
should  be  afforded  some  information  as 
to  the  scheme  upon  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  proposed  the  tax  should  be 
levied.  What  was  the  intention,  for 
instance,  in  the  case  of  money  left  for 
the  Public  Service  ?  Unless  some  ex- 
planation were  given  hon.  Members  wonld 
not  understand  where  they  were. 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  said,  in  dealing  with 
the  estates  in  question  the  Government 
had  fallen  back  upon  the  Succession 
Duty  Act,  and  each  successive  interest 
would  be  calculated  upon  the  present 
rule,  unaltered  by  this  Act ;  in  other 
words,,  it  would  be  calculated  in  the  same 
manner  as  Succession  Duty. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  asked  whether  it 
would  be  aggregated  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Certainly. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  pointed  out 
that  this  was  clearly  a  case  in  which,  con- 
trary to  all  the  protestations  of  the  Go- 
vernment, duty  was  to  be  charged  on  the 
interest  of  the  successor,  the  beneficiary, 
and  not  otherwise.  In  dealing  with  these 
hard  cases  thev  had  had  to  fail  back  on 
thatdespised  Statute,.the  Succession  Duty 
Act.  With  these  hard  cases  away  went 
the  analogue  of  the  Probate  Duty.  Here 
was  a  case  which  the  Government  found 
themselves  unable  to  deal  with  under 
the  present  Bill.  He  appealed  to  the 
Attorney  General  and  Solicitor  General 
whether,  if  the  sub-section  was  to  apply 
to  perpetual  settlements  or  perpetual 
pensions,  it  ought  not,  when  the  same 
state  of  circumstances  arose,  to  apply  to 
all  settlements,  and,  therefore,  he  moved 
to  add  after  "  Royal  Grant,"  "  or  other- 
wise." The  same  course  should  be  fol- 
lowed where  the  circumstances  justified 
it,  irrespective  of  origin,  whether  the 
grant  originated  from  Charles  II.  or  any 
other  Royal  Sovereign  who  lavished 
grants,  or  whether  it  enianated  from 
Parliament  for  public  services  such  as 
the  victory  of  Trafalgar.  Whatever  the 
circnmstjinces  under  which  the  grant 
existed,  the  Government  must  fall 
back  upon  the  Succession  Duty  Act* 
He  anticipated  that  the  Attorney  General 
felt  as  he  did  upon  this  matter,  and  that 
he  Avonld  accept  the  Amendment  which 
he  proposed — that  in  line  2,  after  the 
word  "  Royal  grants,"  the  words  "  or 
otherwise  "  should  be  inserted. 
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Amendmept  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  2,  after  the  word 
'*  fC^nt,**  to  insert  the  words  "  or  other- 
wise."— {Mr  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'or  otherwise'  be  there  inserted." 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  if  there 
were  anj  other  possible  cases  which 
oonld  be  brought  within  the  rule  under 
similar  oircumfftances  of  Parliamentary 
sanction  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
such  cases  coming  under  it.  But  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  mentioned  any 
such  caset,  and  he  did  not  know  how 
they  could  arise  except  under  similarly 
special  circumstances. 

Question  put,  and  negatived.   ' 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  this  Amend- 
ment raised  a  question  of  considerable 
importance.  The  Holicitor  General  had 
stated  that  the  reason  for  introducing 
this  clanse  was  that  the  property  referred 
to  could  not  be  sold  or  alienated  ;  there- 
fore, the  Government  inserted  a  clause 
to  get  the  money  in  some  other  way. 
They  had,  therefore,  got  the  fact  that  it 
was  clear  to  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  in  the  majority  of  cases  the 
Estate  Duty  would  have  to  be  raised  by 
the  sale  of  the  estate.  What  had  hap- 
pened was  that  the  Government  had 
brought  in  this  Bill,  and  carried  it 
through  to  the  present  point,  and  then 
had  found  out  that  there  were  some 
estates  which  were  unsaleable.  Conse- 
quently, they  wanted  to  get  the  money 
by  some  other  process. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  cases  under 
consideration  were  of  a  special  character. 
If  the  estates  were  not  alienable  no 
person  was  competent  to  dispose  of  them. 
They  were  so  settled  that  no  person 
could  ever  be  competent  to  dispose  of 
them,  and .  only  one  Estate  Duty  could 
be  got  out  of  them.  The  estates  were 
perpetual  settlements,  which  were  very 
different  from  onlinary  settlements. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  the  fact  was 
that  these  estates  being  perpetually 
settlea  there  would  be  no  practical  possi- 
bility of  rai.<<ing  the  money  to  pay  the 
Estate  Duty,  and  consequently  the  Go- 
vernment said,  ''  We  shall  lose  our  duties 
on  these  estates  unless  we  find  some 
other  means  of  raising  the  money."  They 
had  been  argning  that  for  the  last  three 


weeksy  ajid  saying  that  such  moat  be  the 
resalt  of  the  measure.  He  was  not 
going  to  say  whether  it  was  a  good  or  a 
bad  thing  that  estates  should  be  sold  in 
order  to  pay  the  duty,  but  they  had,  at 
all  events,  got  an  admission  out  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  soppoeed  that 
at  present  Succession  Duty  was  payable 
in  respect  of  persons  succeeding  to  an 
estate.  He  saw  no  negative  movement  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, and  he  took  It  that  the  interests  of  the 
successors  were  now  subject  to  payment  of 
Succession  Duty.  The  Government  said 
by  their  Bill  that  they  could  not  impose 
Estate  Duty  on  estates  of  this  kind,  but 
they  did  propose  to  more  than  double  the 
Estate  Duty  at  present  payable.  So  that 
they  must  bear  in  mind  that  if  this  clause 
was  passed  a  person  who  had  a  limited 
interest  might  have  to  pay  Sncoeesion 
Duty  where  no  Estate  Duty  could  be 
charged  upon  the  corpus  of  the  property, 
at  a  rate  of  double  the  Succession 
Duty  now  payable.  That  had  all  to 
come  out  of  the  limited  interest  which 
was  alienable.  That  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  most  unfair  proposition.  The 
clause  would  bear  very  heavily  and  un- 
fairly on  those  successors  to  the  descrip- 
tion of  interests  or  property  referred  to 
who  had  no  independent  means  of  pay- 
ing the  heavy  duty  to  be  imposed. 

Colonel    KENYON  -  SLANEY 

(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  they  had 
heard  time  after  time  in  the  course  of  this 
Debate  that  if  an  estate  should  be  so 
situated  that  it  could  not  pay  Succession 
Duty  the  Government  could  come  down 
upon  the  estate  itself.  Assuming  that 
Estate  Duty  was  demanded,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  steps  would  be  taken  by 
the  Government  in  order  to  get  the 
money.  He  appealed  to  some  Member  of 
the  Government  to  enlighten  him  and 
other  laymen  on  the  question  before  the 
House.  Was  he  to  understand  that  when 
a  nmn  was  so  situated  that  he  conld  not 
pay  the  duty  the  Government  in  the  last 
resort  were  to  come  down  upon  him  and 
compel  him  to  sell  his  estate  ?  The  Gro- 
vernment,  it  seemed  to  him,  had  got  the 
whole  matter  into  a  hopeless  muddle,  and 
it  was  impossible  for  a  layman  to  under- 
stand how  matters  stood. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  under- 
stood  the,  observations  of  the  Attorney 
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"  Oeneral  as  to  the  reasons  why  thk  pro- 
cedure   should    be    taken  when    Estate 

*  'Dtfty  coald  not  be  levied  in  the  ordinary 
waj,  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

'  said  nothing  about  aggregation  or  gradua- 
tion. At  present  he  did  not  see  how  that 
system  could  be  applied  to  this  clause. 
Was    he    to    understand    that    the   life 

'  interest  of  the  successor  was  to  be  valued 

'  under  the  Succession  Act,  and  then 
aggregated  to  the  property  of  the  person 
who  had  just  died  ?  Ho  should  really 
like  to  have  some  simple  statement  made 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  carry  out  the  clause. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  said,  he  did 
not  see  any  hardship  or  difficnlty  in  the 
proposal  submitted  by  the  Solicitor 
General.  He  understood  that  the  duty 
was  not  to  be  charged  upon  the  capital 
value  on  an  estate  but  upon  the  income. 
If  there  was  no  income  there  would  be 
no  duty  payable,  but  if  there  was  an  in- 
come the  owner  had  eight  years  in  which 
to  pay  it.  It  was  perfectly  reasonable 
that  the  tax  should  be  paid  upon  an  in- 
come accruing  from  an  estate  the  pos- 
sessor could  not  sell,  but  which  was  as 
much  the  property  of  the  successor  as  the 
corpus  of  property  which  might  have 
been  left  him  by  will. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  everything 
that  passed  was  aggregated  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Estate  Duty. 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  for 
the  purposes  of  aggregation  the  value  of 
these  lands  and  chattels  would  be 
reckoned  oa  the  principle  of  the  Suc- 
cession Duty,  which  be  presumed  was 
the  principle  under  which  the  Succession 
Duty  was  dealt  with  under  the  existing 
Act.  There  was  one  verbal  criticism  which 
had  occurred  to  some  of  them.  He  thought 
it  desirable  that  the  clause  should  be 
«o  worded  that  it  could  be  interpreted  by 
the  ordinary  lay  mind.  The  words  **  in- 
terest in  lauds  and  chattels  to  his  suc- 
cessor "  obviously  meant  the  iuterest  of 
his  successor  in  lands  and  chattels.  He 
would  move  after  the  word  "interest" 
to  insert  "  of  his  successor.'* 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  "  interest," 
to  insert  the  words  "  of  his  successor." — 
{^Mr.  J,  Lowlher,) 

•  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

*  of  his  successor '  be  there  inserted." 


.  Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  be  agreed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  alteration 
was  obviously  desirable. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CoLOKCL  BRIDGEMAN  asked  that 
an  answer  should  be  given  to  the  ques- 
tion put  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Shropshire. 

Sib  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  was  always 
ready  to  gratify  any  hon.  Member's 
reasonable  curiosity  if  his  question  was 
couched  in  the  ordinary  terms.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  thought  fit 
to  say  that  the  Government  were  in  a 
"  hopeless  muddle,"  and  a  question  asked 
in  that  way  he  must  decline  to  answer. 
As,  however,  the  question  had  been  re- 
pealed by  another  hon.  Member  he  would 
reply.  Unfortunate  Dukes,  like  other 
people,  were  liable  to  be  haled  before  the 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  when  they  were 
debtors  to  the  Crown  it  would  be  found 
that  there  were  effective  means  of  making 
them  pay  up. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said,  he 
must  point  out  that  ordinary  settle- 
ments were,  in  respect  of  some  of  tiie 
interests  concerned,  just  as  irrevocable  as 
settlements  under  Act  of  Parliament  or 
Royal  Grant.  A  person  succeeding  to  a 
life  interest  in  an  estate  under  an  ordinary 
settlement  could  not  dispose  of  the  estate. 
Why,  then,  should  he  be  compelled  to  pay 
duty  on  the  principal  value  of  the  pro- 
perty and  not  on  liis  life  iuterest  ?  It 
was  unjust  that  he  should  be  made  to 
pay  on  the  principal  value,  and  the  in- 
justice ought  to  be  patent  to  the  framers 
of  the  Amendment  under  consideration. 

Amendment,  as  ameuded,  agreed  to. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  moved,  in  page 
4,  line  12,  after  "property,"  to  leave 
out  to  the  word  "on,"  in  line  13, 
and  insert  "passing  to  him  as  such." 
He  said  this  alteration  provided  that  an 
executor  should  only  be  liable  to  pay 
Estate  Duty  in  respect  of  personai  pro- 
perty passing  to  him  as  executor.  The 
clause  as  it  stood  would  render  an 
executor  liable  for  Estate  Duty  in  respect 
of  all  personal  property  wherever  situate 
of  which  the  deceased  was  competent  to 
dispose  at  the  time  of  his  deatli.  The 
clause  would  thu!»  Infllte ''aii  executor 
liable  in  respbcTof  all  the  personal  pro- 
pertjr  of  the  deceased,  whether  it  could 
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bebronght  under  his  conti-ol  Of  iiot.  The  I  liable  up  to   the  fulkW  extent   ol  the 


effect  of  this  provision  would  be  to 
impede  and  delay  the  winding  up  of 
estates  and  to  render  tlie  discharge  of  an 
executor's  duty  extremely  difficult.  He 
really  could  not  und^-staud  why  a  form 
of  words  should  be  insisted  upou  that 
would  give  rise  to  so  much  complication. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
12,  after  the  word  "  property,"  to  leave 
out  to  the  word  "on,"  in  line  13,  and 
insert  the  words  "  passing  to  him  as 
such."— (.Vfr  B.  f^^ebster.) 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  Government 
desired  that  the  executor  should  be 
liable  to  the  Estate  Duty  on  the  pro- 
perty wherever  situate  which  the  tes- 
tator had  power  to  dispose  of,  and  that 
he  should  not  be  liable  for  a  farthing 
beyond  that.  The  result  of  adopting 
this  Amendment  would  certainly  be  that  | 
the  authorities  would  be  harassed  and 
delayed  in  the  collection  of  the  dutv,  and 
under  these  circumstances  he  was  sorry 
to  say  that  he  could  not  assent  to  the 
proposal. 

•Mr.  LEES  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.) 
said,  the  Attorney  General  seemed  to  have 
omitted  to  consider  the  point  respecting 
locality.  He  (Mr.  Knowles)  did  not 
object  in  the  lea^t  to  the  executor  l>eing 
rendered  liable  for  the  duty  on  tlte 
property  of  which  the  testator  was 
competent  to  dispose ;  but  the  difficulty 
that  occurred  to  him  was  that  such 
property  might  be  situate  in  some  very 
distant  part.  The  testator  might  be 
possessed  of  property,  say  in  Russia,  and 
the  executor  would  then  be  unable  to 
deal  with  the  estate  until  he  knew 
whether  the  testator  was  competent  to 
dis]>o8e  of  si:ch  property,  of  what  the  pro- 
perty consisted,  and  the  extent  or  amount 
of  the  property.  If  the  words  with  re- 
gard to  locality  were  omitted  the  diffi- 
culty might,  to  some  extent,  be  avoided. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  executor  to  pay  the  duty 
in  respect  of  every  farthing  that  came  to 
him  as  executor,  but  his  moral  duty 
extended  no  further  than  that,  and  his 
statutory  duty  ought  not  to  be  made 
to  extend  beyond  his  moral  duty.  The 
Bill,  however,  said  that  he  should  be 

Sir  R,  Webster 
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property   in   his   possession   for   all  the 
duty  on  the  deceased's  property  where- 
ever  situate  of  which  the  testator  wa»  com- 
petent to  dispose.     The  deceased  per«oi> 
might     conceivably     leave    £1,000,000 
in   another  country   and  £10/XX)  here. 
The  duty  on  the  £1,000,000  would  be 
£80,000,  and  the  Inland  Revenue  autho- 
rities would  consequently  go  to  the  on- 
fortunate  executor  who  had  only  £10,000 
in    his    hands    and     say,    "We    want 
£80,000   from    you,    if  you  pleaae,  be- 
cause other  property  in  another  country 
has  not  paid  the  duty.''     It  wa&  evident 
that  this  provision  was  inserted  in  the 
Bill  on  account  of  the  wild,  insane,  and 
unfruitful  endeavour  of  the  Government 
to  get  money  out  of  property  which  was- 
out   of   the   jurisdiction   of   the  British 
courts.  The  Government  knew  that  they 
would   not  be  able   to   carry  out   their 
desires  in  this  respect,  and  so  they  were 
going  to  commit  highway  robbery  on  the 
English   executor.      Such   a   monstrous 
proposition  was  never  before  made  as  the 
proposition    that    the    Inland    Revenue 
authorities  should  go  to  the  executor  and 
say    that   every   farthing   in   his   hande 
should  be  impounded  in  respect  of  the 
duty  on  foreign  property.     If  a  man  had 
£1,000,000  invested  abroad  and  £50,000 
invested  in  this  country,  he  would  take  the 
greatest  possible  care  to  send  the  £50,000 
out  of  this  country.     No  reasonable  mau 
with  common  sense  would  leave  £50,000 
to  be  impounded  by  the  Commissionere 
of  Inland  Revenue  for  paying  the  dotj 
on  property  with  which  that  £60,000  bad 
nothing  to  do.     He  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles) 
could   not   conceive  even   tlie    Solicitor 
General,  much  less  the  Commissioners  <rf 
Inland   Revenue,   pinning   his    faith   U> 
such  a  wild,  mad  project  as  that  whieh 
underlay   the   provisions    of    this    Bill* 
Let  the  executor  pay  the  duty  on  the 
property  that  came  into  his  possession, 
but  let  the   Government    abstain  from 
trying  to  levy  duty  upon  him  in  respect 
of  property  which  did  not  come  into  hie 
possession — property  over  which  he  had 
no    power    whatever,    and    which     waa 
situate  in  another  country.    The  Opposi- 
tion would  divide  upon  this  proposition 
with  all  the  strength  of  which  they  were 
capable. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  pointed  out 
that  in  the  case  mentioned  by  his  hon* 
Friend  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  the  whole  of 
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the  £10^000  in  this  conntrj  intended  pos- 
tiblj  for  penious  in  this  country  would  be 
collected  for  dnty,  and  £70,000  of  duty 
would  be  left  ouUtaudiug  ou  the 
£1^003,000  abroad,  as  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  recover  any  duty  from  the 
persou  who  received  the  £  1 ,000,000. 

Mb.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackuey,  N.) 
•aid,  be  nndemtood  that  the  Attorney 
General  was  willing  to  meet  one  ot  the 

Cints  put  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
ember  for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Gibson 
Bowles).  It  bad  been  explained  on  bebalf 
of  the  Government  that  the  clause  did 
not  mean  exactly  what  it  said,  and  that 
the  executor  would  not  be  called  upon 
CO  pay  the  £80,000  in  the  case  mentioned 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  but  would  only  be 
called  upon  to  pay  the  £10,000  which 
came  into  his  hands.  He  wi<)hed  to  know 
whether  a  verbal  Amendment  would 
beintrodnred  by  the  Government  to  make 
this  clear?  Would  the  Solicitor  General 
object  to  the  insertion  of  some  such 
words  as  the  following  **  to  the  extent  of 
the  assets  over  which  he  has  control  "  ? 
It  must  l>e  borne  in  mind  that  measures 
of  this  kind  wero  intended  to  be  under- 
stood, not  only  by  lawyers,  hot  by  lay- 
men, and  be  thought  the  pixivision  ought 
to  be  made  perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REII)  said,  he  should  have 
thought  that  every  lawyer  in  the  Honse 
would  have  agreed  that  when  the  Bill 
said  the  executor  was  to  pay  certain  duty, 
it  meant  be  was  to  pay  it,  not  out  of  bib 
own  pocket,  bnt  out  of  the  funds  which 
oame  into  his  hands  as  executor.  His 
reeollection  was  tliat  words  were  intro- 
duced into  Clause  H  in  order  to  make 
thb  point,  whieh  was  clear  already, 
doobly  clear.  Unless  the  English 
laoguago  ceased  to  have  its  pn^sent 
meaning  the  present  chtnse  needetl  no 
amendiDeat  whatever.  He  wonld  assume 
Ihat  it  was  desirable  to  tax  the  asset**  in 
foreign  countries  of  British  subjects.  He 
would  say  ootiiiiig  about  the  colonies,  bnt 
hm  atsomed  that  nobody  wanted  to  allow 
a  man  the  day  before  bis  death  to 
•a©d  all  his  property  over  to  Calais 
in  order  that  it  micrht  chcb'io  diilv. 
IbaC  biMug  the  cam*,  would  itny  iinii. 
-GantleaiaQ  suggest  how  the  Exchequer 
were  to  get  duty  ou  personal  free  assets 
•itoated  abroad  unless  by  providing  that 
the  executor  was  to  ])ay  duty  on  them 
oat  of  the  personal  free  assets  in  this 
coantry  ?     They  were  there  to  protect  j 


the  Revenne.  If  the  dutv  was  to  be  im» 
posed  at  all  it  should  not  be  imposed  in 
such  a  way  as  to  enable  persons  to  cheat 
the  Revenue  by  sending  the  whole  of 
their  property  abroad,  say,  a  month  be* 
fore  death.  He  would  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  probate 
only  applied  to  property  within  the 
United  Kingdom.  In  his  view,  it  was 
trifling  with  the  House  to  propose 
Amendments  such  as  this. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  138 ; 
Noes  89. — (Divii«iou  List,  No.  172.) 

Ou  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rkid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to : — In 
Clause  6,  {Nige  4,  line  15,  leave  out  the 
first  **ou,"  and  insert  *'in  respect  of," 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
wished  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Meinlierfor  York 
(Mr.  Butcher).  He  only  wished  to  make 
one  remark,  which  wa!!<  that  this  was  the 
24th  place  in  which  the  Government  had 
found  themselves  obliged  to  make  these 
verbal  Amendments  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
18,  leave  out  tlie  word  *M hereon,^*  and 
insert  the  woidH  "  in  respect  thereof."—- 
(»l/r.  (iihton  liowies.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  propOMCil,  in  page  4,  line 
33,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  received  or." 
— ( Mr.  Johnno/i-  Ferguson .) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposiMl  to  (>e  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mn.  R.  T.  REID  »aid,  in  line  33  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  pro[>osod  to  leave  out 
the  words  "recetvoil  or"  and  afterwardt* 
the  wonls  **  from  or,"  bnt  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  insert  any  other  wonU.  He 
thought  it  wonld  le  well  to  accept  these 
and  subsequent  Amendments,  so  that 
they  would  run  together.  The  Amend- 
ment would  lie.  Clause  6,  page  4,  line 
33,  leaving  out  "recei veil  or"  and  also 
in  line  31  leaving:  out  "from  or,"  then 
inMrriitiLf  in  Knc  31,  **do\\u  t<»  and  'Mit- 
HtaiKling  at,"  so  that  the  clHll^e  would 
run — 

"All  fiieome  accnioi!  u|M)n  the  |iro|K'rfy  in- 
clutit^  thcfx^in  rhmnto  ami  uat^taQtling  at  the 
date  of  the  death." 

He  thought  that  was  what  was  meant. 
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M(R.  GIBSON  BOWLES  Mid,  be 
thought  the  matter  required  some  fur- 
ther cousideratioD.  The  thing  was  in  a 
great  muddle,  as  he  had  endeavoured  to 
show.  As  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man proposed  it,  he  would  provide  for 
the  income  received  and  outstanding,  but 
it  could  not  be  both  received  and  out*- 
Btaudiug. 

Mu.  R.  T.  BEIDsaid,  what  he  proposed 
was  that  every  estate  should  include  all 
income  accrued  therein  down  to  ''and 
outstanding  at  the  date  of  his  death/* 
Anything  paid  already  would  not  be 
incladed,  but  anything  outstanding  ought 
to  be  included. 

Mil.  BARTLEY  said,  they  had  had  a 
good  deal  of  discussion  on  this,  but  it 
appeared  to  htm  that  ''accrued *^  raised  a 
difficult  question.  Did  it  mean  that 
supposing  dividends  were  due  three 
months  hence  that  those  would  be 
allotted  ?  Take  a  dividend  due  on  the 
Ist  June  and  the  death  occurred  on  the 
1st  April,  three  months*  dividends  had 
accrued,  and  were  they  to  be  taken  into 
account  in  considering  the  value  of  the 
estate  ?  He  thought  the  words  received 
would  he  enough. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  if  it 
was  proposed  to  leave  out  the  words 
'"received  or,**  as  that  would  meet  the 
case  ? 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  Yes. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  asked 
hoW  it  would  affect  arrears  of  rent  wliich 
might  never  be  collected  ? 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  If  they  were  not 
ultimately  received  they  would  be  de- 
ducted. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  should  like 
to  press  the  point  as  to  "  accrued  divi- 
dends.** 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  In  ray  opinion,  what 
has  accrueil  in  this  section  is  what  has 
become  payable,  and  would  not  include 
quarterly  dividends  which  were  not  abso- 
lutely payable. 

-Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
35,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "de- 
ceased,** to  end  of  Sub-section  (5),  and 
insert  the  words — 

**  (6)  Interest  at  the  rate  of  three  |ier  cent,  per 
AUDum  ou  the  Estate  Duty  shall  be  paid  from 
the  (late  of  the  death  up  to  the  date  of  th« 
tleliTery  of  the  Inland  Revenue  affidarit  or 
Accpunt,  or  the  expiration  of  tix  months  ulttr 


the  death,  whioherer  first  happens,  and  shall 
form  part  of  the  Estate  Duty. 

(7)  The  doty  which  is  to  be  coUecCeil  npoo 
an  Inland  Reyenue  afBdavit  or  accoant  shall  be 
due  on  the  delivery  thereof  or  on  the  expiration 
of  six  months  from  the  death,  whichever  lint 
happens. 

C8)  Prorideri  that  the  duty  dac  U]K)n  an 
account  of  real  property  may,  at  the  option  of 
the  person  delivering  the  aoooant,  be  paid  bj 
eight  equal  yearly  instalments,  or  sixteen  half- 
yearly  instalmentg,  with  interest  at  the  rate  of 
three  per  oentum  per  annum  from  the  «latc  of  the 
death  less  Income  Tax,  and  the  first  instalment 
with  the  said  interest  shall  be  due  at  the  expia- 
tion of  twelve  months  from  the  death,  and  the 
interest  on  the  unpaid  portion  of  the  duty  shall 
be  added  to  each  instalment  and  paid  accord- 
ingly, but  the  duty  for  the  time  being  nnpidd, 
with  such  interest  to  the  date  of  payment,  mav 
be  paid  at  any  time,  and  in  case  the  property  is 
sold  shall  be  paid  on  completion  of  the  sale,  and 
if  not  so  pai(f  shall  be  duty  in  arrear.*— (-Vr. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,** 
put  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  insert^.'* 

Sir  R.  W£BSr£R  said,  he  did  not 
rise  to  move  the  two  Amendments  which 
stood  in  his  name,  but  the  first  Amend- 
ment which  was  in  the  name  of  the  boa. 
and  learned  Member  for  York,  and  which 
was  to  omit  Sub-section  (6)  of  the  pro- 
posed new  clause  of  the  Solicitor  Grenerai* 
He  confessed  he  thought  there  mutt  hare 
been  some  little  slip  in  drafting  this  Sub- 
section (6),  the  result  of  which  would  be, 
if  passed,  to  do  that  which  was  absolutely 
unknown  to  the  law  of  £ngland — uamely, 
to  charge  interest  on  interest.  The 
injustice  of  charging  interest  on  intereet 
had  been  recognised  so  long  that  exoepc 
in  cases  of  breach  of  trust  amountoig 
to  fraud,  compound  interest  was 
never  charged.  By  Sub-section  (5) 
of  Section  (6),  the  immediately  preceding 
sub-section  of  this  clause  as  it  stood  when 
the  Bill  left  the  Committee,  intereet 
would  be  ineluded  at  the  rate  of  8  per 
cent,  on  the  total  value  of  the  Estate 
Duty  from  the  date  of  death  up  to  the 
filing  of  the  affidavit  or  the  expiration  of 
six  months  after  the  death,  whichevw 
should  first  happen.  That  havieg  beea 
provided  by  Sub-teetioQ  (5)  of  Seotioii 
(6),  now  by  the  new  clause  which  the 
Solicitor  General  had  moved,  it  was  pro- 
posed that  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per 
cent,  on  the  Estate  Duty  should  bo  paid 


1521 


Fiuknce 


{12JtrLY  1894} 


mu. 


1332 


from^tbe  date  of  the  death  up  to  the  date 
of  the  delivery  of  the  Inland  Rereiiue 
affidavit  or  account,  or  the  expiration  of 
six  months  after  death,  whichever  first 
happened.  Therefore,  as-  the  proposed 
clanse  now  stood,  the  Solicitor  General 
was  contemplating  not  only  charging  in- 
terest on  the  Estate  Dotv,  bnt  interest 
upon  the  interest  in  respect  of  the  Estate 
Dutj.  He  could  not  help  thinking  Uiere 
must  he  some  slip.  He  could  not  see 
what  was  the  reason  of  this  Sub-eection 
(6)  as  Sub-section  (5)  included  all  the 
interest  which  ought  to  be  paid.  He, 
therefore,  formally  begged  to  move  the 
omisaion  of  the  proposed  Sub^seotion  (6) 
in  order  that  they  might  have  an  ex- 
planation as  to  why  this  sub-section  was 
considered  neeessary. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  Sub- 
section (6).— -(*S»*r  /?.  fVebst^r,) 

Question  proposed,  **Thftt  the  words 
*  (6)  Interest  at  the  rate  of  three  per 
cent,  per  annum  on  the  Estate  Duty 
shall  ^  stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment/* 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  saici,  that  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  accepted,  and  they  were 
to  leave  out  Sub-section  (6)  altogether 
the  effect  would  be  to  provide  that 
no  interest  at  all  should  be  paid 
on  the  Estate  Duty  from  the  date  of 
the  death  up  to  the  date  of  the  filing  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  affidavit  or  account. 
The  substance  of  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  was  that  the  equivalent  in- 
terest should  be  paid  as  was  paid  in  re- 
spect of  probate,  and  if  they  said  that 
interest  was  not  to  be  charged  until  that 
date  the  result  would  be  that  people 
would  have  a  direct  interest  in  not  paying 
the  duty  until  they,  were  absolutely 
obiigedw  He  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  not  intend  to 
support  au  Amendment  which  would 
have  so  deleterious  an  effect  upon  the 
Exchequer.  The  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber had  put  a  different  point  and  he  felt 
a  doubt  as  to  whether  he  could  discuss 
that  point  on  the  present  Amendment. 
The  point  was  whether  there  ought  to  be 


interest  or  compound  interest  charged 
after  a  period  of  six  monthsi  or  after  ibe 
delivery  of  the  Inland  Revenue  affidaTit 
or  account  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  the  condition  of  this 
clause  as  it  no^w  stood  in  the  Bill)  aad  lie 
thought  it  ought  to  be  stated .  how  the 
clause  came  to  be  in  the  umbiguoua 
shape  in  which  it  was  at  th<^  present 
moment.  The  original  clause  in  the  Bill 
proposed  to  follow  the  rule  of  the  Probate 
Aot«  and  to  include  in  the  estate  all  the 
income  that  accrued  to  the  date  of  the 
delivery  of  the  Inland  Revenue  affidavit. 
That  was  strictly  following  the  preeedeiit 
of  the  Probate  Duty^  and  that  ^.  was  thitt 
the  income  would  be  roughly  equivalent 
to  interest  at  3  per  cent.  Mr.  Arthur 
O^Connor,  who  was  in  the  Chair,  ruled 
one  evening  that  this  was  out  of  Order 
because  it  was  not  in  compliance  with 
the  Resolution  arrived  at  in  Committee  of 
the  House,  and,  therefore,  they  were  ail 

considerably  put  out ["  No,  no  I "] 

Well,  of  course,  it  disarranged  the  scheme 
of  the  Bill  altogether  ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  at  the  moment  had  to 
deal  with  the  emergency  as  best  they  could, 
and  the  result  had  been  the  difference  that 
there  was  in  the  phrasing  of  the  clause* 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  Government 
had  provided  that  the  Estate  Duty  being 
payable,  as  in  the  case  of  probate  it 
would  be  payable,  on  the  death,  if  it  were 
not  paid  interest  upon  it,  until  the  ex- 
piration of  six  months,  or  the  delivery  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  affidavit  should  be 
added  to  the  Estate  Duty.  This  pror 
vision  would  practically  have  the  same 
result  as  the  original  scheme  proposed 
by  the  Government.  The  interest,  of 
course,  would  be  terminated  at  any 
moment  that  the  executor  gave  in  the 
return  of  the  property  to  the  Commisr 
siouers  of  Inland  Revenue.  In  taking 
this  course  the  Government  had  simply 
followed  the  analogy  of  the  Probate  Duty» 
He  could  not  help  saying  that  th6 
Amendment  now  before  the  House  WM 
another  instance  of  the  way  in  which  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  were 
nibbled  at  at  every  stage  of  the  passage 
of  the  Bill  through  Committee.  If  the 
Amendment  were  carried  it  would  afford 
inducement  to  everybody  liable  to  pay 
this  duty  to  postpone  payment  to  the 
last  imaginable  moment ;  and  he  was 
sure  that  even  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
if  they  came  into  Office,  would  be  bound 
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in  the  diecharge  of  their  official  duty  to 
iDtrodace  a  Bill  to  remove  bo  great  a 
temptation  to  the  noD^payment  of  the 
tax. 

Mr.  butcher   said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  GeDtleman  had  not  answered  the 
argument    that    the    proposal     of     the 
Government   amounted   to   a  charge  of 
compound  interest.     The  clause  provided 
that  interest  should  he  payable  on  the 
Estate  Duty  from  the  date  of  the  death 
to  the  taking  out  of  the  affidavit,  or  up 
to  six  months  after  the  death,  and  that 
such  interest  was  to  form   part   of  the 
Estato  Duty,  and  it  was  also  provided 
in  another  section  that   interest   at   the 
rate  of  4  per  cent,  would  be  charged  on  all 
arrears  of  Estate  Duty;    so  that  there 
would  be  interest  upon  interest,  which 
would   really  be   compound   interest  on 
the     Estate     Duty.      Was    there     any 
precedent     for    this    proposal     in     the 
whole  course  of  our  financial  legislation  ? 
He  knew  of  no  other  instance  in  which 
the  Government  had  ever  imposed  com- 
pound  interest  in  the  case  of  any  duty 
payable   to   the   Exchequer  not  having 
been  paid  by  the  appointed  time.     The 
Solicitor  General  did  not  deal  with  that 
point  at  all ;  but  said  that  if  this  clause 
were  struck  out  one  of  two  things  would 
happen — either  no  Estate  Duty  would  be 
charged  until  the  delivery  of  the  account 
or  until  six  months  had  elapsed  from  the 
date  of  the  death.     He  did  not  think  that 
either  would   be  an  unreasonable  thing 
to  do,  because  the  executor  would  take 
six  months  to  find  out  what  the  estate 
consisted  of,  and  having  found  that  out, 
the    Estate   Duty   would    then   become 
payable,  and,  if  not  paid,  interest  could 
be  charged  until  it  was  paid.     He  would 
ask  the  Government  to  accept  one  of  two 
views — either  that  Estate  Duty  should 
not  be  payable  until  six  months  after  the 
death,  or  else  that  the  Estate  Duty  should 
be  payable,  and  be   treated  as  payable 
from   the  death,    and   that   simple    in- 
terest  should  run  from  the   death.     In 
the  latter  case  they  would  not  have  the 
unjustifiable     expedient     of      charging 
compound     interest,    which     was     now 
embodied    in    the   Bill.      The    Solicitor 
Greneral  objecteii  to  leave  out  the  clause 
because  the  payment  of  the  duty  might 
be   indefinitely   postponed.     That  could 
not,     however,     happen,     because     the 
executor  was  bound  to  deliver  his  ac- 
count within  six  months,  and  therefore 

Mr.  B.  T.  Reid 


he  could  not  avoid  the  operation  of  in* 
terest  for  a  longer  period  than  six 
months. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  pointed  ont 
that  the  sul-section  proposed  that  in- 
terest at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent,  per  aooum 
should  be  charged  upon  the  property 
between  the  date  of  the  death  atid  the 
delivery  of  the  account,  which  was  not 
to  exceed  six  months,  and  that  that  pro- 
posal amounted  to  a  compulsory  charge  of 
3  per  cen  t.per  annum  upon  the  estate  daring 
six  months.  In  other  words,  the  Govern- 
ment which  could  borrow  money  at  2 
per  cent,  made,  as  it  were,  a  compnleory 
loan  to  the  person  accountable  for  the 
Estate  Duty  and  charged  him  3  per  cent, 
for  the  enforced  accommodation.  That, 
really,  was  what  the  proposal  amounted 
to.  The  executor  could  not  reasonably 
be  expected  to  bring  in  his  account  before 
six  months — in  fact,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  him  to  do  ;  and  3  percent,  was^ 
under  the  circumstances,  an  extortionate 
rate  of  interest  to  charge  him.  There 
was  another  point  on  which  he  desired 
information.     The 

"  (6)  Interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent,  per 
annum  on  the  Estate  Duty  shall  be  pairl  from 
the  date  of  the  death  up  to  the  date  of  the  de- 
livery of  the  Inland  Be  venae  affivadit  or  ac- 
count, or  the  expiration  of  six  months  after  the 
death,  which  ever  first  happens,  and  shall  form 
part  of  the  Estate  Duty." 

What  was  the  meaning  of  the  word 
'^  account  ^^  in  the  sub-section  ?  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  '*  account "  was 
used  in  an  ambiguous  manner.  He 
wished  to  know  whether,  in  the  present 
instance,  the  word  meant  an  account  of 
personal  property  ;  or  meant,  as  in  another 
part  of  the  Bill,  an  account  of  realQ*  or 
settled  personalty  such  as  did  not  oome 
within  the  functions  of  the  executor  ? 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (ArgyU) 
said,  he  did  not  think  that  3  per 
cent,  was  an  exorbitant  ioterest  to 
charge  under  the  circumstances.  The 
executor  might  save  the  payment  of  the 
interest  by  estimating  the  amoont  of 
duty  payable  on  the  estate  and  handing 
it  over  to  the  Inland  Revenue,  and  he 
could  settle  the  leal  amount  later  on. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  considered  that  the 
Government,  by  imposing  interest  for 
the  first  six  months,  had  condescended  to 
a  most  paltry  act.  They  knew  perfectly 
well  that  it  was  impossible  for  an  exe- 
at or  to  make  any  use  of  the  funds  of  the 
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estate  during  the  first  few  months  ;  he 
certainly  coald  not  get  3  per  cent,  on 
the  money,  and  yet  the  Government  were 
mean  enough  to  increase  the  heavy  duty 
already  imposed  upon  the  estate  by 
chargrog  a  further  sum  of  3  per  cent, 
interest  from  the  date  of  death.  Of 
course,  the  aotipn  of  the  Government  was 
easy  of  explanation.  They  wanted  to  in- 
crease the  Revenue.  He  calculated  that 
the  Estate  Duty  would  bring  in  three 
millions  a  year,  and  the  interest  would 
amount  to  an  additional  £100,000  for  the 
Exchequer.  But  it  was  a  mean  enact- 
ment. It  seemed  to  him  that  the  pro- 
posal that  duty  should  not  be  payable  for 
the  first  six  months,  and  that  if  not  paid 
bv  that  time  interest  should  then  be 
charged,  was  both  reasonable  and  just, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  agree  to  it. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  at  present, 
in  the  case  of  an  account  for  the  pur- 
poses of  Probate  Duty,  the  income  of  the 
estate  up  to  the  furnishing  of  the  account 
was  brought  in  and  treated  as  capital. 
So  that  the  Government  had  had  a  pre- 
cedent when  they  proposed  in  Committee 
that  that  also  should  be  done  in  the  case 
of  Estate  Duty.  But,  objection  having 
been  taken  to  that  system,  the  Govern- 
ment now  proposed,  as  they  could  not 
carry  in  the  actual  income  of  the  estate 
up  to  the  taking  out  of  the  affidavit,  that 
in  all  cases  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per 
cent,  should  be  charged  from  the  date  of 
death  on  the  estate  plus  the  Estate  Duty 
down  to  the  delivery  of  the  affidavit. 
With  reference  to  the  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  King^s  Lynn  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  words  ^*  the  Inland 
Revenue  affidavit  or  the  acoount,"  he 
would  point  out  that  they  were  dealing 
with  two  classes  of  cases.  It  was  cor- 
rect enough  to  say  that  the  Inland 
Revenue  affidavit  referred  to  the  personal 
estate  that  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
executor,  while  the  account  was  brought . 
in  with  respect  to  any  property  as  to 
which  Estate  Duty  was  leviable  and 
which  was  not  included  in  the  Inland 
Revenue  account. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  it  was  all  very 
well  from  the  Rerenue  point  of  view 
to  impose  this  3  per  cent,  interest 
as  an  equivalent  for  what  the  Govern-« 
meut   originally   intended   to   impose  in 


Committee  by  means  that  were  not  justi- 
fied by  the  Resolution  of  the  House. 
This  contention  wae ,  all  very  wall 
for  the  Revenue,  but  it  was  rather  hard 
on  persons  entitled  to  estates  which 
during  the  first  six  months,  or  even 
during  the  first  year,  did  not  earn  3  per 
cent.  After  the  testator's  death  the 
executor's  duty  was  to  get  in  the  estate ; 
and  the  money  was  paid  into  a  bank 
which  in  some  cases  gave  a  small  rate  of 
interest,  but  which  in  most  cases  gave  bo 
interest  at  all,  Then,  again,  the  system 
of  aggregation  appeared  to  be  forgotten. 
Under  that  system  the  estate  that  came 
into  the  executor's  hands  bore  no  relation 
to  the  estate  on  which  duty  was  pay- 
able. Estate  duty  might  have  to  be  paid 
on  £50,000,  while  the  mo&ey  that  reached 
the  executor's  hands  only  came  to 
£25,000,  the  other  £25,000  being  made 
up,  under  the  system  of  aggregation,  of 
property  disposed  of  by  the  testator  in 
his  lifetime  by  way  of  settlements. 
Therefore,  double  the  amount  of  Estate 
Duty  was  payable  on  the  estate  that 
pnssed  ;  and  was  it  not  most  unfair  and 
unjust  to  add  3  per  cent,  interest  to  that 
double  amount  of  Estate  Duty  ?  The 
Solicitor  General  feared  that  if  the  sub- 
section were  rejected  the  payment  of  the 
duty  would  be  indefinitely  postponed. 
But  there  was  a  method  which  had  been 
adopted  in  former  cases,  by  whieh  exeeu- 
tors  might  be  tempted  to  bring  in  their . 
accounts  at  an  early  date,  and  that  was 
by  offering  them  discount. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  68  ;  Noes 
125.— (Division  List,  No.  173.) 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name  with  regard  to  instalments.  He 
had  understood  that  the  case  of  instal- 
ments would  be  met  in  the  new  clauses. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the .  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  2,  after  the  word 
'^  shall,"  to  insert  the  words  ^^  unless  the 
Estate  Duty  is  paid  -by  instalments  as 
hereinafter  provided." — {Sir  R,  Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendment.'^ 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  Amendment 
amounted  to  this^that  interest  was  not 
to  be  paid  on  real  property  a9  between 


ISSH 


FimoMce 


{COMMONS} 


158« 


tb^  data  of  the  dealh  Md  tb»  dale  of  th^  | 
d^livei^y  of  the  account  12  months  later. 

'Mr.  BRODHICK  said,  he  would  re- 
mind  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of 
what  had  alVtedj  occurred.  He  (Mr.  Brod- 
rick)  had  brought  this  matter  forward  in 
Committee,  and  it  was  recommended 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  proved  that  in 
the  case  of  real  property  rents  were  not 
received  in  time  to  enable  the  interest  to 
be  paid  except  bj  borrowing. 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the 
Government  were  disposed  to  accept  the 
principle  of  the  Amendments,  but 
thoaght  that  the  words  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  Member  for  Thirsk 
or  the  Member  for  Guildford  were  pre- 
ferable to  those  before  the  House. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said  that,  under 
the  cirenmstances,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Ameudment  to  the  [proposed  Amend* 
ment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  he 
desired  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  Member  for  the 
Loughborough  Division  of  Leicestershire. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  8,  after  the  word 
"property,"  to  insert  Uie  words  " or  upon 
so  mnch  of  an  Inland  Revenue  Affidavit 
as  reUtes  to  chattels  real." — {Mr.  Grant 
LawMonS) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendment." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  it 
would  be  impossible'  to  accept  this  pro- 
posal,  as  it  would  be  introducing  a 
system  of  payment  by  instalments  which 
had  never  been  practised  before. 

Question  put^  and  negatived. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  desired  to 
move  an  Amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bang's 
Lynn  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  to  strike  out 
frok  the  Solicitor  General's  Amendment 
the  words  after  ^' eight  equal  yearly 
instalments^**  as  far  as  ^and  tlie  interest 
ou  the  unpaid  portion,"  &c.,  and  to 
insert — 

"  whereof  the  firat  instalment  shall  he  due  at 
the  expifatloa  of  1£  moiKtibs  aHet  4be  date  on 
wluph,th«aiiooe«oi  ^eeanaemtitled  in 

•      Mr.  R.  T»  R94d. 


tion  to  his  sneoeiMion,  or  to  the  receipt  d  the 
income  and  profit  thereof* 

He  moved  this  Amendment  be- 
cause it  was  of  a  similar  chaimetar 
to  one  he  had  moved  in  refenoee 
to  Sub-section  5  of  Clause  6  as  it 
stood  in  the  Bill  as  amended  in  Com- 
mittee. His  object  was  to  protest  against 
interest  being  charged  on  the  eight  yearly 
instalments,  or  16  half-yearly  instal- 
ments, allowed  to  the  executors  o£  land- 
owners. Interest  might  fairly  be  charged 
where  the  duty  might  have  been  psid^ 
but  was  not  paid.  That  would  be  a  jnst 
principle,  but  in  the  case  of  land  it  could 
not,  in  all  probability,  be  said  that  the 
owner  or  the  executor  oonld  have  paid, 
but  had  failed  to  do  so.  The  executor 
would  fail,  not  through  any  lanlt  ol  his 
own,  but  because  from  the  nature  of  the 
case  it  was  impossible  to  pay  the  duty 
immediately  out  of  the  estate.  To  charge 
interest,  therefore,  was  nothing  else  but 
fiscal  rapacity.  It  was  not  only  severe^ 
but  utterly  and  flagrantly  unjust,  and  he 
desired  to  record  an  emphatic  protest 
against  this  system  of  charging  interest. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  10,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  ^instalments,"  to  the  words 
*'and  the,"  in  line  13,  and  insert  the 
words — 

**  Whereof  the  first  instalment  shall  be  doe  at 
the  expiration  of  twelve  months  after  the  date 
on  which  the  snocesior  became  entitled  in  pos- 
ieasiun  to  his  sucoesBion,  or  to  the  receipt  of 
the  income  and  profit  thefeof." — (Sir  B. 
TempU.) 

Question  proposed^  "That  the  words 
down  to  the  word  ^date,*  in  line  1I« 
inclusive,  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Si»  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  it  was 
hardly  necessary  to  argue  this  point 
again.  From  the  first  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  Government  had  been  that 
all  cli^ses  of  property  should  contribute 
equally.  According  to  that  principle 
real  property  owed  the  same  debt  as 
every  other  class  of  property  from  the 
time  of  the  death.  It  was  an  extraor- 
dinary indulgence  to  allow  real  property 
to  pay  the  duty  in  instalments.  Another 
indolence  had  been  allowed-^)eriiaps 
unjustifiably — in  then  pennittiog  the  fint 
twelve  months  to  go  without  interest. 
The  ,princt|de    was    thai    all    proparty 
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sbouid  paj  alike,  and  he  shonld  like  to 
aak  on  what  principle  had  land  the  right 
to  be  ao  treated,  while  a  mill  or  ironworks, 
neither  of  which  oould  be  sold  at  onoe  to 
pajr  the  datj  any  more  than  land,  had 
not  the  same  indulgence  ?  He  was  only 
astonished  that  the  owners  of  other  forms 
of  property  hadnotcomplahiedof  the  ex- 
ceptional treatment  given  to  landowners 
There  were  other  properties  on  which  it 
would  be  quite  as  difficult  to  realise  the 
duty  as  on  land  which  did  not  receive 
this  indulgeuce.  This  Amendment  only 
showed  how  inveterate  was  the  view  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  laud  and 
land  alone  should  be  placed  on  this  ex- 
ceptional footing. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  another 
proof  that  he  did  not  understand  bis  own 
Bill.  His  bon.  Friend  was  asking  for  no 
special  favour  for  land.  He  was  plead- 
ing for  real  property  in  which,  as  a  rule, 
a  mill  or  ironworks  were  included.  The 
instances  given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — invidious  as  all  bis  instances 
were — had  nothing  to  do  w  ith  the  Amend- 
ment. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  there  were  leaseholders  who 
might  fairly  claim  this  indulgence,  as 
well  as  real  property  owners,  he  shonld 
have  been  inclined  to  agree  with  him. 
He  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach)  had  raised  that 
very  point  in  Committee.  This  question 
bad  been  fully  discussed  in  Committee, 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  press  it  further. 
They  had  done  their  best  to  enforce  their 
view  on  the  Government  of  the  extreme 
injustice  of  charging  interest  on  the  in- 
stalments, as  it  had  never  been  charged 
before.  In  granting  the  prinqiple  of  pay- 
ment by  instalments  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  granting  nothing  that  realty 
was  not  already  entitled  to.  He  (Sir  M. 
Hicks-Beach)  was  afraid  it  was  useless 
to  argue  the  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  hardened  his  heart,  and 
looked  on  the  question  as  one  merely 
affecting  land,  which  he  wished  to  treat 
invidiously.  Let  them  take  a  Division, 
and  have  an  end  of  the  matter. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
as  this  was  really  his  Amendment,  he 
diesised  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  it  before 
the  Division  was  taken.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  did  not  seem  to  nnder* 
s(%iid  the  .elalise..    He  bad  informed  them 


that,  landed  property  would  have«n  ior 
dulgence^  ioaemnch  as  it  would  not  pay 
\  duty  for  12  months.  Nothing  of  the.. 
i  kind.  The  account  was  not  to  be  brought 
I  in  for  12  months,  but  interest  had  to  be 
I  paid  from  the  date  of  the  death.  ['*  Ko, 
I  no  I  "]  Then  he  took  it  the  BUI  had 
I  been  amended.  The  hariequiu  charges 
I  made  in  the  Bill  were  such  that,  if  pne 
was  absent  from  the  House  for  a  moment, 
he  found  on  his  return  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  in  the  interval 
adopted  some  new  Protean  shapes.  Every 
day  the  Solicitor  General  put  down  20  or 
30  new  Amendments. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Well,  he 
understood  that  the  Grovernment  bad 
given  up  the  principle  that  duty  was  to 
be  charged  from  the  date  of  the  death 
until  the  delivery  of  the  account.  There 
was  to  be  no  duty  paid  for  12  months  oci 
real  property.  But  that  was  not  enough. 
Under  Clause  18  the  first  instalment  was 
not  due  imtil  12  months  from  the  dpte 
when  the  successor  was  to  come  into 
beneficial  enjoyment— not  from  the  date 
of  death.  The  successor  might  not 
come  into  beneficial  enjoyment  till  the 
death  oi  the  widow  of  the  testator* 
In  one  part  it  was  stated  that  they  were 
going  to  levy  the  duty  12  months  a{ter 
such  sucoeseion,  and  in  the  am^ided 
clause  it  was  laid  down  that  they  were 
to  levy '  on  identically  the  same  property 
passing  on  identically  the  same  death 
under  identically  the  same  disposition  an 
Estate  Duty  in  which  the  Succession 
Duty  waiB  merged.  Originally  it  was 
intended  to  levy  it  on  the  death,  but  the 
Government  gave  way  in  one  of  their 
Protean  Amendments,  and  now  an  interval 
was  to  be  allowed  in  the  case  of  the 
Estate  Duty  in  which  was  merged  the 
Succession  Duty.  Unless  the  Ameind-* 
ment  were  accepted,  they  would ,  be  in 
the  ridicnlous  position  that  a  Succession 
Duty  of  1  per  cent,  merged  in  the  Estate 
Duty  would  be  levied  12  months  after  the 
death,  while  under  another  clause  a. 
Succession  Dnty  of  3  per  cent,  would  be 
levied  12  months  after  the  snceessor  had 
come  into  possession.  It  seemed  to  him, 
therefore,  that  the  Amendment  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  pressed.  Had  it  not. 
been  for  the  strange  experiences  they 
hati  had  of.  late  years  he  would  have  b?f)ni 
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sarprised  wt  the  failure  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheqner  to  deal  with  this  point. 
The  Govemmefit  had  enshrined  the 
principle  in  Clause  18  ;  why  shonld  they 
refuse  it  admission  in  the  clause  under 
debate  ? 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  this  clause  dealt 
with  Estate  Duty  and  not  with  Succes- 
sion Duty. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  But  the 
Succession  Duty  is  merged  in  the  Estate 
Duty. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  that  was 
not  germane  to  the  argument.  What 
had  happened  was  that  the  Government, 
in  compliance  with  a  promise  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  had 
considered  the  matter,  and  had  made  the 
concession  that  with  regard  to  real 
property  interest  should  begin  to  run 
from  12  months  after  the  death.  They 
were  askeit  how  best  that  could  be 
secured,  and  they  intimated  their  willing- 
ness to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  (ruildford.  That  con- 
cession haring  been  made,  an  Amend- 
ment was  moved  to  substitute  for  a  year 
after  death  a  year  after  obtaining 
possession,  which  might  not  be  for  years 
After  the  death.  Fair  play  was  a  jewel, 
and  he  could  not  think  the  Opposition 
would  deem  it  right  to  follow  up  the 
<M)ncession  just  made  by  pressing  this 
Amendment. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
fiity)  said,  there  were  a  great  many  sur* 
prising  things  in  this  Bill,  but  the  one 
thing  that  astonished  him  most  of  all  was 
the  extraordinary  animosity  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  showed  to 
agricultural  land.  He  not  only  proposed 
to  tax  it  unjustly,  but  he  never  missed  an 
opportunity  of  insulting  the  owners  of  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  in  the  case  of 
land  to  give  some  time  for  the  collection 
of  the  revenue,  but  he  still  objected  to 
this  Amendment,  and  said  he  was  sur- 
prised that  a  similar  advantage  had  not 
l)een  claimed  fur  mills  and  manufacturing 
property.  So  far  as  they  were  real 
estate  they  would  come  under  this  clause 
M  it  stood.  But  there  were  many  that 
were  leasehold  property,  and  he  confessed 
he  was  astonished  that  none  of  those  who 
represented  mannfacturiug  interests  had 
pointed  out  the  very  great  inconvenience 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowies 


and  loss  that  would  be  inflicted  on  them 
by  levying  this  duty  immediately  upon 
death.  In  some  oases  this  wonld  involve 
the  suspension  of  prosperous  busineM. 
He  believed  that  if  omnufacturers  really 
understood  this  they  would  prees  on  the 
Government  the  abeolute  necessity  of 
accepting  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  a  substantial  concession 
by  consenting  that  interest  should  not  be 
charged  for  12  months,  and  he  would 
therefore  advise  his  hon.  Friend  behind 
him  not  to  press  the  Amendment  further. 
He  wished  to  mark  his  own  sense  of  the 
fairness  of  the  Solicitor  General  and  to 
meet  him  as  far  as  he  could.  There  were 
other  points  on  which  they  still  hoped  to 
get  concessions  and  they  did  not  wish  to 
discourage  him. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  that  after  the 
appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
in  order  to  encourage  the  Solicitor 
General  and  to  fortify  him  in  the  course 
he  had  begun,  he  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendments  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  11,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ''of  the  death,**  and  insert  the 
words  ''  at  which  the  first  instalment  is 
due  "  ;  and  in  line  12,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "with  the  said  interest."  —  (^Mr, 
Brodrick,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BUTCHER  said,  he  wished  next 
to  move  to  amend  the  clause  by  inserting 
words  that  would  have  the  effect  of 
deducting  debts  due  from  the  deceaaed  to 
persons  domiciled  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  It  would  be  most  unfair  to 
aggregate  all  the  property  that  a  man 
left  without  making  a  deduction  for  the 
payment  of  a  raan*s  debts  abroad.  He 
could  well  understand  that  under  the  old 
system,  when  Probate  Duty  was  only 
paid  on  property  situated  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  it  was  reasonable  enough  noc 
to  allow  the  deduction  of  debts  due  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  But  now,  for  the 
first  time,  duty  was  to  be  paid  on  property 
situated  out  of   the  United   Kingdom, 
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aad  if  an  executor  were  to  be  called  upon  it  indicated  what  dedoelionii  should  not 

to  pay  d«ij  oo  ail  aaoh  property,  why  be  made.     Then  Section  2  dealt  with  the 

should  he  not  be  allowed  before  payment  case  of    debts  due  from   the  deoea^ed 

to  deduct   the  debts  due  ?     How  would  {lerson   to   perMMis  reMident  out   of  the 
this  afiect  the  tnuling  cla8«cft  ?     Th«y  i  United    Kingdom,  and  the  subject  was 

knew  many  men  who  bought  their  goods  deemed  of    such     importaoce    that    10 

abroad  and  sold  them  in  this  country.    A  or    12  lines  of  tlie    Bill    were   devoted 

man  tnuling  with  Anstralia  might  buy  to  it.       But  the  hon.  Member  jumped 

there  hides  or  other  ait  ides  of  commerce  from    the     end    of     the     first    section 

sad  bring  them  to  England.     He  would  orer  all  tlieae  provisions  in  order  to  raise 

owe  for  them  in  Australia,  but  his  assets  the  question  on  the  next  clause,  thus  pre« 

would  be  situated  in  England,  and  the  judging  the  whole  case.     He  wai  quite 

absurd  result  in  the  case  of  his  death  prepared  to  argue  the  matter  if  necessary 

would  be  that  his  executor  would  actuallv  i  ut  the  proper  point,  but  be  did  suggest 

have  to  pay  dnty  on  property  for  which  that  this  was  not  a  conrenient  time  to 

money  was  due  to  persons  out  of   the  raise  the  question. 
United  Kingdom.     That  would  hamper       ^„    BUFCHEE:    On   that    under- 

foreign  trade  to  a  very  serious  degree,  staudiiig    I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the 

For  instaooe,  a  man*s  estate  in  England  Ameudmcut 
might  be  worth  £100,000.       But  if  in 
respect  of  it   £60,000  was  due  abroad        Amendmeat,  by  leave,  withdmwo. 

sorely  the  dnty  should  be  payable  on  the  i  iii?vurn/\n      Tniivki-rnvp 

net  luidnoton  the  gross  sum.  If  it  were  ^u.  HEYV\OOD  JOH^hTO^E 
not  for  the  introduction  of  the  graduated  (Sussex,  Horsham)  said»  he  had  to  mova 
tax  there  might  not  be  much  reason  for  an  Amendment  to  the  clause  providing 
this  Amendment,  but  the  graduated  prin-  that,  in  determining  the  valne  of  an 
eiple  having  been  applied  it  became  in-  ostate  for  the  purpose  of  Estate  Duty, 
combent  on  them  to  ascertain  the  net  allowance  should  l>e  made,  not  only  for 
valae  of  an  estate  before  imposing  the  .  funeral  expenses  and  for  debts  and 
duty.  He  personally  thought  the  gradu- I  onoumbranoes,  but  also  for  *^Che 
ation  principle  a  very  excolleut  one,  but  reasonable  expenses  of  any  valuation  re- 
it  would  be  extremely  unfair  io  the  case  quired  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act.**  A 
ci  a  man  whose  whole  trade  was  with  somewhat  similar  matter,  he  said,  was 
foreign  oountnes,and  whose  whole  debts  discussed  in  Committee,  and  the  Chan- 
were  due  in  foreign  countries  in  respect  i  cellor  of  the  Exdiequer  on  that  ocoasion, 
of  goods  purcluMed  there,  not  to  uke  after  a  short  Debate,  promised  to  con- 
into  consideration  when  cliarging  the  '  gider  it,  and  to  see  whether  the  point 
Estate  Duty  the  liabilities  abroad,  which  conM  lie  dealt  with  on  the  Report  stage, 
might  be  very  heavy.  He  asked  the  He  saw  that  an  Amendment  had  been 
House  to  accept  this  Amendment,  which  pat  down  further  on  which  he  presnmed 
really  oould  not  injure  the  Exchequer.        was  the  outcome  of  the  promise  made  by 

the   right   hon.    Gentleman ;     but    that 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line  Amendment  did  not.  in  his  opinion,  meet 
18,  alter  the  word  **debt»,"  to  insert  the  ^|,^  ^^^^  iKJcaune  it  simply  said  that 
^^**'^*^*~"  where    the    Commissioners    required    a 

-(IncludinK  dobu  due  tr^m  the  deceaHCil,  if  valuation  to  be  made  by  a  person  named 
domlrlled  in  the  VniUnl  Klnfcl<^n)  to  i»e««in*  '  by  them  the  reascmable  cost  of  such 
resUeotoot  of  the  United  Kinft«UHnV*—(.Vr.  vahiation  should  1)0  defrayed  by  the 
^Bmicker,}  Commissioners.     But  that  was  not  at  all 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  the  question  he  wished  to  raise,  and 
be  there  inserted.^'  thcn^fore  he  luui  resolved  to  brmg  tor- 

'  ward  the  quct^tiou  again  and   to  take  the 

Mr.  R.  T.  REIDsaid,  there  was  merit  seut^c  of  the  House  upon  it.  If  it  were 
in  the  Amendment,  but  there  was  also  a  ronccHsion  at  all  it  was  one  for  whidi 
the  question  of  time  and  place.  The  they  hsd  little  reason  to  Iw  gmtcfol.  The 
situatioQ  was  this  :  that  Clause  6  set  Amendment  raised  a  further  (Mint,  and 
forth  that  in  determining  the  value  of  that  was  thnt,  in  ascertaining  the  value 
ao  estate  deductions  should  be  made,  and  t  of  the  property  for  the  purpose  of  the 
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Estate  Duty,  deduction  should  be  made 
for  neeessarj  expenses  over  which  neither 
the  executor  nor  the  successor  to  the 
estate  could  have  any  control.     Surety 
no  hon*  Member  could  object  to  expenses 
of  neoessarj  valuations  being  deducted 
from  the  amount  liable  to  pay  the  duty. 
Unless    it    was    the    intention    of    the 
GovernmcDt   to   screw    out    the    utter- 
most   farthing    by    imposing    expenses 
which    could    not     be     avoided,     they 
would  accept  the  Amendment.      When 
the  matter  was  discussed  in  Committee  he 
gave  some  figures,  obtained  from  a  trust* 
worthy   ^wstvoe^Whitaker's    Almanack 
— as    to  the   cost  of   these    valuations, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
that  occasion  seemed  inclined  to  exercise 
his  wit  upon  them.       But  he  had  since 
obtained  the  terms  upon  which   a  large 
firm  of  estate  agents  did  business,  and  be 
had  also  obtained  the  terms  of  commis- 
sion settled   by  the  Institute  of  Estate 
and  House  Agents,  and  he  found  that  the 
statistics  he  gave  on  the   last  occasion 
were  perfectly  sound.     The  valuation  on 
personal  property  would  amount  to  2\ 
per  cent,  on  the  first  £1Q0,  and  U  per 
cent,  on  the  remainder  ;  and  on  real  pro- 
perty it  would  be  1  per  cent,  on  the  first 
£1,000,   and   \    per  cent,  on  the  rest. 
Therefore,  in    the    case  of  very  large 
estates  a  considerable  sum  was  involved, 
and  it  was  surely  only  reasonable  and 
fair  that  the  cost  of  the  valuation  should 
be  paid  by  the  Commissioners  when  it 
was  made  by  their  direction,  and  that  in 
calculating  the    amount  liable  to  duty 
all  necessary  expenses  o?er  which  the 
executor  and  successor  had   no  control 
should  be  deducted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
18,  after  the  word  "  incumbrances,*'  to 
insert  the  words — 

^'and  for  the  reasonable  expenses  of  any  valua- 
tion reqmre«l  for  the  purpoees  of  this  Act."— 
(i/r.  Heywood  Johnttone,) 

Question  proposed,  ••That  those  words 
be  there  insertCKl." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REIDsaid,tbehon.Meml>er 
would  not  deny  that  the  matter  was 
fu^y  considered  and  decided  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  very  plain  issue  that  was 
raised.  But  of  course  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  quite  entitled  to  raise  it  again, 
and   he   would  endeavour  to  state   the  I 

Mr.  Hetfwood  Johnstone 


reasons  of  the  Government  for  not  acoepi* 
ing  the  Amendment.    In  the  first  place, 
the  proposal  was  absolutely  novel,  so  far 
as  the  payment  of  Death   Duties   was 
concerned.     No    allowance    for  adj  of 
these    expenses    bad  ever    been    made 
during  the  whole  time  that  the  probate 
laws   had    been    in    operation    in    this 
country  ;  and  he  failed  to  see  why   in 
this  Bill  the  question  should  be  raised  aa 
to  deductions  of  a  not  very  important 
character,  which  ought  not  in  his  ofunion 
to  be  allowed.     These  expenses  were,  as 
a  rule,  a  very  small  affaur.     Valuations 
of  property  were  done  very  cheaply,  aod 
were,   generally  speaking,  not  a   large 
item  of  expense  to  executors.    If,  how- 
ever, they  were  in  future  to  be  paid  for 
by  the  State,  he  could  conceive  that  it 
might    be  a  different    matter.    It  was 
quite  true  that  consideration  was  pro* 
mised  to  be  given  by  the  Govenuneni  to 
a  similar,  though  really   very  difierent 
proposal — namely,  that  where  the  Com- 
missioners  asked   for  a   valuation   they 
should  pay  for  it  themselves.     The  Go- 
vernment could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, and  he  thought  that  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  the  House  might  well  leave  the 
clause  where  the  law  had  remained  for  so 
many  years. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFOBD  (War- 
wick,  Stratford)  said,  that  in  his  opinion 
this  Bill  altered*  the  whole  state  of  affairs, 
and  the  altered  circumstances  might,  he 
thought,  well  induce  the  Government  to 
make  some  change  in  the  existing 
law  in  this  respect,  inasmuch  as  a  hanl- 
ship  never  before  encountered  might  have 
to  be  faced  by  all  classes  of  people.  He 
hoped  in  the  circomstanoea  his  hon. 
Friend  would  press  the  matter  to  a 
Division. 

Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  said,  with  regard  to  the  Solioilor 
GeneraPs  statement  that  these  expenses 
had  never  been  allowed  before,  valuations 
would  now  be  constantly  made  of  real 
property.  No  doubt  the  valuation  of 
personal  property  was  a  small  matter ;  but 
here  it  was  proposed  to  call  in  estate 
agents  to  make  quite  a  different  class  of 
valuation.  Timber  and  other  kinds  of 
real  property  would  now  be  the  subjects 
of  valuation. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol,  W.) 
felt  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  quite 
agree    with    his    hon.    Friend    in    this 
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ntfttteir.  He  did  not  think  in  ordinary 
cases  as  between  persons  accoantable  for 
the  duty  and  the  Inland  Revenae  that 
there  would  be  a  necessity  for  expensive 
yainations  of  this  kind.  The  raluation 
wonld  be  made  by  the  agents  in  charge 
of  the  estate,  and  would  go  to  the  Inland 
Reveaue  Commissioners,  who,  if  they  re- 
quired a  further  valuation  to  be  made, 
wonld  have  to  pay  for  it  or  allow  it  to 
the  estate.  The  oases  in  which  a  valua- 
tion was  really  necessary  wer^  he  thought, 
provided  for  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  or 
by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  B0U8FIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
said,  the  point  raised  was  not  at  all  the 
trifling  matter  it  had  been  represented. 
It  had  not  been  met  either  by  the 
Solicitor  Greneral  or  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken.  It  was 
by  no  means  a  trifling  matter,  but  on  the 
contrary,  in  view  of  the  scheme  of  gradua- 
tion, might  become  a  point  of  import- 
ance, and  might  make  all  the  difference 
to  the  beueliciary  in  the  case  of  a  small 
estate.  Why  should  the  Government 
try  to  take  advantage  of  an  expense  of 
this  kind  in  order  to  increase,  and  perhaps 
double,  the  amount  of  duty  that  might 
be  payable  in  certain  cases  ?  The  Go- 
vernment would,  he  hoped,  see  their  way 
to  make  this  small  concession. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  pointed  out,  as 
it  had  been  said  that  this  question  was 
decided  in  Committee,  that  it  was  then 
understood  that  the  matter  would  receive 
further  consideration  at  the  Report 
stage. 

Question  puti 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  109  ;  Noes 
161.— (Division  List,  No.  174.) 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  moved  an 
Amendment  for  exemption  in  the  case  of 
marriage  settlements.  He  said  that  his 
Amendment  was  intended  to  protect,  not 
only  from  taxation,  but  from  double 
taxation,  a  form  of  marriage  settlement 
which  was  specially  convenient  to  busi- 
ness men  and  to  the  poorer  classes  of 
society.  When  be  moved  a  similar 
Amendment  in  Committee  it  was  ob- 
jected that  it  would  lead  to  evasion  ; 
and  therefore  he  had  inserted  the  pro- 
vision with  respect  to  the  payment  of 
interest  by  the  settlor  to  the  trustees.  The 


sum  which  the  deceased  had  covenanted 
to  pay  by  a  settlement  which  he  could 
not  get  out  of  should  surely  be  regarded 
as  a  debt  or  incumbrance  on  the  estate, 
and  as  such  ought  to  be  deducted  from 
its  value  ?  If  the  mooey  were  paid  off* 
during  the  lifetime  in  the  case  of 
wealthy  settlors  the  duty  would  be 
evaded ;  but  poorer  people  and  those 
who  had  the  money  invested  in  business 
might  not  lie  able  to  pay  during  life  ;  and 
the  consequence  of  the  Government's 
proposals  would  be  to  drive  them  to  the 
money-lenders.  This  would  not  be  the 
cause  of  arrangements  being  made  for 
evading  duty.  People  did  not  settle 
more  money  than  they  could  help,  and 
even  if  they  did  settle  money  on  miBkt- 
riage  they  only  provided  for  future  taxa- 
tion. He  had  altered  the  form  of  the 
Amendment  in  every  way  he  could  to 
meet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  suscep- 
tibilities, and  failed  to  see  how  any  diffi- 
culty could  arise  to  prevent  his  accept- 
ing it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
18,  after  the  word  **  incumbrances,"  to 
insert  the  words — 

"and  for  any  sum  which  the  deceased  harl 
covenaQtetl  to  pay  on  or  after  his  death  to  the 
trustees  of  any  settlement  made  in  consideration 
of  marriage,  and  upon  which  he  had  paid  in- 
terest to  such  trustees,  at  the  rate  of  not  less 
than  three  per  centum  per  annum  from  the  date 
of  such  settlement."— (Jifr,  Grant  Xjuwton,) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  said,  this  was  one  of 
thosQ  cases  which  affected  the  caae.of  the 
administrator  most  directly.  The  arrange- 
ment contemplated  by  the  Amendment 
would  be  taken  into  account  by  the 
deceased  in  the  testamentary  disposition 
of  his  property.  It  was  practically  a 
way  of  dividing  his  estate  upon  his  death. 
It  was  extensively  resorted  to,  and  was, 
in  effect,  the  same  thing  as  a  testamentary 
disposition.  Looking  upon  that  as  the 
substance  of  the  case,  he  did  not  see  any 
reason  for  accepting  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  this  matter  had  been 
referred  to  several  times,  and  had  b^n 
promised  consideration  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  had  admitted 
there  was  force  in  the  representations 
that  had  been  made  and  the  contentions 
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by  which  they  had  snpported  them.  He 
rose  simultaneouslj  with  the  Attorney 
Gr€neral  in  onler  that  the  Government 
might  not  pnt  its  foot  down  until  the 
case  had  been  argned.  Ue  could  not 
agree  with  the  view  taken  by  the 
Attorney  General,  because  he  had 
omitted  to  take  into  account  that  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  did  not  only  settle  the  pro[)erty 
which  was  to  be  parted  with  at  death, 
bnt  settled  the  property  upon  which 
interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent,  was  to 
be  paid.  This  was  not  a  matter  in  which 
the  rich  had  much  interest,  but  it  was  a 
matter  of  vital  importance  to  traders  who 
did  not  wish  at  once  to  take  money  out  of 
business.  He  wished  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  were  in  his  place  so  that 
they  might  be  able  to  make  an  impression 
Upon  htm.  *  This  was  one  of  the  snbjeets 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
dismiss  with  a  wave  of  his  hand,  but  he 
acknowledged  there  was  great  force  in 
the  proposal.  There  was  an  irrecoverable 
debt  established,  and  they  met  the  point 
witli  regard  to  evasion  by  saying  that 
there  must  be  bona  fide  interest  paid 
upon  it.  Here  was  a  contract  with  a 
trustee  which  was  practically  equivalent 
to  paying  over  money.  Why  then  was 
it  not  to  be  treated  the  same  as  any  other 
debt  ?  The  testator  might  borrow  money 
and  hand  it  over,  and  in  that  ease  the 
loan  would  be  treated  as  a  debt.  The 
alternative  was  that  the  money  must  be 
paid  over  at  once.  Many  a  man  of 
business  would  be  grateful  if  the  making 
of  this  form  of  settlement  were  faeilitatod. 
Did  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
because  he  feared  evasion,  wish  to  drive 
a  settlor  to  take  the  money  out  of  his 
business  instead  of  parting  with  it  by 
instalments  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  must  remember  that  if  a  settlor 
oouhf  make  higher  interest  by  retaining 
his  money  in  his  business  he  would  lie 
aodimnlating  more  funds  upon  which  he 
would  have  to  pay  Income  Tax.  The 
only  argument  that  the  Attorney  General 
or  any  other  Minister  could  bring  forward 
was  the  argument  of  evasion  ;  but  if 
the  contract  was  such  that  no  evasion 
wa8  possible,  and  interest  were  paid 
from  the  first  day  of  the  loan  as 
tixed  in  the  Bill,  he  did  not  see  how 
that  argument  applied.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  reject  this  Amend- 

Mr^  Goschen 


ment  without  full  consideration.  Right 
hon*  Gentlemen  oppbuite  must  have  aoen 
that  they  on  that  side  of  the  House  bad 
not  been  able  to  support  all  the  AnBend- 
monts  which  hon.  Members  behind  them 
had  proposed,  and  he  thought  they  might 
fairly  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
this  subject  without  patting  any  preeflure 
upon  them.  As  he  had  said,  this  Amend- 
ment was  not  pnt  forward  on  behalf  of 
the  rich  man,  but  on  behalf  of  thoee  who 
were  not  so  rich  that  they  could  afibrd 
to  take  the  money  out  of  their  busioeeses 
at  a  given  moment.  If  the  Government 
thought  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not  strong  enough  they  might 
try  to  strengthen  it.  He  did  not  ask  for 
any  concession  or  anything  that  was  to  be 
regarded  as  an  indulgence  ;  only  that 
there  should  be  a  recognition  thai  tbts 
was  as  much  a  debt  as  any  other  kind  of 
debt. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  recollected 
perfectly  well  that  when  this  matter  was 
brought  forward  in  Committee  it  was 
strougly  urged  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  he  would  give  considera- 
tion to  the  point.  That  meant  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  do  what  lay  in 
his  power  to  overcome  the  difficulties 
which  presented  themselves,  particularly 
the  danger  of  evasion  ;  and  if  those  diffi- 
culties could  be  overcome  he  would  do 
all  he  could  to  meet  the  desires  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  But  the  authorities 
at  the  Exchequer,  with  whom  they  had 
consulted,  were  struck  by  the  difficulties 
and  the  danger  of  evasion  by  means  of 
those  trusts.  They  were,  iu  effect, 
creating  the  equivalent  of  a  legacy,  and 
the  promise  to  pay  was  not  the  same  aa 
handing  over  the  cash.  The  Govern- 
ment had,  therefore,  conae  to  the  eoo- 
clusiou  that  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  open  so  wide  a  door  to 
evasion  that  a  large  portion  of  money 
which  ought  not  to  escape  duty  would 
be  withdrawn  from  the  payment  of  duty» 
with  consec|ueut  disastrous  results  to  tho 
Revenue. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bote- 
shire)  said,  the  Attorney  General  bad 
got  up  and  rejected  this  Amendment  in 
a  speech  in  which  not  a  word  was  said 
about  evasion,  and  after  the  powerful 
appeal  of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the 
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Member  for  St.  G^rge*ii  the  Solicitor 
Geoenil  got  ap  and  said  thej  were  told 
hf  promioent  officiahi  of  the  Treasury 
Ibat  this  proposal  mighty  if  adopted,  lend 
ilaelf  to  evasion.  Tliej  bad  heard 
nothing  of  how  this  evasion  was  to  take 
pbee.  The  hoo.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  pajring  money  down  was  a  rerj 
different  thing  from  a  promise  to  pay, 
bot  there  were  many  cases  where  a 
promise  to  pay,  with  interest,  was 
eqaivalent  to  money.  He  did  not  know 
what  Consols  were  but  a  promise  to  pay. 
It  was  illogical  to  say  this  was  not  a  debt. 
He  would,  however,  pass  from  this  sub- 
ject, only  reminding  tbe  House  again 
that  it  had  not  been  shown  how  the  sug- 
gcstod  evasion  was  to  take  place.  The 
Attorney  General  had  told  thorn  that 
when  a  man  promised  to  pay  a  certain 
sam,  under  a  marriage  contract,  to  his 
son  or  daughter,  he  took  it  into  account 
when  be  made  bis  testamentary  disposi- 
tion. Was  not  everybody  familiar  with 
the  fact  that  if  a  son  had  an  advance  of 
£20,000  during  his  father's  life,  that  was 
always  taken  into  consideration  ?  If  an 
irrevocable  contract  was  entered  into  to 
pay  a  certain  sum  on  death,  coupled  with 
an  undertaking  to  pay  interest  during 
lifetime,  then  the  money  really  passed  at 
the  time  of  the  promise  and  not  at  the 
time  of  death.  Commercial  men  woukl 
most  feel  the  hardship,  and  it  was  con- 
trary to  equity  that  the  sum  shoald  not 
be  deducted  from  the  fortune. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  they  had  l>eou 
told  that  this  matter  had  l>oon  raised 
before.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  there 
seemed  to  him  to  be  good  reason  for 
raising  it  now,  and,  seeing  what  was  the 
character  of  the  arguments  which  had 
oome  from  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  he  should  think  it  might  be 
necessary  to  raise  it  yet  again.  It  wa« 
small  encouragement  which  was  given  to 
hon«  Members  to  treat  a  question  of  this 
kind  on  its  merits,  not  only  in  face  of  tbe 
attitude  of  the  Government  supporters, 
but  having  regard  to  the  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  dismissed  by  the  Law 
Oflicers  of  the  Crown.  He  contended 
that  not  only  the  snm  made  under  a 
marriage  settlement  contemplated  by  the 
Amendment  of  tbe  hon.  Member,  but  the 
ereatioQ  of  an  immediate  present  obliga- 


tion, with  the  covenant  attached  to  pay 
interest,  should  be  deducted  from  the 
estate  on  which  Death  Duty  had  to  he 
paid.  A  man,  on  tbe  marriage  of  his 
daughter  or  son,  might  pay  down  a  sum 
in  cash  to  trustees,  that  snm  to  be  taken 
in  ordinary  course  as  a  part  advance  to 
the  child  in  case  of  a  final  bequest  by 
will.  Whatever  sums  of  money  a  father 
gave  his  children  during  bis  lifetime 
were, -on  the  other  hand,  still  to  be 
treated  as  forming  no  part  of  his  estate 
at  the  time  of  his  death.  Where  was  the 
distinction  between  the  two  forms  of 
gift  ?  He  admitted  that  a  covenant  by  a 
man  to  pay  a  certain  sum  to  his  children 
upon  his  death  might  in  some  instances 
be  substituted  for  a  will  in  order  to  escape 
the  payment  of  £state  Duty.  No  such 
objection  could  be  raised,  however, 
against  a  gift  under  covenant  by  a  man 
of  a  snm  of  money  over  which  he  gave  up 
all  control,  and  upon  the  unpaid  portion 
of  which  he  paid  interest  regularly.  A 
debt  in  that  case  was  surely  created  just 
as  much  as  if  he  had  paid  the  money  over 
in  cash.  Take  another  example,  and 
sup|)ose,  first,  that  a  man  covenanted  to 
pay  £5,000  to  the  trustees  of  his 
daughter's  marriage  settlement,  and 
agreed  to  pay  interest  until  tbe  £5,000 
had  been  handed  to  them.  Then  suppose 
that  for  some  reason  or  other  he  preferred 
to  borrow  £5,000  from  an  insurance 
office  and  pay  it  over  to  the  trustees.  In 
the  first  case  the  £5,000  would  be  con- 
sidered as  forming  part  of  his  estate  at 
the  time  of  his  death  and  would  lio  liable 
for  Estate  Duty,  while  in  the  second  case 
the  £5,000  he  owed  the  insurance  office 
would  be  treated  as  a  debt  doe  from  tbe 
estate  and  would  therefore  escape  duty. 
Where  was  the  real  diflt-rciire  l>etween 
the  two  cases  ? 

Me.  BYRNE  said,  the  very  principle 
of  deduction  was  that  debts  should  be 
deducted.  Exceptions  were  made,  and 
the  grounds  for  the  exceptions  were  that 
there  might  lie  evasion.  As  regardinl  a 
settlement  of  this  description  already 
made,  it  was  an  idle  thing  to  say  that 
evasion  ooukl  have  been  intended  before 
this  Act  was  passed.  He  had  not  heard 
one  single  word  suggested  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  make  an  exception 
here.  The  truth  was,  that  Sub-s4H*tion 
A  of  Section  7  was  framcnl   upon  an  ex- 
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traordinary  basis.  It  introdaoed  an  eD- 
tirely  new  notion  about  debts  and  incum- 
brances. There  was  substituted  for 
"  valuable  consideration  "  **  full  con* 
sideratiou,'*  and  he  supposed  the  unhappy 
man  interested  would  have  to  find  out 
whether  full  consideration  was  made.  A 
debt  of  this  kind  could  not  be  regarded 
as  a  testamentary  disposition.  Such  a 
disposition  could  be  revoked ;  but  this 
was  the  creation  of  a  legal  obligation  in 
respect  to  consideration  received,  and  a 
man  could  not  get  rid  of  it.  It  was  true 
there  were  some  forms  of  settlement 
which  might  be  made  the  means  of 
evasion,  but  here  there  could  really  be  no 
(|uestion  of  evasion  involved. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  thought  he 
hud  some  right  to  speak  upon  this 
matter,  because  on  the  Committee  stage 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
promised  to  give  some  consideration  to 
rhe  point  which  he  raised.  The  case  of 
Mr.  Joseph  Whit  worth  had  been  men- 
tioned, who  left  half  a  million  of  money 
to  found  SchoUirships,  and  covenanted  to 
pay  down  so  many  thousand  pounds  and 
interest  on  the  remainder  until  the  time 
of  his  death.  If  the  clause  were  not 
amended  in  some  such  way  as  was  now 
proposed,  in  the  event  of  a  similar  case 
occurring  the  gift  would,  on  the  death 
of  the  donor,  be  treated  as  still  forming 
part  of  his  estate.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  promised  to  consider 
what  would  be  the  best  form  in  which  to 
introduce  an  Amendment  into  the  Bill  to 
provide  against  such  an  injustice,  but,  so 
far  as  he  was  aware,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  nothing  in  the 
matter  at  all.  He  hoped  that  some  pro- 
vision would  be  made  to  meet  such  a 
case. 

Colonel       KENYON  -  SLANEY 

(Shropshire,   Newport)   asked    whether 

the  discussion  was  to  be  allowed  to  close 

without  Home  reply  to  the  able  speech  of 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney)  ?  [Crte*  of 
**  Divide  I  '*]  The  only  comments  made 
upon  that  speech  by  the  supporters  of 
the  Government  were  vague  and  inco- 
herent cries  of  **  Divide."  As  far  as 
efTorts  to  try  and  remove  the  difficulties 
which  surrounded  this  measure  were  con- 
cerned, the  House  had  no  reason  to  thank 
gentlemen    of    the   class   to  which    he 

Mr.  Byrne 


alluded.  One  of  the  highest  aiiifa<Mrki« 
in  the  House  had  made  a  perfeetlj  ciear, 
distinct,  and  unmistakable  charge  •gaiosl 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  GoveriMiieol. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Courtney) 
had  stated  in  terms  which  it  was  inpoa- 
sible  to  misunderstand  that  the  Law 
Officers  had  evaded  timr  duty  of  ttakiag 
the  point  clear.  It  might  poaaibly  hi 
that  they  had  not  appreciated  the  l«il 
weight  of  the  argunenta  which  had  beeii 
used,  but  there  could  now  be  do  pretoooe 
for  saying  that  those  arguments  had  noi 
come  before  the  House  in  a  clear  aad 
unmistakable  form. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  must  state,  in  justice  to 
the  Attorney  General  (Sir  J.  Rigby)  and 
the  Solicitor  General  (Mr.  E.  T.  Reid), 
that  they  had  both  spokea  in  the 
Debate,  and  therefore  could  not  speak 
again.  There  had,  however,  been  a  moat 
able,  and  he  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  thoQghti^ 
a  most  convincing  speech  from  hie 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Courtney), 
and  some  reply  ought  to  be  given  to  it* 
Where  was  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  ?  Why  waa 
he  absent  from  his  plaoe  throughout  the 
discussion  on  this  Amendment  ?  Of 
course,  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Solicitor  General  would  have  a  difficulty 
in  giving  way  in  the  abeeoce  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  BilL 
No  doubt  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  not  very  far  off,  and  he  could 
surely  be  asked  to  return  to  the  House 
and  give  an  answer  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Courtney).  Then  there  was 
the  Secretary  for  India  (Mr.  Fowler). 
Why  could  not  that  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  a  word  ?  It  no  one  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  would  ^peak,  might  not 
one  of  the  supporters  of  the  Govcmineot 
be  asked  to  make  some  sort  of  reply  ? 

Question  ])ut« 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  181  ; 
Noes,  161. — (Division  List,  No.  175.) 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  proposed,  ia 
Clause  7,  page  5|  line  22,  after 
'^created,'*  to  leave  out  to  ^^take,''  in 
line  24,  and  insert  "for  valuable  cos- 
sideration  or."  He  said  he  failed  to 
understand  why  the  consideration  should 
be  one  for  the  deceased*s  own  use  and 
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iMoeUt,  and  he  mored  the  Ameodment  in 
order  to  obtain  a  distinct  understanding 
on  the  point. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^*  created/* 
to  the  word  '*take,*'  in  line  24,  and 
insert  the  words  **£or  valuable  considera- 
Uon  or.**— (Sir  R.  Webiter.) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Ms.  R.  T.  R[£D  said,  he  could  not 
reconcile  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
oien^s  Amendment  with  his  remarks  in 
sapport  of  it.  The  effect  of  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  to  allow 
debts  which  had  been  created  for  mar- 
riage consideration  or  for  insufficient 
consideration  to  be  withdrawn  from  the 
estate.  He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
considered  disrespectful  to  the  Com* 
mittee  if  he  refrained  from  repeating  on 
this  point  fu^ments  whioli  he  had 
alreadj  used. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rkid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  6,  line  22,  leave  out  ^otherwise 
than.** 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
wished  to  move  the  omission  of  the  word 
-  f  nil.- 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID,  rising  to  Older, 
pointed  out  that  that  word  had  already 
been  passed. 

Mm.  SPEAKER :  That  being  so,  the 
Amendment  cannot  be  moved. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rkid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  5, line  32,  before  *•  property,**  in- 
sert ^  land  or  other  subjects  of.** 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved, 
in  page  6,  line  33,  to  leave  out  Sub- 
section (2),  which  provides  that  an 
allowance  shall  not  be  made  in  the  first 
iostauoe  for  debts  due  from  the  deceased 
to  persons  resident  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  unless  contracted  to  be  paid  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  or  charged  on 
property  within  the  United  Kingdom, 
except  out  of  the  value  of  any  personal 
property  of  the  deceased  situate  out  of 


the  United  Kingdom  on  which  Estate 
Duty  is  paid.  He  thought  that,  as  soon 
as  property  outside  the  United  Kingdom 
was  brought  into  the  net  of  taxation,  the 
debts  due  to  people  outside  the  Unitetl 
Kingdom  must  be  deducted  from  the 
property.  The  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  get  at  the  property,  but 
until  the  debts  had  been  deducted  thev 
would  not  have  got  at  the  property.  It 
was  the  residue  which  should  be  charged. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
3d,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (2)  of 
Clause  7. — (Afr.  Gibson  Raufles.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  ^  That  the  words 
of  the  sub-section  down  to  the  word  *  on,* 
in  line  8,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 

Sir  W.  H  ARCOURT  said,  he  thought 

an  arrangement  bad  been  come  to  on  this 

matter  at   the   suggestion  of  the   hon. 

Member  for  Leith  and  the  hon.  Meml>er 

for  Hull.  The  Solicitor  General  had  an 
Amendment  lower  down  on  the  Paper 
which  he  was  about  to  move,  and  which 
would  meet  the  objections  to  this  part  of 
the  clause,  and  as  the  omission  of  the 
sub-section  would  prevent  the  moving  of 
that  Amendment,  he  could  not  accept  the 
hon.  Member's  Motion. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  could  not 
understand  the  distinction  drawn  between 
debts  at  home  and  debts  abroad,  and 
oould  not  see  why  all  debts  should  not  be 
treated  alike,  whether  home  or  foreign. 
He  would  be  glad  if  the  Solictor  General 
would  explain  why  a  distinction  was 
made. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  matter 
simply  came  to  this — the  Government 
did  not  want  to  allow  a  man  who  hot! 
foreign  assets  and  liabilities  and  British 
assets  and  liabilities  so  to  marshal  his 
estate  as  to  pay  all  the  foreign  debts  out 
of  the  English  assets  and  not  bring  in 
the  foreign  assets  to  assist  in  meeting  the 
English  debts. 

Mr.  butcher  said,  he  did  not  see 
why  the  principle  on  which  debts  due  at 
'  home  were  allowed  to  be  deducted  and 
debts  due  abroad  were  not. 

I  Commander  BETHELL  said,  he 
,  would  like  to  know  what  part  of  the 
I  clause    empowered     an     executor    who 
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brought  foreign  assets  into  the  estate  to 


set    off    foreign     debts     against     those 
assets. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  said,  that  under  the 
clause  great  inconvenience  would  be 
caused  to  the  mercantile  community. 

•Sir  J.  BIG  BY  said,  the  clause  per- 
mitted an  executor  to  deduct  from  the 
value  of  personal  property  situate  out 
of  the  United  Kingdom  the  whole 
amount  of  the  debts  incurred  abroad. 
In  the  case  of  goods  that  had  arrived 
in  British  ports,  but  which  were  not  to 
be  paid  for  here,  there  would  be  a  repay- 
ment of  the  whole  or  part  of  the  duty  paid 
in  respect  of  those  goods  when  it  was 
shown  that  the  personal  property  out- 
side the  country  was  not  sufficient 
in  amount  to  defray  their  cost.  The 
Government  did  not  intend  that  money 
in  this  country  should  be  devoted  to  the 
payment  of  foreign  debts  when  there 
were  foreign  assets  with  which  they 
could  be  met. 

Mr.  hartley  considered  that  the 
effect  of  the  clause  would  be  to  hamper 
trade  seriously  in  many  cases. 

Mr.  R.  T.  R£ID  said,  they  had  been 
living  under  the  terrible  state  of  things 
feared  by  the  hon.  Member  ever  since  the 
Probate  Duty  came  into  force. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  also  thought  that 
the  clause  would  be  extremely  embar- 
ransing  to  trade. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  138;  Noes 
103. — (Division  List,  No.  176.) 


On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T,  Reid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to: — 

Page  o,  line  38,  leave  out  "  on,"  and 
insert  "  in  respect  of." 

Page  5,  line  42,  at  end,  insert — 
Commander  Bethell 


**(8)  Where  the  CominiflsioaerB  we 
that  any  adiiitional  expense  in  admiouterkigor 
realJBiiig  property  has  been  incurred  by  rea«on 
of  the  property  being  sitoate  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  they  may  make  an  allowance  from  the 
value  of  the  ])roj>erty  on  account  of  such  ex- 
pense not  exceeding  in  any  case  five  per  centam 
on  the  value  of  the  property." 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(Poor  Law)  Bill, 

Cheltenham  College  Bill,  with  Ameod- 
ments. 

ZANZIBAR  INDEMNITY  BILL.— (No.  308.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

NAUTICAL   ASSESSORS   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  attendance  of  AjBseatwrs  at  the 
trial  and  hearing  of  Marilime  Causes  in  tlie 
Court  of  Session  and  Sheriff  Courts  in  Sootland, 
and  in  Appeals  to  the  House  of  Lords,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir 
Oeorge  Trevelyan,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
ScotlantU 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  312.] 
BRITISH    MUSEUM  [PURCHASE  OF  LANdJ. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  issue,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£200,000,  for  the  purchase  of  certain  lands  by 
the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum. 

2.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners  to  lend  to  the 
Treasury  the  said  sum  or  part  thereof,  and  to 
authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be 
provided  by  Parliament,  or  (if  those  moneys  are 
insufficient),  out  uf  the  Consolidated  Fund,  of 
any  annuity  and  interest  required  for  the  repay- 
ment of  such  loan. — (5i>  •/.  T,  Ilibbert.') 

Resolutions  to  be  reiwrted  To-moirow. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minoteA 

before  One  o'clock. 
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LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  —  THE 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  AND  BETTEH- 
MBNT. 


MOTION    FOB   PAPERS. 

♦The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  moved  for 
copies  of  ihe  eorrespondebce  which  had 
piiBsed  between  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
aod   the   London  Countf  Council  with 
refereaoe  to  thef  purchase  from  the  Duchy 
of  the  reversion  to  the  freehold  of  pro- 
perty required  for  widening  WeUiugton 
Street  and  the  Strand ;    and  as  to  the 
conditions,  imposed  by  ihe  Duchy  against 
any  chiim  hy  the  London  County  Council 
to  levy  a  ''  bettemEient  **  charge  on  pro- 
perty, between    Wellington  Street,  the 
Strand,  Savoy   Street,   and  Wellington 
Plaoe.     He  was  desirous  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  lay  on  the  Table  the 
oorrespOttdence,  as  a  Committee  of  the 
House  had  been  inquiring  into  the  ques- 
tion of  town  improvements.  Their  Report 
had  been  presented,  and  it  would  probably 
be  I  necessary  for  their  Lordships'  House 
to  (ftke  some/aotaon  in  the  matter.    It 
wa4i  therefore  desirable  that  they  sliould 
know  clearly  what  was  and  what  j?as 
not  the  opinion  of  the  G-overnment  upon 
the  -subject,  because  at  present  it  seemed 
open  to  MHD^  doubt.     The  circumstances 
of  thd  case  were  these,  as  far  as  he  had 
been  able  to  gather  :  The  London  County 
Counctlhad  made  a  proposal  to  purehase 
eer taio  property  belonging  to  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  between  Wellington  Street 
and  Savoy  Street  on  the  Waterloo  Bridge 
side  of  the  Strand.     The  Duchy  offered 
to   sell    the   reversion    to    the    Council 
for    iS32,Q00.     That   sum    the    London 
County  Council  were  prepared  to  pay, 
but  they  wished  at   the  .  same   time   to 
insert  a  condition  that  the  property  of 
the  Duohy  should  be  subject  to  a  charge 
for  betterment  should  the  London  County 
Council  Bill  pass.     To  this  the  Duchy 
had  strongly  objected,  and  then  followed 
a  eorrespondence,  with  which  he  hoped 
the    noble   Lord    wouUl    enlighten    the 
HJouse,  resulting  in   an  agreement  that 
oo    payment    of    £38,000   odd   for    tlie 
property     the    question    of    betterment 
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should   not   apply   to    the    property   of 
the    Duchy.       He    was     informed    the 
property   was  extremely   valuable,  and 
was  let  for  £3,400  a  year,  20  years'  pur- 
chase of  which  would  amount  to  about 
£87,000,  or  more  than  double  the  amount 
which  the  Duchy  was  asking  for  it.     It 
was  no  part  of  his  duty  or  purpose  to 
inquire    whether     that    was    a    proper 
amount  to  be  accepted  ;  all  he  was  con- 
cerned with  was  the  question  of  the  ap- 
plication  of    the  betterment    principle. 
Various  utterances  had  been  made  on  the 
subject  by  Members  of  the  Government 
in  that  House,  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had  expressed  his 
belief  that  the  principle  of   betterment 
was   thoroughly   sound.       It   had   been 
dealt   with   in   a   Private  Bill,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (then  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board) 
had  stated  that  he  was  prepared  to  be 
guided    by    some    carefully  -  considered 
words  which  bad   been   spoken    on  the 
subject,  to  the   effect   that   where   pro- 
perty    was     permanently    increased    in 
value     by    a    public     improvement    an 
equitable   rate   should  be  levied  on.tlie 
property  so  improved  ;  and  the  Leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons  had  said  that  what 
he  had  to  consider  was  the  method  to  be 
pursued  in  order  to  carry  out  the  principle 
of  betterment.  That  appeared  to  be  some- 
what at  variance  with  the  action  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy,  because  in  a 
letter  (the  only  one  to  which  he  had  been 
able  to  obtain  access)  the  London  County 
Council  wrote  to  the  Duchy  Office  that 
they    were    prepared    to    purchase   the 
premises  on  the  understanding  that  the 
reduction  in  price  was  made  in  lieu  of 
the  contribution  by  the  Duchy  in  respect 
of  betterment ;  to  which   they   had  re- 
ceived a  reply  that  the  Duchy  Office  was 
no  party  to  any  such  understanding,  and 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  was 
not   prepared  to  sanction   tlie   importa- 
tion   of    the  betterment  principle   into 
the  agreement  between  the  Duchy  and 
the  London   County   Council   or  to  re- 
cognise the  propriety    of    its  introduc- 
tion.    It  appeared  to  be  very  much  tlie 
case  mentioned  by  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  some  months 
ago  when  he  said,  '*  We  in  £ng]and  had 
no  objection  to  seeing  experiments  tried, 
provided  they  were  not  tried  upon  our- 
selves "  ;  and  it  rather  appeared  as  if  the 
Government  had  no  objection  to  seeing 
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^he  principle  of  betterment  tried,  provided 
M  was  not  tried  upon  its  own  property. 
Their  Lordships  would  probably  thick, 
therefore,  it  was  desirable,  before  they 
came  to  cousiiler  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  which  had  been  recently 
fitting,  that  they  should  have  a  clear  state- 
ment of  the  views  of  the  Government 
upon  the  application  of  the  betterment 
principle  when  it  was  applied  to  their 
own  property.  With  that  object  he 
^Sg^  to  move  that  a  copy  of  the  cor- 
respondence which  he  had  mentioned 
might  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House 
correspondence  which  has  iiassal  between  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  the  London  County 
Council  with  reference  to  the  purchase  from 
the  Dttcby  of  the  reversion  to  the  freehold  of 
property  required  for  widening  Wellington 
Street  and  the  Strand  ;  and  as  to  the  conditions 
imposed  by  the  Duchy  against  any  claim  by 
the  London  County  Council  to  levy  a  **  better- 
ment *'  charge  on  property  between  Wellington 
Street,  the  Strand,  Savoy  Street,  and  Wellington 
Place."- f7%<j  Earlu/  Onslow.) 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  and 
CHANCELLOR  or  the  DUCHY  of 
LANCASTER  (Lord  Tweedmouth)  : 
My  Lords,  I  think  at  any  rate  the  noble 
Lord  has  not  given  a  great  length  of 
notice  of  bis  intention  to  raise  this  ques- 
tion. It  would  have  been  more  convenient 
if  he  had  given  me  private  notice  tliat 
he  intended  to  raise  it  rather  than  have 
left  me  to  see  it  for  the  first  time  when  I 
looked  at  the  Papers  this  morning.  How* 
ever,  I  do  not  complain  of  that,  because 
1  am  perfectly  ready  to  deal  with  the 
question  now.  I  do  not  think  the  noble 
Lord  quite  appreciates  what  the  duties 
and  functions  of  the  Duchy  are.  He 
treats  the  property  of  the  Duchy  as 
Gorerument  property.  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  duty  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  is  to  administer  certain  Crown 
property  for  the  benefit  of  the  Crown,  and 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  a  particular  question  concern- 
ing it  does  not  come  Into  the  matter 
of  their  administration  of  that  property. 
I  take  it  that  the  duty  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  is  to  see  that  a  sufficient 
margin  is  made  ou  all  occasions  for  the 
Duchy,  and  that  the  largest  sum  possible 
is  made  available  to  pay  into  the  Privy 
Purse  at  the  usual  fixed  periods  of  the 
year.  I  have  no  objection  to  lay  this 
correspondence  upon  the   Table  of  the 

The  Earl  of  Onslow 


House  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  must 
ask  your  Lordships  to  bear  with  me  for  a 
few  moments  while  I  give  some  further 
details  with  regard  to  the  negotiations  in 
this  matter  than  appear  on  the  paper, 
because  it  will  be  readily  understood  that 
negotiations  of  this  kind  are  not  simply 
carried  ou  upon  paper,  but  also  partly  by 
word  of  mouth  between  the  agents  of 
the  two  parties  concerned.  In  the  first 
place,  I  should  like  to  correct  an 
erroneous  idea  which  seems  to  be  enter- 
tained by  the  noble  Lord  that  tha  stipula- 
tion with  regard  to  the  waiving  of  betlar* 
ment  came  from  the  Duchy  Office.  On 
the  contrary,  it  came  from  the  Loodoa 
County  Council  itself.  The  negotiatkMU 
have  been  proceeding  for  something  like 
two  years  on  this  subject,  and  there  has 
been  a  considerable  amount  ol  corre- 
spondence, and  many  interviews  between 
the  accents  of  the  Duchy  and  the  Coanly 
Council  respectively,  which  eventuated  en 
November  23rd  last  year  in  Mr.  Yoaof^, 
on  behalf  of  the  London  County  Coooetl, 
ofifering  to  Mr.  Boulden,  the  Chief 
Surveyor  of  the  Duchy,  £24,170  far 
this  property  on  the  distinct  undersCand- 
ing  that  the  Duchy  should  receive  the 
rents  during  the  various  existing  Icaaes, 
and  that  the  question  of  betterment  sfaoold 
not  thereafter  be  raised  at  all.  This 
proposal  oaroe  from  Mr.  Young  himeelf • 
and  the  offer  was  declined  by  the  Dnehy 
Office  for  various  reasons,  one  being  that 
there  were  varions  conditions  which  it 
did  not  come  witliin  the  powers  of  the 
Duchy  to  comply  with.  They  also  did 
not  consider  the  price  sufficient.  Farther 
negotiations  took  pbee  between  Mr. 
Boulden  and  Mr.  Young,  and  Mr.  Bool- 
den  at  last  came  to  the  cooehiBion  that 
about  £80,000  would  be  given  willingly 
by  the  County  Council  for  this  property. 
Eventually,  after  further  negotiatious,  on 
the  24th  of  January  this  year,  with  the 
sanction  of  their  Chairman,  an  offer  was 
made  to  the  County  Council  for  this  pro- 
perty of  £82,000,  with  this  waiving  of 
Betterment  Clause  pnt  into  the  propoaal, 
that  particular  clause  being  suggested 
by  Mr.  Young  himself,  and  not  by  the 
Duchy ^s  agents.  Tlie  Improvements 
Committee  of  the  Loudon  County  Coon* 
cil  recommended  this  offer  to  the  Count  t 
Council  itself  for  acceptance,  but  among 
that  body  a  doubt  arose  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  betterment.  The  pro- 
posal was  declined,  and  the  matter  waa 
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referred  back  to  the  laiprovements  Com- 
mittee to  see  if  tbey  could  not  come   to 
some  other  arraagemerit.     Tlie  Iraprove- 
meDtd  Committee  thereupon  informed  the 
Duchy  that  they  were  in  a  great  difficulty 
iu  consequence  of  the  General  Acts  of  the 
Council;  tliat  they  felt  they   hjui  been 
extremely  well  treated  in  the  matter  by 
the  Duchy,  whose   offer   they    acknow- 
ledged was  very  liberal,  but  they  sug- 
gested that  some  addition  should  be  made 
to  the  sum  asked  by  the  Duchy,  and  that 
the  question  of  betterment  should  be  left 
alone.     The  answer  of  the  Duohy  wfes  : 
"  We  have  made  you  an  offer  ;  any  other 
offer  should    oome   from   jqu^   and  you 
should  make  a  proposal."     I  may  state 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Improvements 
Committee   i»aid   in    the  course    of    the 
Debate  tUat  they  |iad  made  an  allowance 
of  £8,000   for  betterment  when  they  re- 
commended  that    the  offer    of  £30,000 
should  be   accepted.     Again,  there  were 
negotiations,    and    it    turned    out    that 
Mr.    Y(>ung*s    valuation    of    betterment 
came  to  £6,500,  and  that  of  Mr.  Houlden 
to  £7,000.     Eventually  it  was  proposed 
that  £6,760  should  be  allowed  in  lieu  of 
lietterment   on    the  recommendation    of 
both  parties.      Accordingly,    the  matter 
then  stood    thus—neither    that    £32,000 
should    bo    accepted  with    a    waiver  of 
betterment,  or  a  sum  of  £38,760  without 
it.     The  matter  again   went   liefore   the 
Improvements    Committee,  who   recom- 
mended     again       that      the       original 
offer    of    £32,000     be    accepted.     The 
London     County    Council    then    stated 
that     they     would     have      nothing     to 
say  to  the  whole  thing,  and  that  they 
could  only  consent  to  the  £32,000  pro- 
vided the  waiver  of    betterment  clause 
was   struck  out.     The  Local   Board  of 
the  Strand,  who  were  to  pay  one-fourth 
of  the  £32,000,  refused  to  pay  the  one- 
fourth,  and   so    the   matter  fell   to   the 
ground.     As  far  as   I  am   myself  con- 
cerned, I  can  only  say  that  ray  responsi- 
bility in  the  matter  has  been  that  when 
I  came  into  Office  I  found  this  matter 
still  suspended  like  Mahomei^s  coffin,  and 
I   sent  a  letter  to  the  Loudon  County 
Council    saying    that   I  must    have    an 
answer  by  the  23rd  June,  because  there 
were   tenants   of  the  Duchy  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  proper  notice  would  have  to 
be  given  them  if  necessary.  Negotiations 
have  been  carried  on  properly,  but  have 
been  concluded,  the  result  of  which  will 


be  that,  owing  to  the  difficulty  which  has 
arisen,  this  public  improvement  will  l>e 
postponed  until  these  leases  fall  in  some 
20  years  hence.  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay 
the  Papers  before  the  House,  and  I  hope 
the  short  statement  I  have  made  to  your 
Lordships  will  be  read  in  with  the 
letters. 

•The  Eahl  qp  ONSLOW  asji^ 
whether  the  portion  of  the  letter  pub- 
lished by  the  London  County  Council 
in  which  Sir  John  £ngelhardt  staled 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  was 
not  prefiared  to  sanction  the  importation 
of  the  question  of  betterment  into  the 
agreement  was  adhered  to  or  not  ?  He 
understood  the  noble  Lord  now  to  state 
that  £32,000  was  the  sum  which  the 
Duchy  were  prepared  to  acc^ept  if  the 
question  of  betterment  was  left  oat,  but 
£38,700  if  it  were  left  in. 

LoBD  T  WEEDMOUTH  :  I  am  afraid 
I  have  not  made  qayself  quite  clear  to  the 
noble  Lord.  £32,000  was  the  price  with 
the  waiver  of  betterment ;  £38,670,  with 
the  waiver  of  betterment  clause  struck  out. 
It  is  not  our  business  to  express  an  opinion 
as  to  the  jutstice  or  injustice  of  better- 
ment. We  have  to  accept  the  law  as  it 
is,  and  are  quite  prepared  to  do  so. 

The  Dukb  ok  ARGYLL :  I  should 
be  glad  to  know,  whether  the  noble  Lord 
means  that  the  :price  he  insisted  uppn.was 
a  price  which  was  to  cover  betterment  if 
the  question  should  arise  ? 

Louu  TWEEDMOUTH  :  Certainly, 
the  £38,000  was  ;  the  £3^,000  was  not. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  Then  that 
amounts  to  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  submit  to  be  charged  for 
betterment,  because  they  added  to  the 
price  as  much  as  they  expected  to  have 
to  pay.  Do  I  rightly  understand  the 
noble  Lord  in  that  seuse  ? 

LoKD  TWEEDMOUTH  :  No.  We 
were  perfectly  ready  to  sdbmit'  to  the 
charge  for  betterment,  but  we  were  asked 
by  the  London  County  Council  to  quote 
the  lowest  price  we  could  withont  the 
betterment  charge.  It  is  like  any 
other  matter'  of  everyday  arrangement 
between  one  proprietor  and  another. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Correspondence  laid  before  the  House, 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  164.) 
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COMMISSIONERS  OF  WORKS  BILL. 

(No.  68.) 
Returned  from  the  CommonB  with  the 
Ameudtnents  agreed  to. 

OUTDOOR  RBLlBF  (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES)  BILL.— (No.  146.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

WILD  BIRDS  PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  148.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (POOR  LAW)  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Conunons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  8)  BILL.— (No.  189.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next, 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  142.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Onler)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
meat :  Standing  Committae  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

WATER  ORDERS   CONFIRMATION   BILL 
[H.L.I.— (No,  44.) 

Commons  Amendment  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL.— (No.  121.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order)  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Mon- 
day next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PBOyiSIONAL 
ORDERS  (NOp  13)  BILL.— (No.  125.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Mon- 
day next. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  14)  BILL. 
(No.  1.37.) 

Read  3»  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 


VALUATION    OF    LANDS  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 

AMENDMENT     BILL    [h.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Val  nation  of  Land* 
(Scotland)  Acts  in  retard  to  the  duties  of  the 
assessor  of  nulwajs  and  canals- Was  presented 
by  the  Lard  Priry  Seal  (L.  Twmfimtmdh): 
read  1* ;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  163.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  m  inotea  before 

Five  o*c1ock,  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  patt  IV>ur  o^ielock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Friday,  13th  July  1S94. 


Q  UE  8  TI0N8. 


DISEASED  SHEEP  AT  ARDRISHAIQ. 

Sib  D.  MACFABLANE  (ArgyJl) :  I 
beg  Uy  ask  Ihe  President  of  Ibe  BoArd  of 
Agrieulture  if  say  aotion  has  been  lAkeo 
iD  the  matter  of  a  complaiut  fonrarded 
to  the  Board  on  17th  April  by  the  Lord 
Advocate  with  reference  to  a  case  of 
alieged  straying  of  diseased  sheep  npon 
the  banks  of  the  canai  at  Ardrishaig  in 
Febmary  last ;  and  whether  any  proseen- 
tion  has  been  instituted  ;  and,  [t  so,  with 
what  result  ? 

The  PBESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  SaffVon  Waldeu)  :  On  receipt  of 
the  communication  to  which  my  bon. 
Friend  refers  I  took  steps  to  bring  it 
under  the  notice  of  the  Argyll  County 
Council,  with  whom  it  rests  to  make 
regulations  for  prohibiting  or  regulating 
the  movement  of  sheep  affected  with 
sheep-scab,  and  generally  to  enforce  the 
requirements  of  the  law  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  the  spreading  of  that 
disease.  The  County  Clerk  informs  me 
that  no  prosecution  was  instituted  bj  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  Council  in 
the  case  in  question,  the  animal  not 
having  strayed  from  the  land  of  the 
person  to  whom  ft  belonged. 

SiK  D.  MACFARLANE  :  Would  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  ascertain  on  what 
public  ground  the  County  Council  per- 
mitted this  trespass  without  proee- 
cuting  ? 


■ 

i 


1557 


The  Eant 


[13  JuLr  1894}  Indian  Railway.  1558 


Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  I  will  make 
further  inqniries. 

NURSING  OF  FBVBR  PATIENTS  IN 

INIOA. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  (Wilte, 
Wilton)  :  I  beg  to  adk  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  13  men  of  the 
let  Battalion  Bedfordshire  Reginient, 
now  a%  Noflhera  in  India,  who  have  died 
of  typhoid  fever,  were  nursed  by  their 
comrades,  as  no  lady  nurses  were  to  be 
bad;  will  he  explain  why  theise  orderlies 
have  been  refused  any  ettra  pay  ;  whe- 
ther, of  the  18,  10  had  been '  recently 
drafted  from  England  ;  aud  can  he  state 
what  were  their  ages  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlkr,  Woiver- 
faam^tou,  E.)  :  I  have  no  information  as  to 
the  case  io  which  the  noble  Lord  refers. 
It  has  «IWays  been  the  practice  to  em- 
ploy, in  addition  to  the  regular  attendants 
of  the  Army  Hospital  Corps,  and  the 
establishtnebt  of  lady  nnrses,  a  few 
Boldiers,  taken  from  the  corps  to  which 
the  patients  beibng,  to  assist  in  attendance 
on  special  cases  ;  abd  recently  extra  duty 
pay  has  been  sanctioned  for  a  limited 
nunnber  of  these  ''  orderly  comrades. 


»». 


fiURlAI/  OF  »£AMfiN  AT  ANTWERP. 

Mr;  CAR VELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if 
he  is  aware  that  in  two  recent  cases  of 
burial  <^  seamen  at  Antwerpthe  chaplain 
of  the  Manners*  Church  was  requested 
to  conduct  a  burial  service  at  the  ceme- 
tery,'but  was  prevented  doing  so  by  the 
Episcopalian  clergyman  claiming  to  offi- 
ciate ;  whether  Dr.  Stanley,  the  British 
chaplain  at  Antwerp,  has  been  requested 
bv  Her  Majestv's  Consul  General  to 
conduct  the  servioe  at  the  burial  of  all 
British  seamen  buried  at  that  port; 
whether  the  Consul  General  has  so  acted 
under  the  authority  of  the  Foreign  Office ; 
and  whether  steps  >  will  be  taken  to 
secure  for  those  who  have  charge  of  the 
burial  ef  Bh-itish  seamen  at  Antwerp^  or 
other  foreign  ports,  the  right  of  having 
such  burial  services  as  they  may  desire, 
and  conducted  by  persons  of  tlieir  own 
choice  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  foreign  AFFAIRS 
(SirE.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick): 
We  have  no  knowledge  of  the  circum- 


stances referred  to.  There  is  no  British 
Chaplaincy  under  Government  control  at 
Antwerp.  British  Consular  officers,  in 
case  of  burials  of  British  subjects  in 
foreign  ports,  must  be  guided  by  the 
laws  in  force  in  those  ports.  If  in  the 
case  iieferred  to  it  is  considered  thiat  the 
Consul  General  has  unduly  interfered, 
inquiry  will  be  made  if  details  are  sup- 
plied to  the  Foreign  Office. 

THE  BAST  INDIAN  RAILWAY. 

Sir  J.  KIT  SON  (York,  W.R., 
Colne  Valley)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Chairman,  of  the 
East  Indian  Railway,  who  asserted,  in 
his  address  to  the  shareholders  at  the  last 
half-yearly  meeting,  that  continued  diffi- 
culties are  met  with  in  obtaining  funds 
from  the  Government  of  India  to  meet 
the  reasonable  requirements  of  traders 
for  increased  or  improved  accommoda- 
tion, and  what  is  virtually  an  almost 
insuperable  barrier  has  been  set  up 
against  any  extension  of  the  under- 
taking ;  that  the  Board  still  finds 
the  greatest  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing funds  from  the  Government,  while 
even  the  amount  urgently  required  to 
provide  carriages  for  the  many  thou- 
sands o(  passengers  who,  in  the  absence 
of  proper  vehicles,  it  has  been  necessary 
to  carry  in  goods  waggons  and  cattle 
trucks,  has  only  been  granted  after  re- 
peated solicitation  ;  and  whether  he  will 
take  measures  to  remove  the  difficulties 
complained  of,  and  afford  railway  com- 
panies in  India  the  means  of  obtaining 
readily  the  necessary  additional  funds  for 
meeting  the  requirements  arising  in  the 
development  of  traffic  on  their  lines  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statements  made 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  East  Indian  Rail- 
way Company,  in  respect  to  the  provision 
of  funds  by  the  Government  of  lAdia  for 
the  purposes  of  that  Company.  The  East 
Indian  Railway  Company  is  at  present 
under  its  constitution  dependent,  for  out- 
lay in  the  nature  of  capital  expenditure, 
on  the  limited  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  of  India  for  such  purposes. 
It  is,  in  my  opinion,  very  desirable  that 
means  should,  if  possible,  be  provided  by 
which  the  requirements  of  this  system  may 
be  more  largely  met  in  the  future,  and  the 
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subject  is  now  under  my  consideration  in ' 
Council.  This  difficalty  dofss  not  arjse  in 
connection  with  other  Indian  Bailwiiy 
Companies,  who  possess  the  power  under 
their  oonstitutiou  to  raise,  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Government,  funds  for  the 
purposes  of  their  several  undertakings. 

LAND  PURCHASE  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
state  if  the  Laud  Commission  are  aware 
that  Mr.  Samuel  Gordon,  of  Dreeminchin, 
Newtowngore,  a  tenant  on  the  Godlej 
Estate,  situated  in  South  Leitrim,  agreed 
to  purchase  his  farm  under  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Act  for  £250 ;  that  he  paid  his 
first  instalment  in  the  bank  on  these  terms 
on  I9tb  January,  1891  ;  that  the  vendor^s 
solicitor  afterwanls  alleged  that  the  pur- 
chase money  was  £304  ;  that  in  1892  Mr. 
Gordon  was  processed  without  getting  any 
notice,  and  obliged  on  17th  February,  1892, 
to  pay  £12  3s.  2d.,  iucluding  19s.  costs  ; 
and  that  on  a  subsequent  occasion  he  was 
obliged  to  pay  £1  19s.  9d.  costs,  and  has 
been  lately  put  to  serious  expense  and  law 
costs  owing  to  the  action  of  the  vendor's 
solicitor  ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
recommend  that  the  Land  Commission 
order  a  full  inquiry  into  the  manner  in 
which  the  vendor's  solicitor  has  treated 
the  tenants  who  agreed  to  purchase  their 
holdings  on  this  estate  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlev,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  am  informed  that  the  price 
mentioned  in  the  agreement,  which  was 
dated  the  22nd  April,  1890,  is  £304,  not 
£2^  as  stated  in  the  question,  and  that 
Mr.  Gordon  agreed  to  pay  interest  on  the 
said  sum  of  £304  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent, 
from  the  date  of  the  agreement  until  the 
purchase-money  was  advaacad.  The 
advance  was  not  sanctioned  until  June, 
1892,  when  the  price,  by  agreement,  was 
reduced  to  £260.  The  proceed  bigs  re- 
ferred to  appear  to  have  been  taken  by  the 
landlord  in  the  County  Court  for  interest 
due  under  the  original  agreement  pre- 
viously to  the  sanction  of  the  advance 
and  the  agreement  to  reduce  the  price. 
The  Land  Commissioners  have  no  juris- 
diciion  k>  interfere  with  the  decrees  of 
the  County  Court  Judge.  Owing  to  an 
vjissttled  dispute  between  the  tenant 
purchasers  with  regard  to  turbary,  the 
^vlvaaoe  haa  not  yet  been  made,  and  do 

Mr.  If.  H.  Fowler 


installment  has  been  paid  to  the  Land 
Commission  as  implied  in  the  questtoa* 

THB  00A8TQUABD  IN  OOBNWALU 
Mr.  LUTTRELL  (Devon,  Tavistock) : 
I  lieg  to  aek  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether,  in  view  of  the  strong 
reoommendation  at  the  oon>oer*s  ioqoeat 
on  the  bodies. of  the  men  drowned  in  the 
Norwegian  ship  WUfiamy  on  29th  De- 
cember last,  and  of  the  abtorioaslj 
dangerous  character  of  the  coast,  he  vtll 
consider  the  advisability  oi  formiDf  a 
detachment  of  the  Coastguard,  to  whieli 
the  rocket  apparatus  could  be  supplied, 
at  Crackington  Haven,  Corowall  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  form  a 
Coastguard  conneetiou  by  coast  between 
Bude  and  Boscastle  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  £•  RoBERTsoK,  Dundee)  : 
The  objects  for  which  the  Coastguard 
exist  are  defined  by  Statute,  and  are  the 
defence  of  the  coasts  of  the  realm,  the 
more  ready  manning  of  the  Royal  Navy 
in  case  of  war  or  sudden  emergeney,  and 
the  protection  of  the  Revenue.  The 
creation  of  a  new  Coastguard  station 
l>etween  Bude  and  Boecastle  baa  not 
l>een  suggested  for  any  of  these  objeeta. 
Where  life-saving  apparatus  are  supplied 
to  existing  Coastguard  stations,  they  are 
worked  by  the  men  belonging  to  the 
station. 

NATIVE  OUTBRBAK  IN  FUl. 

Mb.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid) :  I 
1>eg  to  ask  the  Under  becretary  of  8tale 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  has  any 
official  information  that  would  throw 
light  on  the  causes  of  the  recent  Native 
outbreak  in  Fiji,  reported  in  a  Reol«r*s 
cable  message  from  Auckland  dated  9th 
tfuly  ;  and  whether  he  can  confirm  or 
Contradict  the  statement  that  there  is 
considerable  disaffection  auMMigst  the 
Natives  of  that  colony,  oonaeqnent  on 
their  being  compelled  to  pay  heavy  taxes 
on  the  produce  that  they  raise  and  re- 
quire for  their  own  sustenance  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  8. 
BcxTON,  Tow«*  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  We 
have  no  information  in  regard  to  the  first 
point.  As  regards  the  second,  we  have 
no  reason  to  believe,  as  far  as  is  ofllctally 
known,  that  there  is  dissatisfaction 
among  the  natives  of  Fiji  on  aooount  of 
the  methods  of  taxation  enforced. 
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THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I 
be^  to  ask  thfB  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther his  attenttoo  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  Ihat  from  8  p.m.  to  1  i  p.iii.  messages 
are  sent  from  the  Ceutral  Telegraph 
Offiee  to  Moorgate  Street  Buildinge 
Tel^roph  Office,  aud  are  returned  again 
te  the  &rmer  office  for  delivery  in  the 
morning ;  whether  this  duplication  of 
work  inyolves  an  increase  of  risk  and 
additional  expenditure  of  money,  and  re- 
quires a  larger  number  of  men  on  late 
duties  than  if  the  telegrams  were  dealt 
with  in  the  office  from  which  thej  are 
ultimately  delivered  ;  and  whether  he 
will  make  inquiry  into  the  matter  with 
the  view  to  have  this  duplication  of  work 
avoided  ? 

thb  postmaster  general 

(Mr.'  A.  MoRi^EY,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
The  arrangement  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  was  nmde  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Service,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  it 
is  economical. 

THE   CONCILIATION    CLAUSE   OF    THE 
RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  ACT. 

Mr.  DODD  (Ess^x,  Maldon)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  ha^  been 
called  to  the  Report  of  his  Department, 
issued  in  t894,  on  the  .proceedings  under 
the  Conciliation  Clause  of  The  Railway 
and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,  and  the 
failure  of  that  clause  in  the  case  of  the 
Irish  Great  Northern  Railway  Company 
(No.  11  in  the  Report)  where  a  com- 
plaint of  undue  preference  or  unfair  treat- 
ment was  made,  and  where  that  Company 
refused  even  to  attend  a  conference  or 
pay  any  regard  to  tiie  suggestion  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  ;  if  so,  will  he  state 
What  he  propof^ed  to  do,  and  why  he  did 
not  make  use  of  the  powers  giveu  to  the 
Board  hy  Section  6  of  the  Act  of  1873 
in  that  case  and  take  the  case  up  for  the 
complainant,  appointing  someone  to  ap- 
pear and  support  the  complaint  before 
the  Railway  Commissioners ;  what 
number  of  complaints  had,  during  the 
20  years  the  Board  had  possessed  the 
power  to  take  up  cases  of  contravention 
of  the  Acts  agaiuHt  undue  or  nufair  pre- 
ference, been  taken  up  by  the  Board  and 
brought  before  the  Commissioners  by  the 
Board  ;  and  whether  he  would  be  willing, 
if  a»ked  for^  to  fnrnish  a  Return  of  such 


cases  and  the  result  of  the  action  of  the 
Board? 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  what  steps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  taking  to  get  a  decision  in  the 
three  cases  referred  to  in  the  Report  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtcb,  Aberdeen,  S.) : 
I  think  that  is  a  qnestion  of  which  I  had 
better  have  notice,  as  the  answer  might 
be  too  long  to  give  now.  As  to  the 
question  on  the  Paper,  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Report  referred  to  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  While  I  regret  very 
much  that  the  Great  Northern  of  Ireland 
Railway  Company  refused  to  attend  the 
conference  proposed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  I  am  of  opinion  that  It  would  not 
conduce  to  the  successful  administration 
of  the  clause  if  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
to  apply  to  the  Railway  Comknissiooers 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  6  of  the 
Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1873,  in 
cases  in  which  they  failed  to  effect  an 
amicable  settlement  of  a  complaint  made 
under  Section  31  of  the  Act  oi  1888» 
The  complainants  in  this  case  are  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  of  the  City  of 
Londonderry,  and  it  was  open  to  them 
to  take  proceedings  themselves  before 
the  Railway  Commission.  The  Con- 
ciliation Clause  would  lose  much,  if  not 
all,  of  its  present  value  if  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  to  take  the  course  indicated 
by  my  hon.  Friend.  No  such  complaints 
as  referred  to  have  been  taken  up  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  brought  before  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  DODD  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  means 
to  say  that  the  Board  have  had  these 
powers  for  20  years,  and  have  not  yet  put 
them  into  force  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  particular  |K)wer 
to  which  my  hou»  Friend  refers  has  not 
been  put  in  force,  although  others  have. 

THB  UMARIA  COLLIERIES,  CENTRAL 

INDIA. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
I  lieg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  has  had  his  attention  drawn 
to  the  fact  that,  at  the  Umaria  Collieries, 
situated  in  the  Central  Provinces  of  lodia, 
Itelonging  to  the  Indian  Government,  and 
which  cost  that  Government  10  lakhs  of 
nipees,  the  price  of  coal  has  been  reduced 
by  the  Government  manager  first  in  1892 
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to  Re.a  8a.  per  too,  and  secondly  in  1893 
to  RnA  3a.  per  ton  ;  whether  the  GoTem- 
moot  accounts  show  that  the  working  of 
the  collieriee  produced  a  profit  in  189 K2 
of  barely  2  per  cent,  on  the  capital 
employed,  each  resalt  being  arrired  at  by 
allowing  \e»s  than  2  per  cent,  on  the 
capital  employed  as  a  sinking  fund,  and 
without  making  any  allowance  for  the 
intenest  paid  by  the  Indian  GrOTernment 
upon  its  loan  capital,  out  of  which  the 
expenditoreou  the  collieries  has  been  pro- 
vided ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
depreciation  sinking  fund  allowed  in 
English  collieries  is  from  7^  to  10  per 
cent.,  and  that,  if  such  allowanoe  for 
depreciation  were  made,  the  Umaria 
Collieries  would  appear  by  the  accounts 
to  be  worked  at  a  loss  ;  whether  the 
chief  consumer  of  the  Umaria  ooal  is  the 
Great  Indian  Peninsula  Railway  Com* 
pany,  a  Company  earning  much  more 
than  its  guaranteed  dividend,  and  whether 
the  successive  reduction  in  price  by  the 
Government  has  consequently  gone  to 
reduce  the  cost  of  working  of  that  line, 
and  consequently  to  increase  the  dividends 
of  the  shareholders  of  the  railway  at  the 
expense  of  the  Indian  taxpayer  ;  and 
whether  he  will  interfere  to  prevent  this 
proiseeding  on  the  part  of  the  Indian 
Government  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  The  Umaria  Colliery  is 
worked  by  the  Indian  Government.  The 
price  of  coal  there  has  been  reduced  to 
Rs.4  3a.  a  ton.  The  Government  accounts 
show  the  figures  given  in  my  hon. 
Friend's  question  with  regard  to  profits 
and  sinking  fund.  I  am  informed  thut 
it  is  not  the  practice  in  India  to  allow  so 
large  "  a  depreciation  sinking  fund  "  ns 
in  English  collieries.  The  Great  Indian 
Te.iiusula  Railway  is  the  second  largest 
c m-^umer  of  Umaria  coal  ;  any  reduction 
of  the  selling  price  of  this  coal  must  tend 
to  reduce  its  working  expenses,  and  so  to 
increase  the  Government's  share  of 
revenue,  to  the  advantage  of  the  tax- 
payer. I  see  no  reason  to  interfere  to 
prevent  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  coal ; 
but  I  am  lu  communication  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  on  the  question  whe- 
ther the  working  of  thl»  colliery  may 
not  with  advantage  be  transferred  to  ^ 
private  agency. 

Mr,  Schwofin 


ADMIRALTY  CONTRACTS  AND  FAIR 

WAQE8. 

Mr.  a.  GROVE  (Wast  Hub, 
N.) :  I  beg  Cb  ask  the  Seeretsry  t« 
the  Admiralty  whether  t^  firms  «f 
Messrs.  Maadslay  and  Field*  Messrs. 
Humphrey  and  French,  and  Messrs.  Peno 
and  Company  are  paying  the  fair  rates  of 
wages  oarrent  in  the  neigtibottrfaood  ta 
workmen  employed  on  Oovernmaot  eon* 
tracts ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Admi- 
ralty will  take  steps  to  omnpel  ihem  to 
do  so? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kat-8hcttlewo»th, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  There  is  ai 
present  nothing  to  add  to  the  reply 
which  I  gave  to  a  somewhat  similar 
question  from  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Miagioli  a  fortnight 
ago.  Counter-statements  made  by  a 
Trades  Society  and  by  two  of  the  ttmls 
named  are  now  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Admiralty.  As  a  ooodition  of  every 
Admiralty  contract,  employers  have  to 
undertake  to  pay  the  rate  of  wages 
current  in  the  district  for  eompeleot 
workmen. 

Mr.  a.  GROVE :  May  I  aak  wben  a 
definite  decision  may  be  expected  to  be 
arrived  at  by  the  Admiralty  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  say  thak 

SOUTH  LEJTRIH  VAILS. 

Mr.  TULLY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  Geneml  whether  he  is  aware 
that  several  resolutions  have  been  adopted 
by  the  different  representative  bodies  in 
South  Leitrim,  praying  that  the  mails 
should  be  conveyed  by  the  Cavau  and 
Leitrim  Light  Railway  ;  and  whether, 
as  this  railway  is  a  serious  aanoal  tax  on 
the  cesspayers  of  that  constituency^  the 
interest  on  the  capital  being  jointly 
guaranteed  by  the  baronies  and  the 
Treasary,  he  is  prepared  to  state  if  the 
Post  Office  authorities  have  yet  deeided 
to  accede  to  the  reqaest  put  forwanl  by 
the  representatives  of  the  ratepayers  oa 
the  Local  Boards  ? 

Mit.  A.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received 
resolutions  of  two  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  South  Leitrim  on  this  subject,  and  the 
Cavau,  Leitrim,  attd  Roscommon  Rail* 
way  Company  has  submitted  a  proposal 
for  the  couvey'anoe  .of  the  night  maRs 
over  their  lin^   I  find,  howevei^  that  the 
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semce  proposed  would  be  much  inferior 
to  thni  which  is  now  being  afforded  bj 
road,  and  I  regret  that  I  cannot  entertain 
Uie  CompanyV  scheme. 

FAQBIBIXIiD  lUEETiNGS  IN  OLABE. 

CoiiONiL  NOLAN  (Gulwaj,  N.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Glare,  I  beg  to  mh  the  Chief  Secretary 
to 'the  LonI  sLieuteDant  of  Ireland  upon 
what  attthoritj  the  meeting  at  O^Calla- 
gban^s  MrUflfCeuBtyOlare,  was  dispersed 
bj  the  police  on  Sunday,  8th  July  ;  whe- 
ther he  IB  awM^tbat  notice  was  only  served 
upoa  the  promoters  of  the  meeting  late 
on  Saturday  JMght  that  no  meeting  would 
be  allowed,  while  the  speakers  and  people 
generally  received  no  warning  whatever 
of  the  intention  of  the  police  till  they 
arrived  upon  the  scene ;  that  the  County 
Inspector  of  Police  refused  to  allow  the 
meeting  to  .take  place  even  a  mile  from 
O^Callaghan's  Mills;  and,  if  the  mile 
limit  has  been  abandoned,  what  is 
the  new  rale  to  regard  to  proposed  meet- 
ings ;  why  were  the  promoters  of  the 
meeting  at  O'Callaghan's  Mills  allowed 
to  speak*  at  Bodyke  and  not  at  Broadford; 
whether,  in  view  of  the  strong  feeling 
aroused  by  thecondhet  of  the  police,  the 
Governraent  will  give  orders  titat  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  be  not  interfered  with 
when  they  seek  to  address  their  own  con- 
stithetttt ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  the  speeches  made  at  Bodyke  the 
people  were  tx)ld  to  avoid  outrages  and 
violence,  and  that  similar  advice  would 
have  been  tendered  had  the  police  not 
interfered  at  O'Callagfaan's  Mills  ? 

Mr«  J.  MORLEY  :  The  placaixl  con- 
vening thb  meeting  at  O'Calhighan's 
Mills  on  Sunday  last  pointed  out  for 
attack  in  very  strong,  if  not  dangerous, 
language  the  occupant  of  a  particular 
evicted  farm  in  the  locality.  It  wns 
decided,  therefore,  by  the  Government  to 
prohibit  the  holding  of  the  meeting,  and 
iu8trn<itions  were  issued  accordingly  to 
the  oouitabnlary.  The  terms  of  the  pla- 
card oonveuing  the  meeting  were  brought 
under  my  notice  on  Satunlay  afternoon, 
and  the  local  promoters  of  the  meeting 
were  informed  the  same  night  that  it 
would  not  be  allowed  to  be  held.  This 
warning  was  given  by  the  District  In- 
spector both  at  Tnlla  and  O'Callaghan's 
Mills,  and,  IF  the  people  generally  at 
these  places  were  unaware  of  the  inten« 
tioa  to   prohibit  the  meeting,  I  think. 


under  the  circumstances,  the  fault  lies 
with  the  promoters.  It  is  true  that 
the  County  Inspector  refused  to  allow  a 
meeting  to  be  held  within  a  mile  from 
0*Callaghan>  Mills,  and,  furthermore, 
that  he  declined  to  permit  a  meeting  at 
Broadford.  I  may  here  point  out  that 
Broadford  is  four  miles  from  O^Calla- 
ghauts  Mills,  and  that  the  person  against 
whom  the  meeting  was  directed  lives 
midway  between  these  two  villages. 
The  County  Inspector  informs  me  that  he 
personally  stated  to  the  hon.  Grentleman 
(Mr.  W.  Redmond)  that  he  would  not 
allow  him  to  address  a  meeting  at  Broad- 
ford unless  he  gave  a  guarantee  that  he 
wonld  not  in  any  way  rofer  to  the  person 
indicated  in  the  placard.  But  this  the 
hon.  Gentleman  declined.  I  understand 
that  Bodyke,  at  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man addresed  a  small  meeting,  is  six 
miles  from  O^Callaghan^s  Mills,  and  that 
the  tenant  of  the  evicted  farm  lives  two 
miles  further  away.  For  these  reasons 
it  was  considered  that  the  meeting  at 
Bodyke  should  not  be  interfered  with. 
I  have  already  had  occasion  to  observe 
that  it  is  impossible  to  lay  down  an 
inflexible  rule  on  the  subject  of  the 
prevention  of  meetings.  Whether  a 
meeting  shall  be  ioterfored  with  within 
or  without  a  certain  radius  is  a  matter 
entirely  of  Executive  discretion,  and 
each  case  is  dealt  with  as  it  arises  and 
on  its  individual  merits.  In  the  present 
Instance  the  Government  had  no  alterna- 
tive but  to  take  the  course  that  was 
adopted,  having  regard  to  the  language 
of  the  placard  which  convened  the  meet- 
ing. I  am  aware  that  the  hon.  Gentle-, 
man  condemned  outrage  at  Bodyke.  The 
prohibition  of  the  meeting  at  O'Calla- 
ghan*s  Mills  was,  however,  as  I  have 
pointed  out,  influenced  by  other  considera- 
tions. 

GUN  LICENCES  IN  IRELAND. 

CoLONKL  NOLAN  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  J.  K.  Bracken,  of  Templemore, 
County  Tipperary,  has  been  refused  a 
licence  to  carry  arms  by  the  local  Resident 
Magistrate  ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
the  reasons  upon  which  this  refusal  was 
based  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  caUed  for 
a  Report  on  this  question ;  but  not  having 


1567     Shipping  of  Explosives     {COMMONS}  : 


tit^ffytiufiM^ 


liM 


up  to  the  present  moment  received  it, 
regret  to  have  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  defer  the  qnestion  until  Mooda/. 

KESIDBNCE  OF  DISPBKSA&Y  MEDICAL 

OFFICBB. 
CoJLONBL  NOLAN  :  On  behalf  of  my 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  tlie  Member  for 
Waterford,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieu teu tan t  of  Ireland 
.why  Dr.  Madigan,  medical  officer  of  the 
Feenagb  District,  Newcastle  UDion,  has 
been  compelled  by  the  Local  Govermnent 
Board  to  take  up  his  residence  in  his 
district  where  there  is  no  suitable  dwelling 
house ;  and  will  he  explain  why  they 
have  not  compelled  the  other  medical 
officers  of  the  same  Union  to  reside  in 
their  respective  districts  ;  and  will  he 
explain  why  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  not  compelled  the  Board  of 
Gnardians  to  put  the  provision  of  the 
Irish  Dispensary  Act  into  operation  and 
biiild  a  suitable  residence  for  the  medical 
officer  ? 

.  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vemment  Board  inform  me  that  Dr. 
Madigan  does  not  reside  within  bis 
district,  but  in  a  fairly  central  position 
on  its  borders.  Conditional  permission 
diad  been  granted  to  him  to  live  in  New- 
castle until  the  Board  of  Guardians  pro- 
vided a  house  for  him  in  his  district ;  but 
although  the  Guardians  agreed  to  do 
this,  they  took  no  effective  action  in  the 
matter,  and  the  Local  Government  Board, 
in  accordance  with  their  invariable  role, 
required  the  Dispensary  Committee  to 
<3all  upon  Dr.  Madigan  to  take  up  his 
.residence  in  the  district.  Of  the  other 
four  medical  officers  of  the  Unions,  three 
live  in  their  districts,  and  the  fourth  has 
been  permitted  to  live  in  Newcastle  since 
1879 — it  hnving  been  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  it  is  convenient  for  the  sick 
poor  he  should  reside  at  Newcastle.  The 
Gnardians  undertook  to  build  a  residence 
under  the  Dispensary  Houses  Act  for  the 
Medical  Officer  of  Feenagh  District,  but 
they  have  not  yet  done  so,  and  the  Local 
Government  Board  inform  me  they  have 
no  power  to  compel  them  to  avail  them- 
selres  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

WATSRFORD  AND  LIMERICK  RAILWAY 
COMPANY'S  LINES. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  On  behalf  of  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Waterford, 

3/r,  J,  Morhy 


I  beg  to  ask  the  FreaidenI  of  tbe  Boavd 
of  Trade  whether  be  is  aware  that  dta- 
satisfaetion  exists  in  the  Soodi  Riding 
of  Tipperary  as  to  the  niwnagamept  H 
the  lines  under  the  control  of  the  Watm*- 
ford  and  Limeriek  Railway  Covipany; 
is  he  aware  that  on  the  mafniine  pasiing 
through  Clonmel  there  b  no  train  tnm 
tbe  Lmierick  Junction  to  Waterfond  from 
10  a.m.  to  4  p.m. ;  that  en  tbe  So«tb«ni 
line  (which  connects  Cloomel  and  Tbariea) 
there  are  hut  two  paaaenger  traina  at 
most  inconvenient  boors  daily  ;  and  that 
it  is  not  possible  for  a  paeaeager  to  get 
from  Dublin  to  Fetbard,  a  dklaore  of 
abont  80  miles,  from  6  a.m.  to  6«4d  pjm, 
and  to  get  from  Waterford  to  Fetbard,  a 
distance  of  abont  26  miles,  from  7  ajn. 
to  4^30  p.m. ;  is  he  aware  that  tiie 
Southern  Railway  was  partly  made  by 
coutribntioos  from  the  baroniea  of 
Middlethird  and  Slievardagb,  which  now 
contribute  6d.  in  the  £1  to  its  maiiH 
tenance  ;  and  that  tbe  Grand  Jury,  and 
most  of  the  Public  Bodies,  have  re- 
monstrated at  tbe  present  state  of  tbinga; 
and  whether  he  will  take  snob  steps  ae 
will  put  an  end  to  tbe  fneouveBieiiee 
complained  of  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  attention  of  ti» 
Board  of  Trade  has  been  drawn  to  l)be 
circumstances  referred  to  bj  tbe  boa. 
Member ;  and,  with  a  view  to  reoiedjring 
the  matters  oowplaitied  of,  ^m  Boaid  di- 
rected Major  General  Hntcbinaon,  one  of 
their  Inspectors^  to  visit  the  locality  aad 
use  his  endeavours  to  bring  about  a  eelde- 
meut.  He  has  done  so,  and  tbe  Com- 
panies have  before  them  the  lospteting 
Oflicer*s  suggestions,  but  have-  nol,  as 
yet,  acted  upon  them.  The  Board  Imve 
no  power  to  use  compulsion,  but  they  will 
continue  to  nrge  tbe  Companies  in  regtnd 
to  the  matter. 

SHIPPING  OF  KXPL081VK.S  AT 
PLYMOUTH. 
Mr.  BARTL£Y  (Islington,  N^)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Fresident  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade  whether  dynamite  is  shipped  on 
board  German  steamers  calling  at  Ply* 
month  in  the  ordinary  aaeborage  used 
by  merchant  vessels,  thereby  exposing 
all  vessels  in  the  port  to  unoeoemary 
itsk  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  be  will*  take 
steps  to  have  dynamite  or  other  explo- 
sives shipped  at  Plymouth  put  on  board 
the  ships  outside  tbe  breakwater  under 
the  same  conditions  as  are  in   operation 


Id69        Caiile  Poisoning  {13  Jtri.r  1894}  in  County  Clare. 


1570 


in  the  River  Thames  and  at  other  ports 
in  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Hr.  BItYC£ ;  The  function  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  the  Explosiyes  Act 
is  to  give  or  withhold  their  sanction  to 
bye-laws  made  under  the  Act  by  Har- 
bour Authorities.  The  authority  for  the 
Harbour  of  Plymouth  is  the  Lords  Com- 
missbnens  of  the  Admiralty  who,  15 
years  ago,  made  bye^aws  which  received 
the  qanistion  of  the  Board  of  Trader  No 
complaint  from  that  time  to  the  present 
has  been  received,  and  it  woald  not  be 
proper  for  me  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
without  full  particulars  of  the  cireum* 
stances  and  oonsultatioo  with  the  Harbour 
Authority*  I  would  suggest  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  address  himself  to 
that  Authority. 

GOVERNMENT  OFFICIALS  AND  CIVIC 

OFFICES. 

Mb.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  (Devonport): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Admiralty  will  so  alter  the  regu- 
lations applying  to  their  employes  as  to 
allow  any  of  them  to  serve,  if  elected^  on 
School  Boards,  Town  and  City  Councils,  ^ 
County  District,  and  Parish  Councils, 
and  other  Public  Bodies,  provided  that 
in  eases  where  these  bodies  hold  their 
meetiBgjs  during  the  working  hours  of 
these  emploifSs^  these  emploifis  shall  be 
bound  to  take  the  time  they  are  abseat 
from  their  work  in  attending  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Public  Bodies  of  which  they 
are  members  from  their  annual  leave  ? 

Mb.  S.  ROBERTSON  :  la  regani  to 
these  matters,  the  Admiralty,  in  common 
with  other  Public  Departments,  follow 
the  Treasury  ruling,  embodied  in  Orders 
in  Couacil — namely,  that  members  of 
the  Civil  Service  should  not  undertake 
outside  work  of  any  de^eription  which  is 
incompatible  with  the  devotion  of  their 
whole  official  time  to  the  public,  or  which 
may  oonflict  with  the  duties  of  their 
offices. 

PROVINCIAL    TELEGRAPH    STAFF 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
if  be  can  now  reply  to  the  Petitions 
addressed  to  him  by  the  Provincial 
Telegrat)!!  Staff,  pniying  for  a  higher 
salary  after  five  years'  service  ;  and,  if 


not,   when   will   he  be  in  a  position  to 
do  so? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  Memorials 
received  from  various  offices  are  prac* 
tically  identical,  praying  for  abolition  of 
classification  and  improved  scales  of 
pay.  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
an  answer  which  I  gave  to  the  hon 
Member  for  Manchester  on  the  10th  in* 
stant,  to  which  I  have  nothing  further 
to  add.  That  answer,  the*  hon.  Member 
will  see,  refers  to  all  the  Memorials. 

INDIAN  CANTONMENT  ACTS. 

Mr.  STANSF£LD  (Halifax)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  a  telegram 
from  Renter's  correspondent  at  Simla, 
that  on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  to 
carry  out  the  l-ecommendations  of  the 
Departmental  Committee  of  the  India 
Office  on  the  subject  of  the  Indian  Can« 
tonment  Acts,  the  Viceroy,  replying  to  a 
questioo,  said  that  he  understood  tliat  the 
measure  would  not  be  passed  before  the 
winter;  and  whether,  having  in  view 
the  period  of  time  since  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  and  the  pledges  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  he  will  insist 
upon  the  necessary  legislation  being  car* 
ried  through  without  any  farther  delav  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have 'no 
information  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the 
telegram  to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
refers.  I  understand  that  it  is  necessary 
that  the  Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Indian  Cantonment  Act  should'  be  pub- 
lished in  the  Gasettes  in  India,  and  re* 
ferred  to  local  Governments  for  opinion 
in  the  usual  way  before  being  passed  into 
law,  and  it  is  therefore  probable  that  it 
will  not  be  finally  disposed  of  till  the 
meeting  of  the  Legislative  Council  in 
Calcutta.  I  can  assure  my  right  hon. 
Friend  that  the  pledge  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  fulfilled. 

Mk.  STANSF£LD  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  a  date  for  the 
fulfilment  of  the  pledge  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  think  I 
may  say  when  the  Viceroy  returns  from 
Simla  in  November. 

CATTLB  POISONING  IN  COUNTY  CLABB. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  reports 
of   the  poisoning  of  cattle   at  Bodyke, 
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County  Clare,  and  if  he  can  state  the 
number  poisoneil  ;  whether  the  Gorero- 
ment  Analjitt  has  reported  upon  the 
matter;  and  if  chiims  for  malicious 
injury  have  been  lodged  with  the  Grand 
Jury  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLBY  :  I  am,  of  course, 
aware  that  a  number  of  cattle— 14  in  all 
— liave  recently  died  at  Bodyke  under 
circnmstanoes  which  point  to  the 
suspicion  that  they  had  been  poisoned. 
A  few  days  ago  I  instructed  an  official 
connected  with  the  veterinary  department 
to  make  a  post  mortem  examination  of 
some  of  the  carcases  and  to  send  the 
viscera  for  analysis.  The  analysis  will 
be  made  by  one  of  the  Government 
analysts,  but  the  result  of  his  examiim- 
tion  cannot  be  known  for  some  days. 
Claims  for  compensation  have  been 
lodged  with  the  Grand  Jur}*.  The  total 
anK)nnt  claimed  is  £250,  but  this,  I 
understand,  covers  fbur  bead  of  cattle 
that  had  been  injured  but  had  not  died 
from  the  alleged  poisoning. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Bearing 
in  miqd  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
claims  for  malicious  injury  have  been 
improperly  made  in  this  county  will  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  direct  the  police  to 
give  dose  attention  to  the  evidence  of 
mali(!e  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  Y^s. 

8PBCUL  POLICE  PROTBCTBON  IN 
IRELANIX 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the  number  of 
persons  who  were  under  special  police 
proieittion  in  Ireland  on  the  dOth  June 
lant,  distinguishing  by  provinces,  and 
giving  the  nnmlier  where  the  polioe 
reside  on  the  premises,  and  the  number 
protected  by  specials  patrols  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  The  number  of 
persons  roceiving  constant  police  pro- 
tection on  the  30th  of  June  last  was 
128,  made  up  as  follows  i-r^  in  Ulster,  10 
In  Leinster,  24  in  Con  naughty  98  in 
Mnnsler.  One  hundred  and  nineteen  of 
these  persons  were  protected  from  pro- 
tection posts  or  huts,  and  the  remaining 
nine  were  afforded  constant  protection  by 
means  of  patrols  from  ordinary  police 
srations.  The  police  usually  reside  on 
the  promises  where  protection  is  affor  led 
from  posts ;  b^it  there  are  exceptions  when 
the  police  are  quartered  in  hqts,  and  it 

Mr.  T.  fF.  Russell 


cannot  be  stated  without  local  refersnoe* 
which  would  cause  some  delay,  In  how 
many  of  these  oases  the  poltce  do  not 
actually  reside  on  the  premises.  The 
number  of  persons  receiving  constant 
ptx>tection  on  theSOthof  June,  1892,  was 
180. 

IRISH  ADM INISTftATIYB  RBPOSTS. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSBELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  CMef  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  wht^er  the  Beportfl  of 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Beard  and 
of  the  Board  of  Works  will  be  pobliahed 
before  the  Votes  for  these  two  Depart- 
ments are  taken  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY:  I  am  informed 
that  the  Annual  Beport  of  the  Board  ef 
Works  was  laid  on  the  Table  on  Tnesday 
last.  The  Beport  of  the  Local  Gevem- 
ment  Board  will  be  presented  on  Monday 
next. 

AU8TBALIAN  MAILS  AND  THE  tJNiTED 
*      8TAT8B  KI0T6. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther he  can  state  to  what  extent  the 
Australian  and  New  Zealand  Mails,  riA 
San  Francisco,  have  heen  delayed  0^ 
destroyed  by  the  railway  strike  HtfU  in 
the  United  States ;  and  wlrather  he  can 
hold  out  any  hope  of  the  early  snbstito- 
Hon  of  the  Canadian  PadHc  BanYwuj 
for  the  carriage  of  these  mailB  aeross  tM 
American  contiaent,  and  the  adoptkn  of 
the  ^  all  through  British  postal  foote  ** 
between  the  Mother  Country  add  tlM 
Australasian  Colonies  ? 

Mr.  a.  M0BL£Y  :  Up  till  now  no 
news  has  been  received  by  the  Post  OiBoe 
of  the  destruction  of  any  of  the  mails  in 
question ;  none  have  arrived  late,  and  none 
are  o  verdne ;  bot  what  delay,  if  any,  thoee 
new  crossing  America  for  this  country 
will  suiTer  cannot  yet  be  stated,  I  am 
not  at  present  in  a  position  to  wmyb  what 
likdfhood  there  is  of  the  Ganadimi 
Pacific  route  to  and  from  llie  AustimbisiAn 
Colonies  being  substituted  for  the  San 
Francisco  route.  But  the  matter  is 
primarily  one  for  the  consideration  of  the 
colonies  who  are  employing  the  steamers 
performing  the  sertloe. 

THE    BRITISH    EMPIKB    TRADE    OOlf* 
FERBNGE  AT  OTTAWA. 

CoLOKBL  HOWABD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask   the 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if,  dow 
that  the  British  Empire  Trade 
Couference,  fitting  at  Ottawa  has 
endorsed  the  view,  repeatedly  ex- 
pressed by  the  Cauadiaii  Legislature,  that 
any  provis'ojs  of  existing  Treaties 
betweeti  Great  Britain  and  Foreign 
Powers,  which  prevent  the  self-governing 
dependencies  or  the  Empire  frotn  entering 
into  agreement  for  commercial  reciprocity 
with  each  other,  or  with  Great  Britain, 
should  be  removed.  Her  Mitjesty's  Go^ 
vernment  will  take  prompt  steps  to  that 
end,'  and  avail  itself  of  the  opportunity 
now  open,  of  the  negotiations  pending 
witli  Belgium  and  with  Germany  relative 
to  mutual  interest  in  Africa,  to  obtain  re- 
lease from  the  conditions  of  Article  15  of 
die  Treaty  with  Belgium  of  1862,  and  of 
Article  7  in  the  Treaty  ^ith  the  German 
Zollverein  of  1865,  preventing  British 
goods  from  being  admitted  to  British 
Uolonies  on  better  terms  than  foreign 
goods  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lyun 
Regis)  :  At  the  same  time,  may  I  ask  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  whether  the  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
lieen  drawn  to  the  statement  in  the  public 
Pr^ss  that  notice  hits  been  given  at  the 
Ottawa  Colonial  Qonference  of  a  Motion 
to  request  Her  Majesty *s  Government  to 
denounce  aiid  put  an  end  to  the  Most 
Favoured  Nation  Clauses  in  the  Belgian 
and  German  Treaties,  which  have  been 
held  to  prohibit  differential  treatment  as 
between  the  Mother  Country  and,  the 
Colonies  ;  whether  he  can  inform  the 
Hoiise  what'  the  Treaties  are  that  are  thi^s 
referred  to,  and  which  Articles  they  are 
that  haVe  the  effect  described  ;  and  whe- 
ther the  clauses  in  question  apply  only  to 
matters  of  commerce  Imd  navigation,  or 
extend  also  to  matters  of  taxation  in 
general  ;  And^  whether  any  Correspon- 
dence respecting  the  effect  of  the  Treaties 
in  question  has  at  any  time  passed  be- 
t\*reeu  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Government  of  Belgium  or  of  Ger- 
many^ and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  such  Correspondence 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
These  two  questions  relate  to  matters  of 
such  grCHt  importance  that  they  could 
not  well  be  answered  across  the  floor  of 
the  House,  but  uo  doubt  they  will  be 
carefully  considered.     The  Government, 


however,  cannot  come  to  a  hasty  conclu- 
sion on  a  telegraphic  Despatch. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thauet)  asked  whether,  after  the  return 
of  the  Commissioner,  tbe^  Report  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  That  I  can- 
not  say  until  I  have  seen  the  Report, 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEB  :  Will  the  House 
be  afforded  any  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  matter  before  any  action  is  taken  on 
the  Report  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  not  to 
be  supposed  that  in  dealing  with  a  mat- 
ter of  this  importance  the  Government 
will  act  without  full  deliberation. 

Colonel  Howard  Vincent  and  Mr. 
Gibson  Bowles  also  pot  questions  on 
the  same  subject,  but  the  replies  were 
inaudible. 

BLBCTKIC  LIGHTING  IN  PARLIAMENT. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St. 
Pancras,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  shading  the 
electric  light  in  the  Library  and  other 
rooms  provided  for  Members,  so  as  to  re- 
move the  painful  glare  which  has  caused 
so  many  complaints  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  Different  systems  of  electric  light- 
ing are  now  being  tried  in  two  of  the 
Library  rooms,  and  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  receive  hon.  Members'^  opinions 
thereon. 

DYCB»8    FRESCOES. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Dyce's  Frescoes 
in  the  Queen's  Robing  Room  are  in  very 
bad  condition,  and  that  steps  should  be 
taken  to  prevent  further  decay  ;  and 
whether  he  will  appoint  a  small  Commit- 
tee of  experts  to  advise  him  upon  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  My  atteo- 
tion  has  been  cal!ed  to  the  condrtion  of 
these  frescoes  and  of  other  paintings.  I 
am  now  in  communication  with  Sir 
Frederick  Leigh  ton  on  the  subject* 

THE    WARINA    COLLISTON. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecctesall)  :  I  b«g  t^  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  any  explanation  or  re- 
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paratioD  has  been  offered  by  the  French 
Government  for  the  attack  6n  British 
troops  at  Warina,  in  December  last,  in 
which  three  British  officers  were  killed  ? 
.  Sir  £.  GREY  :  Explanations  have 
been  interchanged  ;  but  the  position  of 
Warina,  which  has  been  ascertained  to 
l)e  close  to  the  frontier,  has  not  yet  been 
fixed  with  any  certainty. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


FINANCE  BILL.— (No.  308.) 
CO.NSIDERATION.       [fIFTH    NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  the  Amendment  he  wished  to 
move  provided  that  where  any  property 
imssing  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  was 
situated  in  a  foreign  country,  and  the  Com- 
missioners were  satisfied  that  by  reason 
of  such  death  any  duty  was  payable  in  that 
foreign  country  in  respect  of  that  pro- 
pi  rty,  they  should  make  an  allowance 
of  the  amount  of  that  duty  from  the 
value  of  the  property.  His  object  was 
to  prevent  what  he  thought  would  be 
admitted  to  be  an  injustice.  The  point 
did  not  arise  in  connection  with  pro- 
))erty  situated  in  the  colonies,  because, 
by  a  clause  alreaily  inserted  in  the  Bill 
by  the  Government,  property  there 
situateil  was  more  favourably  treated, 
and  a  Death  Duty  paid  in  the  colony 
was  deducted  from  the  Death  Duty 
payable  in  this  country.  He  understood 
the  Leader  of  the  House  was  willing 
to  accept  the  Amendment,  and  would 
not,  therefore,  further  detain  hon.  Mem- 
bers. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
42,  at  end,  insert — 

•*  Where  any  property  passing  on  the  <lcatb 
of  the  deceaaed  is  situate  in  a  roreign  country, 
and  the  Commissionere  are  satisfi^  that  by 
reason  oi  such  death  any  duty  is  payable  in  that 
foreign  country  in  respect  of  that  property^ 
they  shall  make  an  allowance  of  the  amount  of 
that  duty  from  the  value  of  the  property." — 
(Sir  M,  Hieks-Jitarh.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'Tliat  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  as  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  principle  of  the 
right    hon.    Baronet*8    Amendment    he 

Sir  E.  Ashmead'Bartleii 


would  accept  it.  Of  course,  it  had  never 
been  the  intention  of  the  Revenue 
authorities  to  levy  the  Death  Dutiea  in 
respect  of  property  situated  abroad  which 
was  liable  to  duty  in  the  country  where 
it  was  situated.  They  intended  to  charge 
the  Death  Duties  on  the  ''net**  Talue  of 
the  estate,  and  any  taxation  paid  upon  a 
part  of  it  situated  abroad  would  be  de- 
ducted from  the  amount  of  duty  to  be 
paid  here. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  the  conclusion  they  must  come  to  as 
regarded  property  both  in  the  colonies 
and  in  foreign  countries  was  that  it 
would  ultimately  bring  nothing  into  the 
Excliequer,  for  it  was  certain  that  in 
those  cases  a  duty  would  be  put  on  ao  as 
to  get  rid  of  the  liability  of  payment  in 
this  country.  All  this  friction  and  irri- 
tation in  foreign  places  and  in  the  colonies 
seemed  most  useless  and  undesiraMe.  It 
was  obvious  the  Exchequer  would  get 
nothing. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  was  understood 
to  say  he  supposed  the  hon.  Member 
thought  he  understood  the  administration 
of  the  Inland  Revenue  better  than  those 
responsible  for  it.  He  was  not  of  thmi 
opinion. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  really  think  that 
remark  most  uncalled  for.  I  said  nothing 
about  the  Inland  Revenue.  All  I  did  was 
to  point  out  how  this  Amendment  would 
work. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  (York, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  saia  that,  in  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Horsham 
Division  of  Sussex,  he  had  to  move  an 
Amendment,  which  they  had  drawn  up 
in  consultation,  to  provide  that  in  the 
case  of  any  agricultural  property  where 
no  part  of  the  principal  value  was  due  to 
the  expectation  of  an  increased  income 
from  such  property  the  principal  value 
should  not  exceed  25  times  the  annual 
value  as  assessed  under  Schedule  A  of  the 
Income  Tax  Acts, 

"in  the  event  of  the  property  ceasing  to  he 
used  and  occupied  as  a^cultuml  proparty.** 


He  thought  that  this 
merely  carry  out  the 
Government.  Their 
this  provision  in  the 
cultural  land  was  to 
oi>erHtion   land   which 


alteration  would 

intentions  of  the 

desire   in  making 

interests  of  agri- 

exclude  from  its 

had   a    value   as 
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builduig  laod.  Uoleiiti  tho  Aiueudinent 
were  introduced  it  appeared  to  him 
thBt^  agricultural  property  also  would  lie 
excludod,  for  this  reason :  that  there  was 
no  property  in  the  Kingdom  of  which 
part  of  the  principal  value  was  not  due 
to  the  expectation  of  increased  income 
from  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
7,  after  the  word  "  property,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  ceasing  to  be  used  and  occu- 
pied as  agricultural  property." — (^Mr. 
Grant  Lawson,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

&IR  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  Go- 
vernmeot  had  carefully  considered  the 
form  that  the  clause  should  take,  and  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  agreed  to 
it  as  it  at  present  stood  in  the  Bill.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  'the  hon.  and 
learned  Jiembet  would  not  attempt  to 
disturb  it  by  pressing  his  Amendment, 
which,  under  the  circumstances,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government  to 
agree  to. 

Colonel  KENYON-S  L  ANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  that  if  his 
memory  was  correct,  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  stated  that  in  agricul- 
tural property  be  included  practically  all 
kinds  of  real  property  other  than  land 
used  for  the  purposes  of  building  or  had 
a  prospective  building  value.  He  there- 
fore thought  the  Amendment  was  a  dis- 
tinctly important  one  to  those  interested 
in  agricuitaral  property. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  said,  he  did  not  think  there  was,  in 
reality,  any  difTerence  of  opinion  between 
them.  He  was  inclined  to  think  that  the 
wording  of  the  clause  as  it  stood,  if 
equitably  interpreted  la  its  broad  sense 
by  the  Inland  Revenue  and  by  Courts  of 
Law,  would  not  give  rise  to  any  of  those 
technical  difficulties  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  no  doubt  considered  as 
likely  to  arise  unless  the  clause  were 
amended  in  the  manner  he  proposed. 
Some  difficulty,  it  was  true,  might  arise 
as  to  the  exact  meaning  of  the  words 
^'  agricultural  property,^*  but  he  under- 
stood that  the  term  would  be  defined  by 
a  chkuse  they  would  have  to  consider  later 
on*  The  Government,  in  accepting  the 
Amendment,  had  endeavoured  to  meet  the 
natural  and  legitimate  fears  of  the  owners 


of  agricultural  property  that  they  would 
be  assessed  on  some  fanciful  multiplica-* 
tion  of  rent  d^ived  from  property,  and 
he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Amendment 
would  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  said,  that  as 
he  was  far  from  desirous  of  upsetting  any 
agreement,  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  although  he  still 
held  that  his  words  would  more  clearly 
express  the  intentions  of  the  Govern* 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  H anbury  (Preston)  said,  the 
object  of  the  next  Amendment  which 
stood  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lynn  Regis,  and  which  he  had  been 
requested  to  propose,  was  to  secure  that 
certain  deductions  already  allowed  on  the 
Income  Tax  assessments  would  be  allowed 
in  the  future  as  well  as  those  allowed 
under  the  Succession  Dutv. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line  9^ 
after  the  word  *'have,**  to  insert  th^ 
words  ^^  been  allowed  in  that  assessment, 
and  also  such  other  deductions  as  have.V 
— (Mr.  Hanhury,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Ueid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  said,  the  clause 
as  framed  clearly  indicated  that  thode 
deductions  wonld  be  allowed. 

•Sm  M.  HICKS- BEACH  said,  he,  too, 
thought  it  was  perfectly  clear  that,  fir^t 
the  Income  Ttlx  and  then  the  Succession 
Duty  deductions  were  to  be  allowed,  and 
then  5  per  cent. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  That  is  so. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  the  clause 
stated  that  the  principal  value  should  be 
as  assessed,  and  that  in  calculating  the 
principal  value  of  any  property  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  allow  such  deductions 
as  were  allowed  under  the  Income  Tax 
Acts  and  under  .the  Sifccession  Duty  Act 
of  1863,  and  iq  addition  were  to  make  a 
deduction  for  expenses  of  management 
not  exceeding  5  per :  oehc.  of  the  annual 
value  so  assessed.  He  wished  to  move 
as  an  Amendment  that  10-  per  cent,  in- 
stead ot  5  per  cent*'Shoaki  be  allowed  for 
the.  ■  expenses  of  managemeat.     He  did 
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not  think  that  5  per  ceut«  was  enough. 
He  was  aware  that   when   the  qnestioa 
was  raised  in  the  Committee  stage,  the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    or    the 
Solicitor  General  gave  them  a  historical 
and  interesting  explanation  of  the  tenure 
of  land  in  order  to  show  what  were  the 
grounds  upon  which  this  percentage  of 
5    per  cent,   had   heen  fixed*     He  (Sir 
B.  Temple)  did  not  deny  that  the  Go* 
vernment  might  have  good  authority  for 
inserting  this  percentage,  but  what  he 
submitted  was  that  however  good  that 
authority  might  be,  it  was  not  possible 
under  existing  circumstances  to  manage 
any  estate  for  5  per  cent.    He  was  speak- 
ing in  the  presence  of  many  hou.  Gentle- 
men who  owned   property,  and  he   ap- 
pealed to  them    whether  it  was  possible 
that  any  estate  could  be  managed  at  such 
a  rate.     If  the  owner  lived  on  the  place 
and  did  a  good  deal  or  all  of  the  work  for 
himself,  he  did  not  say  that  5  per  cent, 
would   not  cover  it.     In   that  event,  no 
doubt  a  £1,000  estate  could  be  nmnaged 
for  £50.     But  in  the  existing  state  of 
English  society  they  did  not  expect  to 
find  the  owners   living  on    estates  and 
managing  for  themselves,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  there  were  law  charges 
and  incidental  charges  and  payments  to 
agents  to   be  provided  for,  and  he  was 
certaia  that  a  man  who  bad  an  estate 
yielding  £1,000  a  year  net  rental  would 
be  very  lucky  if  he  could  get  it  managed 
at  a  less  cost  than  £100  a  year,  and 
equally  certain  tlmt  no  man  with  a  net 
rental   of  £2,000   a  year  could   have  it 
managed  for  £100  a  year.     He  ventured 
to  put    these   matters  as  practical  facts 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
his  consideration.     It  was  no  use  for  the 
Government  to  give  them  sharp  answers 
or  rough  answers.     They   tried  to    put 
their  points   in  a  moderate  manner,  and 
thev  were    entitled   to  have  them   eon- 
sidered. 

Ameudmeut  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''6ve,**  and 
insert  the  word  "  ten." — {Sir  R.  Temple,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  five  •  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  wonld  not  press  the 
Amendment.  He  agreed  that  there  might 
be  oases  in  which  5  per  cent,  did  not 
represent  the  outgoings  lor  managem^it. 

Sir  R,  Temple 


This  5  per  cent.,  however,  was  a  cooeeri- 
ston  made  by  the  Grorerameat.  He 
thought  he  might  point  oat,  and  that  be 
was  right  in  saying,  that  the  5  per 
cent,  deduction  was  made  in  respect  of 
the  amount  payable  for.  Income  Tax  and 
not  upon  the  net  rent  of  the  property. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  real 
fact  was,  that  this  allowanee  had  never 
been  made  before.  In  settling  this 
clause  with  hon.  Members  opposite,  the 
proposal  of  5  per  cent,  was  accepted, 
and  it  was  considered,  in  the  circum- 
stances, to  be  adequate* 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  agreed  that 
this  was  a  new  alJow^Qoe  so  far  as  indi- 
viduals were  conceroed,.  though  it  was 
allowed  in  the  Act  of  1885  in  the  case 
of  Corporations. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rbid,  the 
following  Amendments  w«^  agreed  to : — 

Clause  7,  page  6,  line  16,  leave  out  ^^on,**  and 
insert  "  in  respect  of." 

Line  18,  leave  out  ^*  on/*  and  insert  *'  in  re- 
spectof/'  ■         '         . 

Line  SI,  leave  oub  fi«ai  '^date  of  the/*  to 
"and;*  in  liaq  22,  and  insert  ''death  of  Uie 
deceaseil.*' 

Line  21,  leave  out  ''on/*  and  insert  "in  re- 
spect of." 

Line  ^,  leave  out  "  upon/*  and  insert  •*in  re- 
spect of.** 

Line  26,  leave  out  *^  ori|rlaaUy/*  sad  insert 
"  previously.** 

Line  3^,  leave  out  ^  the  fnfterest  of  a  deceased 
person  in  any  property/*  and  insert  ^  an  iateieit 
ceasing  on  the  d^tb  at  the  ()eoease()k** 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  moved,  in 
Clause  7,  page  6,  lines  24  and  25,  leave 
out  ^^  at   that  time,^^  and  insert  *^  when 

it  falls  into  possession."  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  paid  be  h$d  placed  the 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper  with  a 
view  of  eliciting  what  the  clause  meant. 
Its  wording  seemed  to  him  to  be  veiy 
doubtful. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  Tines 
24  and  25,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  at 
that  time,**  and  insert  the  words  ^  when 
it  falls  into  possession.** — (Sir  M,  Uicks' 
Beach,) 

(^stien  propoeed,  "  Th«t  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  paort  of  die 
BUI." 
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Mtt.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  Govern- 
meot  meant  to  eonvey  the  meaning 
'^VirheD  it  falls  into  possession/*  and 
wonld  accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  aud  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  iueerted.'' 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  moved,  in 
Clause  7,  page  6,  leave  out  lines  34  to 
36.  He  said,  this  was  purely  a  drafting 
Amendment.  The  clause  related  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  value  of  the  property 
was  to '  be  calculated,  aud  •  the  sub*- 
section  he  proposed  to  omit  had  been 
put  into  the  middle  of  a  olause  to  whioh 
it  had  no  Teferenea 

Ameodment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
lines  34  to  36.— (6ftr  M.  Hicks-Beach,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  lines  34  to 
36  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 

Ub.  B.  T.  REID  said,  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  was  perfectly  right. .  He 
thought  the  words  would  a{)pefir  more 
properly  iu  Clause  16. 

Question  put,  aud  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  t-^ 
Page  6,  liue  34,  leave  out  *^  upon,**  and 
insert  ^^  in  respect  of.*' 

Amendmeut  proposed,  iu  page  7,  liue  2, 
after  the  word  ''  necessary,**  to  insert  the 
words —    • 

^'(8)  Wheve  the  CommissionetB  require  a  valua- 
tion to  be  made  by  a  person  named  by  them, 
the  reasonable  costs  of  such  valuation  shall  be 
defrayed  by  the  Commissioners. 

(9)  **  Property  ])as8ingon  any  death  shall  not 
be  aggregated  more  than  once,  nor  shall  Estate 
Duty  in  respect  thereof  be  more  than  once 
levied  on  the  same  death." — (Jtf?*.  R,  T,  Beid.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 

Mil.  GRANT  LAWSON  moved,  as 
an  Amendment  to  the  Solicitor  General's 
proposed  AimendmeDt  (Clause  7,  page 
7|  *  line  2),  leave  out  ^^  reasonable.*' 
The  bon.  G^eutlemau  asked  who  was 
going  to  pay  the  costs  supposing  that 
they  were  not  reasonable,  and  who  was 
going  to  fight  the  valuers  on  the  ques- 
tioo  of    what    was   and  what  was  not 

VOL.  XXYI.  [foubth  series.] 


reasonable.  He  thought  it  was  obviously 
desirable  to  leave  out  the  word  '^  reason* 
able.**  The  Commissioners  wouhi  have 
it  in  theh  own  power  to  fix  a  scale  of 
valuation,  and  Somerset  House  would  not 
pay  more  than  the  reasonable  cost,  and  if 
they  left  out  '^reasonable,**  the  cost 
would  fall  upon  the  valuer  who  made  the 
unreasonable  charge,  and  not  upon  the 
person  accouatable. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  Hue  2,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  reasonable.** — (3/r.  Grant  Law- 
son,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  word 
'  reasonable '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment.** 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  uureasoaable  to 
leave  out  ^'reaaooable.**  There  existed 
in  the  public  mind  a  disfioaitiou  to  fleece 
the  Goyernmeot  if  they  could,  and  there 
might  be  a  toleratioa  of  excessive  sums 
which  the  ConunissionerB  would  hav«  to 
pny. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Tbamet) 
observed  that  the  Inland  Revenue  aatho* 
rities  designated  the  person  who  was  to 
be  employed,  and  if  they  did  not  want  to 
be  charged  unreasonably  he  should  re- 
commend that  they  should  not  employ  an 
unreasonable  person.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  it  was  difficult  to 
find  persons  who  were  not  unreasonable, 
and  he  was  afraid  that  Government 
officers,  even  if  they  happened  to  be  in 
Parliament,  did  not  always  escape  the 
charge  of  lieing  unreasonable  in  their 
demands  on  their  fellow-subjects.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  the  Inland  Reveoue 
authorities  called  the  tune  they 
ought  to  be  prepared  to  pay  the  piper. 
This  was  a  case  where  the  un- 
fortunate individual  who  was  going  to  be 
saddled  with  unreasonable  costs  had  no 
voice  whatever  in  the  selection  of  the 
valuer.  Those  who  selected  the  valuer 
were  aware,  or  ought  to  be  aware,  th«t 
the  person  selected  was  one  who  might 
make  unreasonable  charges,  but  they 
escaped  their  responsibility  by  turuinc: 
round  on  the  person  on  whom  they  forced 
the  services  of  this  unreasonable  being, 
and  said  that  he  would  have  to  pay  the 
balance  of  cost  which  they  saw  fit  to  dis* 
allow.  If  a  person  of  this  kind  did  make 
an  unreasonable  charge,  he  would  have 
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to  enforce  bis  charge  in  a  Court  of  Law,  I  the  other  hand,  that  the  initertioa  of  the 


and  did  he  understand  the  Government 
to  contend  that  if  the  charge  had  been 
Buhstanfiafed  in  a  Court  of  Law  they 
would  wish  to  repudiate  it  ?  He  took  it 
if  the  cost  were  reasoua^bie  thej  would 
have  to  pay  it.  The  proposal  was  open 
to  the  great  objection,  among  oth«^  that 
it  had  a  tendency  to  drive  these  cases  into 
a  Court  of  Law.  He  thought  if  the 
Inland  Revenue  authorities  were  to  be 
able  to  turn  round  and  constitute  them- 
selves judges  of  whether  a  charge  was 
reasonable  or  not  it  would  be  a  very  bad 
thing.  These  words  in  the  Bill  con- 
stituted an  iniquity,  and  enabled  the 
Government  to  force  the  services  of  a 
person  on  the  unfortunate  owner  of  pro- 
perty. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  submitted 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  £xcheqaer  that 
there  was  no  reason  why  it  was  reason- 
able to  insist  upon  the  word  '^reasonable," 
because,  although  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man suggested  that  there  were  valuers  | 
who  might  make  unreasonable  charges, 
it  was  entirely  within  the  power  of  the 
Commitsioners  themselves  ia  the  case 
provided  for  by  this  sub-section  to  avoid 
employing  any  such  valuer,  or  if  they  did 
employ  him  they  could  make  a  contract 
in  advance  that  his  charges  should  be 
reasonable  or  for  a  specified  amount.  It 
would  be  perfectly  right  and  just  if  the 
other  party  interested  were  to  name  the 
valuer,  or  he  were  to  be  named  by  any 
indifferent  process,  as  by  arbitration,  that 
til  is  provision  should  be  made  that  the 
charges  should  not  be  unreasonable  or  if 
they  were  they  should  not  be  paid  by  the 
Commissioners.  But  in  this  case  the 
Commissioners  were  making  their  own 
l>argain  ;  and  if  they  chose  to  make  an 
unreasonable  bargain,  it  was  notrightithat 
the  margin  of  unreasonableness  over 
reasonableness  should  be  paid  by  some- 
body else  than  themselves.  The  Com- 
missioners had  the  power  of  protecting 
themselves  against  unreasonable  charges, 
and  if  so,  and  if  they  did  not  exercise 
that  power,  the  penalty  should  not  be  put 
by  them  upon  some  other  person. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
that  Sub-section  7  clearly  enabled  the 
Commissioners  to  employ  a  valuer,  and  if 
an  unreasonable  charge  was  madci,  in  that 
case  they  would  have  to  pay  it  or  abide 
the  consequences,  or  the  valuer  would 
have  to  forego  it.      He  did  not  think,  on 

Jir. «/» Lowther 


word  'treasonable  ^  was*material,  because 
it  was  implied  by  law  that  no  anreasoo* 
able  payment  could  be  sustained,  and  in 
rhe  absence  of  a  specific  contract  only  a 
reasonable  charge  oonid  be  recovered. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  suggested,  that  the  difficulty  might 
be  met  if  his  hon.  Friend*s  Amendment 
were  accepted,  and  then  the  sub-seetion 
made  to  read  thus  : — 

"  Where  the  Cotnmissionerg  require  a  valna- 
tion  to  be  made  by  a  person,  named  by  toem, 
the  cost  of  Bach  valnatioa  shall  be  armnged  by 
the  Commissioners,  and  shall  be  defrayed  faj 
them." 

If  these,  or  equivalent,  words  were  ao- 
oepted,  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  against  the  Amendment  would 
fall  to  the  ground.  He  agreed  that  the 
Government  should  be  protected,  and  the 
words  he  had  suggested  would  give  the 
Government  the  power  to  protect  them- 
selves— to  make  what  arrangement  they 
pleased.  If  they  made  the  arrangement 
and  selected  the  valuer  it  was  only  just 
they  should  pay  the  whole  cost  that  the 
valuer  charged. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  the  Com- 
missioners could  not  insist  upon  a  par- 
ticular valuer.  A  valuation  might  be 
brought  in  to  them  which  had  been  made 
by  a  well-known  valuer,  and  they  won  Id 
accept  it.  It  was  the  case  that  people  did 
charge  more  to  the  Government  than 
they  did  to  other  persons,  and  as  a  bnai- 
ness  matter  it  was  advisable  to  have  this 
provision  as  to  the  valuation. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr«  bar  TLB  Y  said,  he  qaite  agreed 
with  Sub-section  (9)  which  provided 
that 

^'property  passing  on  any  death  shall  not  be 
aggregated  more  thaa  once,  nor  shall  Estate 
Dxxty  ia  respect  thereof  be  more  than  once 
levied  on  the  same  death." 

He  should  like  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  position  in  which  they 
were — that  it  was  necessary  to  pnt  snch 
a  provision  in.  They  were  considering 
the  question  of  Death  Duties,  and  the 
Bill  was  so  framed  that  they  were 
obliged  to  lay  down  the  proposal  in  the 
clause  that  property  should  not  be  aggre* 
gated  more  than  once,  as  if  by  any 
possible  means  or  fairness  it  ought  ever 
to  be  aggregated  more  than  once^-aod 
that  Estate  Duty  should  be  charged  once. 
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It  WM  obvious  tbat  the  Bill  was  so  oom- 
plicmtod  and  ba«llj  drawn  that  it  was 
rcalljr  necessary  to  put  in  this  provision. 
Under  no  conceivable  means  could  pro- 
perty passing  on  death  be  aggregated 
more  tban  ooee,  or  Estate  Duty  be  re- 
quired more  tbati  ouce,  and  although  he 
agreed  that  the  claujte  was  necesHary  on 
account  of  the  complicated  and  imperfect 
manner  in  which  the  Bill  had  been  drawn 
and  carried  out,  be  thought  this  clause 
alone  should  stamp  the  measure  for  what 
it  was  really  worth  in  the  mode  in  which 
it  had  been  carrieil  out. 

Mk.  OIBHON  BOWLES  remarked 
that  the  clause  bad  evidently  been  in- 
spired  by  the  person  who  originally  con- 
ceived the  Bill«  but  it  was  not  quite  in 
aecordance  with  the  results  achieved  by 
tbe  Bill.  He  found  there  would  be  no 
fewer  than  15  aggregations  possible 
nuder  tbe  Bill*  and  segregaUous  and 
segregations  of  segregatious.  What  was 
provided  here  was  tiiat  the  same  pro- 
perty sboold  not  be  more  than  once  in 
the  same  aggregation.  But  there  would 
be  no  fewer  than  15  aggregations  in 
the  Bill,  whilst  the  original  purpose  was 
to  make  one  aggregation  of  all  the  pro- 
perty of  the  person  who  died.  He 
thought  that  was  rather  a  remarkable 
result. 

AmeudMiaiii  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  agreed 
to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
9,  after  the  word  *"  Majesty/*  to  insert 
the  words 

**  snd  for  the  purpose  of  payment  of  taoui  umler 
oo*  honHrB4  pounds  rsqairiag  rcprcMeatatioa." 
-<ifr.  K.  r  fctf.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  this  was  pracU- 
cally  the  same  Amendment  as  the  one  he 
had  himself  put  down,  and  he  thanked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  making  this 
proposal.  His  (Mr.  Hanbury's)  Amend* 
■MM  had  for  its  object  merely  the  pn»- 
serving  of  existing  exemptions,  but  he 
thought  the  Govcnimotit  might  have 
gone  a  little  further.  This  Bill  purposotl 
to  rtxlress  snomalies.  However,  with 
this  exemption  in  the  Bill,  they  should 
still  lie  retaining  a  pecniiar  anomaly,  and 
It  was  this  :  That  this  exemptien  would 
only  apply  to  the  oaae  of  civil  servants  in 


the  office  of  the  Admiralty.  Civil 
servants  in  the  same  position  in  the  War 
Office  and  in  similar  De|>artmenU  would 
not  come  under  this  exemption.  Up  to 
the  year  1 889  there  was  an  Act  in  force 
which  exempted  all  civil  servants  from 
all  arrears  ^^  pensions  up  to  the  amount 
of  £100.  For  some  reason  or  other  the 
whole  of  that  Bill  was  abrogated,  he 
thought  by  the  Superannuation  Act  of 
1889,  and  the  result  was  that  these  ex- 
emptions were  maintained  in  the  case  of 
the  civil  servants  in  the  Admiralty, 
whilst  they  were  entirely  swept  away 
in  the  ease  of  all  other  civil  servanta.  He 
appealed  to  the  Government  now  that  they 
were  maiutaiuiug  these  exemptions  in  the 
case  of  civil  servants  in  the  Admiralty,  to 
deal  prartically  with  all  civil  ser\'anU 
who  were  really  on  the  same  footing.  The 
priucnple  was  exactly  the  same.  If  it 
was  fair  that  arrears  oi  pay  and  pension 
up  to  £100  in  the  ease  of  the  civil  ser- 
vants in  the  Admiralty  should  lie  ex- 
empted from  the  EsUte  Duty,  surely  it 
was  fair  that  exactly  the  same  exemption 
shonid  lie  exteaded  to  civil  servants  in 
other  Departments. 

Sir  W.  IIABCUUKT  said,  the  Go- 
voniment  proposed  to  preserve  the  ex- 
isting exemptions,  but  tlie  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  suggested  tbat  they  should 
revise  the  exemptions  which  were  made 
so  Utely  as  1889.  He  did  not  think  that 
was  rea!<onable.  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  the  hon.  Member  put  down, 
like  that  of  the  Government,  was  to 
maintain  existing  exemptions,  and  beyond 
this  it  was  not  reasonable  to  ask  them  to 

go- 
Question  put,  and  agrecnl  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7«  liar 
10,  after  the  word  **  Act,**  to  Insert  the 
words — 

••8cctl«»ns  12  to  14  of  The  i'uttnnw  and 
Inland  Rcrvnue  Act,  IH89  (SS  k  U  Vict.,  c. 
7),  and  Heotion  47  td  the  Locsl  BeipiatniUoii 
of  Title  (IzeUnd)  Act^  l»ei  (&4  Ic  U  Vict.,  c. 
M^,  ■hsU  sppl^  ss  if  EMste  DutT  were  therein 
nientioneil  ss  well  ss  Suci^esMon  Ihitr,  snd  m  ff 
an  scorant  werr  not  tettM  within  the  msawiny 
of  any  (if  the  uboTc  sections  until  the  dutr  |miy* 
sble  on  such  scrount  has  been  paid  "— <Jvr.  li. 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Mk.  BYRNE  proposeil  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Solicitor  (lenerars   pro|ios<^ 
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Amendment,  line  4,  to  leave  out  all  after 
"  duty."  He  said  the  words  be  proposed 
should  be  omitted  were  these — 

**  And  as  if  an  account  were  not  settled  with- 
in the  meaning  of  any  of  the  above  sections 
until  the  duty  payable  on  such  account  has 
been  paid."  • 

He  might  be  iu*  error,  but  he  could  not 
help  thinklDg  that  there  must  be  some 
mistake  here.  Clause  14  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889,  provided 
that— 

"  No  person  shall  under  a  testamentaiy 
doimment  admitted  to  probate  or  .  .  . .  adminis- 
tration be  liable  to  the  payment  of  any  Legacy 
Duty  or  Succession  Duty,  or  duty  hereinbefore 
imposed  by  this  part  of  the  Act,  after  the  ex- 
piration of  six  years  from  the  date  of  the  settle- 
ment of  the  account  in  respect  of  which  the 
duty  is  payable,  where  such  account  was  in  all 
respects  a  full  and  true  account,  and  contained 
all  the  facts  material  to  be  known  by  the  Oom- 
missioners  of  Inland  Revenue  for  the  ascertain- 
ing the  rate  and  amount  of  duty,  and  no  trustee, 
executor,  or  administrator,  shall,  after  the  ex- 
piration of  such  six  years,  be  liable  to  such 
duty  if  it  is  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Commissioners  that  the  aoeount  rendered  was 
ooneot  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge,  informa^ 
tion,  and  belief." 

He  WBS  under  the  impression  that  the 
intention  of  the  Solicitor  Generars 
Amendment  was  to  make  that  provision 
apply  also  to  the  case  of  Estate  Dnty 
under  this  Act.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be 
a  faur  provision  ;  but  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral proposed,  after  making  this  section, 
amongst  others,  apply,  to  add  the  words — 

''And  as  if  an  account  were  not  settled 
within  the  meaning  of  any  of  the  above  sections 
until  the  duty  payable  on  such  account  has  been 
paid." 

If  the  duty  had  been  paid  he  could 
not  see  what  was  the  use  of  giving 
these  six  years  or  anything  of  the 
kind.  The  true  meaning  of  it  was 
that  if  a  man  did  his  duty  and  put  in  a 
full  and  proper  account  which  was 
settled  and  agreed  upon  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, then,  after  six  years,  he  had  not 
to  be  liable.  He  begged,  therefore,  to 
move  his  Amendment  to  omit  all  the 
words  after  the  word  "  duty." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
*'  duty,"  in  line  4,  to  the  end  thereof, — 
{Mr.  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
pro|>osed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment.' 

Mr.  Byrne 


n 


Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  would  ex- 
plain the  reason  for  his  Amendment. 
The  14th  section  to  which  the  hou.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  referred  was 
operative  to  extingubh  debts  after  the 
expiration  of  six  years  from  the  date  of 

the  settlement  of  the  account  in  respect 
of  which  the  duty  was  payable.  That 
was  to  say,  when  the  account  was  settle, 
then  from  that  date  the  six  years  mn, 
and  if  it  was  not  paid  in  that  six  years 
it  could  not  be  required  at  all.  The  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  except  the  limita- 
tion of  six  yeatrs,  Th^y  oonU  not  take 
a  period  of  six  years  from  the  date  of  the 
settlemeut  of  the  account.  They  had  got 
to  deal  with  cases  in  which  the  money 
was  not  payable  until  eight  years  after 
the  account  was  settled,  because  it  might 
be  paid  by  instalments  extending-  over 
^ght  years  ;  and  unless  they  inserted  the 
words  he  had  proposed,  the  Statute  of 
Limitations  extinguishing  the  debt  woald 
actually  come  into  operation  before  the 
last  two  vears*  instalments  were  due. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  asked  if  the  expres- 
sion, ^  and  as  if  an  account  were  not  set- 
tled within  the  meaning  of  any  of  the 
above  sections  until  the  duty  payable  on 
such  account  has  been  paid,"  was  meant 
solely  to  refer  to  the  8  per  cent,  to  be 
paid  by  instahnents  ?  It  was  difficult  to 
see  how  the  languiige  did  bmmi  that.  Of 
course,  he  must  accept  the  Solicitor's 
Generars  version,  but  the  words  seemed 
extremely  obscnreb 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  suggested  that  the 
point  which  had  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  might  be  met  if  they^ 
added  at  the  end  of  the  Solieitor  General's 
Amendment  the  words  '^  Until  the  time 
for  payment  of  the  duty  on  such  account 
has  arrived,"  in  place  of  the  concluding 
words. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  that  he  would,  on 
this  understanding,  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Anend- 
ment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
from  the  word ''the,"  in  line  5,  to  the 
end  thereof,  and  adding  the  words  **  lime 
for  the  payment  of  the  duty  on  nueh 
account  lia;^  arrived,"  instead  thereof. 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 
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CowKEL  KENYON-SLANEY 
(Sbropflhire,  Newport)  moved,  in  page  7, 
line  10,  at  end,  insert — 

"  Provided  that  such  exemption  shall  extend 
to  the  propertj  of  ofHoeniand  non^commiasSoned 
oAoen  which  •hall  not  exoeeri  in  anonnt 
12,000.- 

The  object  of  the  Amendment,  be  ex- 
piaioad,  WM  to  provide  that  the  exemp- 
tion vhicb  now  attached  to  the  property 
of  what  were  called  common  seamen, 
marinett,  or  soldiers,  who  were  slain  or 
died  in  the  service  of  Her  Majesty  should 
be  enlarged  so  as  to  include  property  of 
officers  and  non-commissioned  officers  not 
exceeding  in  amount  £2,000.  He  would 
urge  upon  the  Goverument  that  this  was 
blended  to  include  a  class  of  officers  who 
were  particularly  deserving  of  considera- 
tion. They  had  of  late  years  rightly 
encouraged  the  habit  of  promoting  from 
the  ranks  and  giving  commissions  to 
neo  who  had  risen  from  the 
ranke.  These  men,  as  a  rule, 
had  served  their  time  in  the  non-com- 
missioned ranks,  and  these  were  the  men 
who  ha^l  taken  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunities given  for.savlug,  and  had  accumu- 
lated a  aiMill  property  of  their  own.  Sup- 
pose that  a  private  soldier  wlto  hml  acrumu- 
iated  some  such  sum  as  he  hml  suggested 
behaved  with  extreme  gallairtry,  for  which 
be  was  pmmated  and  in  tho  next  aolion 
WM  killed,  the  very  fact  of  having  re* 
eeirad  pro»otioo  broagkt  that  property 
under  the  scope  of  the  newly-iropoeed 
Estate  Duty,  and  it  was  to  meet  such 
cases  that  ho  ventured  to  suggest  this 
Amendment.  He  had  placed  the  amount 
exceedingly  low ;  and  if  the  Government 
thought  it  should  be  further  reduced,  it 
was  for  then  to  suggest  to  what  figure 
it  should  be  so  reduced.  There  were 
soldiers  bearing  the  rank  of  officers  who 
had  not  very  much  money  to  spare,  and 
to  whose  successors  tho  escaping  of  this 
duly  would  1k^  a  matter  of  conf»idenihlr 
lni|Hirtnui*e.  Of  cournc  it  would  Iks  Ira- 
ponsilile  to  draw  a  distinction  l»ctwoen 
one  riass  of  officers  and  another  class, 
and  to  say  that  the  exemption  should  be 
granted  only  to  officers  who  had  been 
promoted  from  the  ranks,  ff is  Amend- 
metit  would,  therefore,  include  ordinary 
commissioned  officers  ;  and  he  thought  It 
was  only  fair  and  just  that  the  suoccHsors 
of  an  officer  killed  in  actkin,  whose  pro- 
perty was  worth  only  £2,000,  skoald 
have  the    exemption    propoaed    in   the 


Amendment.  He  appealed  to  the 
generous  instincts  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
and  he  could  assure  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman that  if  he  did  so  he  would  have 
made  a  concession  which  would  be  very 
acceptable  throughout  the  country,  and 
certainly  in  the  Service. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  this 
Amendment  is  in  Order.  The  principle 
was  decided  in  Conunittee  when  an 
Amendment  proposing  that  the  property 
of  officers  in  the  Army  and  Navy  up  to 
£6,000  should  be  exempt  from  the  duty 
was  rejected. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY :  The 
other  Amendment  was  complicated  by 
the  introdnotkm  of  another  chiss« 

Mvu  SPEAKER  :  The  other  Amend- 
ment covered  all  officers  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man proposes  now  to  limit  the  exemption 
to  offioers  in  the  Army ;  but  the  principle 
is  the  same. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  7,  line  15,  leave  out  "on,"  and 
insert  **  in  respect  of." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
15|  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'pro* 
perty,"  to  the  word  "but,"  in  line  17, 
and  insert  the  words  "passing  to  him  as 
executor  of  the  decMsed." — (ATn  Bj^me.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mk.  R.  T.  reid  said,  he  did  not 
think  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  quite 
appreciated  the  result  of  the  Amendment. 
Under  the  Amendment  an  executor  would 
bo  accountable  for  Estate  Duty  on  per- 
sonal property  passing  to  him  as  exe- 
cutor of  the  deceased,  but  for  no  more 
— that  was  to  sav,  only  for  personal 
projiorty  within  the  United  Kmgdom, 
l»ecttUric  foreign  property  did  not  pass  to 
iiini  at  all.  A  good  dual  of  the  dutv 
could  be  avoided  uuder  such  an  Amend- 
ment, and  therefore  the  Government 
could  not  accept  it. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  that  as  the  matter 
had  been  discussed  before  he  would  not 
press  the  Ameodmeot. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witbdrawa. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  lines 
17  and  IH,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  assets 
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of  which  he  has  control,**  and  iDsert  the 
words  "the  assets  to  which  he  is  entitled 
as  executor." — {Mr.  R,  T,  Beid,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,**  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  iuserteid.** 


•Mr.MATTHKWS  (Birmingham,  E.) 
said,  the  words  which  the  Solicitor 
General  proposed  to  leave  out  were  the 
only  words  which  saved  the  executor 
from  having  to  pay  dutj  to  an  amount 
beyond  the  assets  he  had  got  in  his  hands. 
For  instance,  a  man  might  have  a  power 
of  appointment  over  £  1 ,000,000,  and  have 
£10.000  besides;  but  as  the  executor  only 
got  the  £10,000,  he  would,  under  the 
words  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  leave  ont,ouly  have  to  pay 
duty  to  the  extent  of  £10,000,  whereas  if 
the  words  'Hhe assets  to  which  he  is  entitled 
as  executor"  were  inserted,  the  executor 
might  have  to  pay  duty  on  assets  which 
he  had  not  got  in  his  hands  and  had  no 
control  over. 

Mk.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  words  he 
proposed  to  substitute  would  give  the 
same  protection  to  the  executor  as  the 
words  in  the  clause,  but  he  was  prepared 
to  leave  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  words  have 
beeo  mored  out  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  ;  Then  I  am  sorry 
the  point  was  not  raised  before. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  ;  You  might  in- 
sert  the  words  *^tho  assets  actually 
received  by  him." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  It  must  be 
obvious  that  those  words  will  not  do. 
For  instance,  an  executor  might  refuse 
to  receive  things  which  he  was  bound  to 
receive.  An  executor  is  always  account- 
able in  law  not  only  in  respect  to  what 
he  has  received  in  fact,  but  what  he  is 
entitled  to  receive  and  might  have 
received  if  he  choosed.  I  will  move  the 
insertion  of  these  words  "the  assets 
which  he  has  received  as  executor,  or 
might,  ^^1^  ^oi*  ^^B  own  neglect  or  default, 
have  received." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
20,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  thereon,"  and 
insert  the  words  "  in  respect  of  such  pro- 
perty."—(3fr.  R.   T.  Reid,) 
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Question,  "That  the  word  *tb6reoii* 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,**  pat,  •»<! 
negatived. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  p^go  7» 
line  22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  pro- 
perty,** to  the  word  "  every,"  in  line  28, 
and  insert  the  words  "  for  the  time  being 
under  his  control.'*— (5tr  R.  fVeb$Ur.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  propoeed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  ?» 
line  24,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"person,"  to  the  word  "and,**  in  line  25, 
and  insert  the  words  **  to  whom  any  pro- 
perty passes  on  such  death." — (^Sir  R* 
Webster,) 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
pot,  and  agreed  to. 


Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
moved  to  omit  from  the  clause  the  wordi 


**  and  every  perBon  in  whom  the  same  is  veited 
in  possession  by  alienatioa  or  other  derivatiTe 

tiUe." 

If  those  words  were  allowed  to  stand  a 
person  who  obtained  propoty  by  par- 
chase  would  be  accountable  for  Eateie 
Duty  on  the  death  of  the  former  owner 
of  the  property. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7, 
line  25,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
**  vested,*'  to  the  word  "  shall,"  in  line  27. 
— (6'tr  R.  Webster:) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  but  stand  part  of  the 

Bill." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  admitted  that  no 
person  who  was  a  bona  fide  purchaser  of 
the  property  for  a  valuable  consideration 
should  be  held  accountable  for  the  Estate 
Duty,  and  therefore  there  was  standing 
on  the  Paper  in  his  name  an  Amendment 
to  be  added  to  the  end  of  Clause  8, 
providing  that 

*"  Nothing  in  this  secdon  ahall  render  liable 
to  daty  a  han&  Jide  purchaser  for  ralnable 
consideration  without  notice.'* 

Under  those  words  a  person  who  took 
the  prop^ty  in  good  faith,  for  a  vmluahle 
consideration  and  without  notice  of  any 
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Colonel   KENYON  -  SLANEY 

(Sbropehire,  Newport)  moved,  in  page  7, 
line  10,  at  end,  insert — 

"  Provided  that  such  exemption  shall  extend 
to  the  property  of  officers  and  non-commissioned 
officers  whioh  shall  not  exceed  in  amount 
£2,000." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment,  be  es- 
plained,  was  to  provide  that  the  exemp- 
tkOQ  which  now  attached  to  the  property 
of  what  ■  wQj^e  called   common   seamen, 
marines,  or  soldiers,  who  were  slain  or 
died  in  the  service  of  Her  Majesty  should 
be  enlarged  so  as  to  include  property  of 
officers  and  non-commissioned  officers  not 
exceeciiDg  In  amount  £2,000.     He  would 
urge  upon  the  Government  that  this  was 
intended  to  iiiclude  a  class  of  officers  who 
were  particularly  deserving  of  considera- 
tion.     They   had   of  late  years  rightly 
encouraged  the  habit  of  promoting  from 
the  ranks   and   giving    commissions    to 
men       who      had      risen      from      the 
ranks.       These      men,     as      a      rule, 
had  served  their  time  in  the  non-com- 
missioned ranks,  and  these  were  the  men 
who  had  taken  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunities given  for.saviug,  and  had  accumu- 
lated a  small  property  of  their  own.  Sup- 
pose that  a  private  soldier  who  had  accumu- 
lated some  such  sum  as  he  had  suggested 
belmrTed  with  extreme  gmllaatry,  for  which 
he  was  'promoted'  lind  in  the  next  aotion 
wae  killed,  the  very  fact  of  having  re- 
ceived pronotion  brought  that  propertjr 
under  the  scope  of  the .  newly-imposed 
Estate   Duty,  and  it  was  to  meet  such 
cases   that  ne  ventured  to  suggest  this 
Amendment.     He  had  placed  the  amount 
exceedingly  low;  and  if  the  Government 
thought  it  should  be  further  reduced,  it 
was  for  them  to  suggest  to  what  figure 
it  should  be  so  reduced.      There   were 
soldiers  bearing  the  rank  of  officers  who 
had  not  very  much  money  to  spare,  and 
to  whose  successors  the  escaping  of  this 
dutv    would  be  a  matter  of  considerable 
importaucc.     Of  course  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  draw  a  distinction  between 
one  class  of  officers  and  another  class, 
and  to  say  that  the  exemption  should  be 
granted  only  to  officers  who  had  been 
promoted  from  the  ranks.     His  Amend- 
ment would,  therefore,  include  ordinary 
commissioned  officers  ;  and  he  thought  it 
was  only  fair  and  just  that  the  successors 
of  an  officer  killed  in  action,  whose  pro- 
perty was  worth  only  £2,000,    should 
have  the    exemption    proposed    in  the  I 


Amendment.  He  appealed  to  the 
generous  instincts  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
and  he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  if  he  did  so  he  would  have 
made  a  concession  which  would  be  very 
acceptable  throughout  the  country,  and 
certainly  in  the  Service. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  this 
Amendment  is  in  Order.  The  principle 
was  decided  in  Committee  inrhen  an 
Amendment  proposing  that  the  property 
of  offices  in  the  Army  and  Navy  up  to 
£5,000  should  be  exempt  from  the  duty 
was  rejected. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  :  The 
other  Amendment  was  complicated  by 
the  introduction  of  another  class. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  other  Amend- 
ment covered,  all  officers  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man proposes  now  to  limit  the  exemption 
to  officers  in  the  Army ;  but  the  principle 
is  the  same. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  7,  line  15,  leave  out  "on,''  and 
insert  "  in  respect  of." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
15|  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "pro- 
perty," to  the  word  "  but,"  in  line  17, 
and  insert  the  words  "  passing  to  him  as 
executor  of  the  deceased." — (Ar.  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  the  wiords 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stani  part  ot  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  R.  T.  reid  said,  he  did  not 
think  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  quite 
appreciated  the  result  of  the  Amendment. 
Under  the  Amendment  an  executor  would 
be  accountable  for  Estate  Duty  on  per- 
sonal property  passing  to  him  as  exe- 
cutor of  the  deceased,  but  for  no  more 
— that  was  to  say,  only  for  personal 
property  within  the  United  Kingdom, 
l)eeause  foreign  property  did  not  pass  to 
him  at  all.  A  good  deal  of  the  duty 
could  be  avoided  under  such  an  Amend- 
ment, and  therefore  the  Government 
could  not  accept  it. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  that  as  the  matter 
had  been  discussed  before  he  would  not 
press  the  Amendment.  • 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  lines 
17  and  18,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  assets 
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Hte  stage  of  the  Bill  were  passed,  his  (Sir 
A.  Hollit^s)  own  Amendment  must  inevit- 
ably he  added  to  the  former.  The  combined 
effect  of  Clause  8  of  the  Bill  and  the 
Solicitor  General's  Amendment  wonld  be 
to  make  accountable  and  liable  to  pay 
Estate  Duty  not  only  the  executor,  in 
respect  of  personalty  (and  the  lot  of  an 
executor  would  be  a  hard  one  in  the 
future),  but  also  any  person  to  whom  the 
property  passed  beneficially  in  possession 
— any  trustee,  guardian,  or  committee,  and 
even  any  assignee  by  way  of  purchase 
or  otherwise.  All  these  persons  wonld 
not  only  be  liable,  under  severe  penalties, 
to  account ;  but  if  there  were  any  failure 
either  to  account  or  to  pay,  they  would 
forfeit,  at  the  election  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. £lLO,  or  double  the  duties  for 
which  they  were  accountable  under  the 
Btlt.  Moreover,  under  the  Solieitor 
Generars  Amendment,  if  enacted — ^and 
It  was  singular  that,  if  it  was  necessary 
at  all,  such  an  important  enacting  clattse 
should  have  been  omitted  by  the  drafts- 
man from  Ibe  original  Bill — each  and  all 
of  the  above  accountable  persons  would 
become  a  Crown  debtor  for  the  penalties 
or  duties,  including  the  double  duties, 
and  might  be  placed  in  the  same  unfor- 
tunate position  as  he  had  known  Crown 
debtors  to  occupy  under  the  Customs  laws 
in  respect  of  treble  duties  for  breach  of 
those  laws,  which  might  amount  to  many 
thousands  or  even  many  hundred  thousands 
of  poun<ls,  such  was  the  rigour  of  the  old 
Revenue  lawb  to  which  it  was  now  proposed 
to  assimilate  the  law  as  to  Estate  Duty. 
Thus,  while  by  the  Bill  the  Crown 
had  the  security  of  a  first  charge, 
as  a  Crown  debt,  with  powers  to  appoint 
a  receiver  and  to  sell  the  estate,  while  it 
had  the  most  ample  remedy  in  rem 
against  the  estate  itself,  the  Solicitor 
Generars  Amendment  now  proposed  to 
give  a  direct  remedy  in  personam^  and 
the  executor  and  all  the  others  he  had 
named  would  be  liable  both  to  account 
and  to  pay  as  Crown  debtors,  whether 
their  estate  was  realizable  or  not,  whether 
or  not  they  had  the  means  of  payment, 
and  even  if  they  had  made  an  innocent 
mistake  in  the  valuation  of  the  property 
for  duty  or  by  having  distributed  the 
estate  without  having,  however  inadver- 
tently, made  full  provision  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  duties.  Kow,  he  hatl  no 
sympathy  whatever  with  non-payment 
of  Revenue,   or    with    evasion,  or  even 

Sir  A.  Rollit 


avoidance  of  paymeat,  for  payment 
a  duty  to  the  Stete  ;  but,  after  aU,  these 
duties  were  only  debts,  just  like  other 
debts — he  saw  no  real  distinction  between 
a  Crown  and  a  civil  debt*— and  if  Ibe  non- 
payment amounted,  und^  any  eironM- 
stances,  to  a  crime,  the  Crown  had  its 
remedy  through  the  Crhninal  Law  and  by 
judicial  trial  and  ju^lgment*  What 'be 
objected  to  was  that  what  was  a  civil 
wrong  should  be  treated,  exceptionally 
as  to  the  Crown,  as  a  crime,  and  that 
the  most  summary  and  arbitrary  powers 
should  be  given  to  the  Crown  which 
were  properly  denied  to  any  subject ; 
that,  in  short,  the  Crown  should  be  able 
to  take  not  only  its  pound  of  ileah  bqt 
the  whole  body  of  its  debtor,  and  to  im- 
prison him  without  any  judicial  investi- 
gation of  his  means  or  of  the  circumstance^ 
and  not  merely  for  a  specified  but  for 
an  absolutely  unlimited  time.  Such  laws 
were  relics  of  barbarism ;  they  were 
not  even  deterrent  owing  to  the  uncer- 
tainty of  their  opeiation,  and  the^y  were 
even  more  severe  than  the  Criminal 
laws,  whicli  now  n^rly  always  propor- 
tioned the  punishment  to  the  offence,  and 
even  under  the  Statutes  against  personal 
injuries  or  against  crimes  against  prop^y 
a  maximum  ierm  of  imprisonment  waa 
al  ways  fi xed  by  the  law .  A  Crown  debler 
might  thus  be  in  a  worse  position  tluin  a 
f^on  or  a  misdemeanant,  subject  as  be 
was  to  the  possibility  of  lifelong  im- 
prisonment in  default  of  payment,  and 
there  had  been  many  cases  of  such  hard- 
ships under  the  Revenue  laws,  which  were 
by  far  the  most  severe  of  all  Statutefl. 
What,  then,  would  be  the  practical  effect 
of  the  Solicitor  GenefalS  AtnendmeDt  ? 
Let  them  compare  the  cases  of  a  civil 
and  a  Crown  debtor.  For  the  former  the 
Debtors*  Act,  1869,  abolished  perpetual 
imprisonment  for  debt,  and  even  in  the 
excepted  cases  of  certain  penalties  tinder 
nummary  jurisdiction  orders,  an  for  rates,  or 
fiduciary  malfeasance  by  a  trustee,  limited 
imprisonment  to  one  year.  In  all  other 
cases  the  creditor  must  prove  to  a  Judge 
that  his  debtor  had,  or  had  had  since 
the  judgment,  the  means  of  payment  and 
even  then  imprisonment  for  such  a  con- 
tempt of  Court  was  limited  to  six  wfteks, 
while  payment  could  be  ordered  to  be 
made  by  instalments,  and  the  imprison* 
ment  was  not  to  be  a  satisfaction  of  the 
debt.  Surely  this  was  sufficient  in  the 
case  of  a  Crown  debtor,  as  H  was  rigbt 
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unsatisfied  charge  on  the  property,  would 
be  protected ;  but  a  man  who  did  not 
take  in  good  faith,  who  paid  nothing  for 
it,  and  who  knew  that  there  was  an 
unsatisfied  charge  on  the  property,  ought 
surely  to  be  made  to  pay  the  Estate  Duty. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  butcher  (York)  proposed  to 
insert  in  page  7,  at  the  end  of  line  30, 
after  the  word  "  property  "  the  words — 

*^  Provitled  that  nothing  in  this  section  con- 
tained shall  render  a  person  accountable  for 
daty  who  acts  merely  as  the  agent  or  bailiff 
for  another  person  in  the  management  of  the 
property." 

As  the  clause  stood,  every  person  in 
whom  the  management  of  the  property 
was  vested  would  be  accountable  for  the 
Estate  Duty.  An  agent  was  a  person 
in  whom  the  management  of  the  property 
was  vested  ;  and  unless  the  Amendment 
were  accepted,  the  agent,  whom  it  could 
not  be  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  hold  liable,  might  be  held  liable  for 
Entate  Duty  under  the  clause.  He  re- 
gretted he  had  been  unable  to  put  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  at 
the  end  of  line  30,  after  the  word  '*  pro- 
perty,** to  insert  the  words — 

'*  Provided  that  nothing  in  this  section  con- 
tained shall  render  a  person  acconntable  for 
daty  who  acta  merely  as  the  agent  or  biuliff  for 
another  person  in  the  management  of  the  pro- 
perty ."—{Jfr,  Butcher,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  really  necessary  in  order  to 
protect  bankers  and  other  persons,  such 
as  agents  who  managed  properties  with- 
out having  any  beneficiary  interest  in 
them,  from  being  held  liable  for  the 
Estate  Duty. 

•SiE  M."  HICKS-REACH  (Bristol, 
.W.)  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
the  preceding  clause  6  per  cent,  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  estate  was  allowed 
to  be  deducted  for  the  expenses  of 
management,  and  therefore  the  word 
'^  management "  in  the  present  clause 
might  be  interpreted  in  the  way  which 
the  Amendment  was  intended  to  prevent. 
Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  it  was  a  pity 
the  Amendment  was  not  put  on  the 
Paper,  because  it  was  difficult  to  decide 


the  point  without  having  the  opportunity 
of  seeing  the  words.  The  words  of  the 
clause  as  they  stood  were  taken  from 
the  Act  of  1853,  and  it  was  clear  they 
were  not  intended  to  make  accountable 
people  who  were  merely  bailiffs  or  agents 
for  other  persons  ;  but  as  he  understood 
the  Amendment,  he  had  no  objection  to 
its  being  accepted. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  liue 
31,  after  the  word  **  duty,*'  to  insert  the 
words — 

•*  shall  be  a  debtor  to  the  Crown  for  the  amount 
of  unpaid  duty  upon  which  he  ih  accountable, 
and  also  every  such  person."— '(ifr.  R.  T,  Jieid,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  this 
was  a  beautiful  instance  of  the  muddle  to 
which  the  Bill  had  been  brought.  Could 
any  human  being  understand  what  the 
clause  meant  if  those  words  were  in- 
serted ?  The  clause  with  the  addition 
of  the  words  would  run — 

*'  Every  person  accountable  for  Estate  Duty, 
shall  be  a  debtor  to  the  Crown  for  the  amount 
of  unpaid  duty  for  which  he  is  accountable,  and 
also  every  person  whom  the  Commissioners 
believe,"  &c. 

should  deliver  a  statement  to  the  Com- 
missioners. He  presumed  that  what 
was  meant  was  that  every  person  re- 
ferred to  in  the  clause  should  deliver  the 
statement. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  Yes. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
phraseology  of  the  clause  was  very 
ambiguouH. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  moved,  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Solicitor  General's 
Amendment,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"accountable**  in  the  said  Amendment, 
the  words — 

"  But  any  proceeilings  against  him  to  re- 
cover such  unpaid  duty  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  and  limitations  of  The  Debtors'  Act, 
1869." 

The  proposition  of  the  Solicitor  General 
raised  a  serious  questiou,  and  one  to 
which,  affecting  as  it  did  the  liberty  of 
the  subject,  he  invited  the  consideration 
of  hou.  Members  on  all  sides  of  the 
House,  to  which  he  submitted  that  if  the 
Solicitor  General*s  important  Amend- 
ment, introduced  for  the  first  time  at  this 
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the  Atnendment  is  a  member  of  the 
Municipal  CorporatioDS  Association.  I 
am  sare  that  if  he  represented  the  views 
of  the  Association  on  this  question  he 
would  be  one  of  the  principal  opponents 
of  this  change. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire) 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  opposed 
the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  difTerentiate  between  this  duty  and 
other  Inland  Revenue  or  mnnicipul  taxes. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me.  I 
desired  also  to  saj  that  the  power  of  the 
Crown  is  never  enforced  in  the  case  of 
the  non-payment  of  Crown  debts  unless 
the  debtor  is  guilty  of  malversation  or 
has  the  money  to  pay  the  debt  and  re- 
fuses to  pay.  Surely  no  one  will  suggest 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  Solicitor 
General  should  not  apply  in  those  cases. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  admitted  that  the 
last  observations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  put  a  different  aspect  on  the 
whole  question.  Malversation  was,  of 
course,  a  different  thing.  But  he  was 
about  to  say  that  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  objected  to  the  differentiation 
of  this  tax  from  other  Crown  and  muni- 
cipal taxes,  he  should  recollect  that  this 
tax  was  a  very  peculiar  one,  and  was,  in 
its  nature  and  incidence,  entirely  different 
from  every  other  tax.  Debtors  under  this 
Bill  would  stand  upon  a  totally  different 
footing  from  other  Crown  debtors.  In 
most  other  cases  the  individual  who  had 
to  pay  the  tax  was  the  real  defaulter. 
He  had  contracted  a  personal  liability 
himself.  But  in  this  case  the  person 
who  had  to  pay  the  tax  was  the  executor 
who  had  not,  personally,  incurred  any 
debt  at  all,  aud  who  derived  no  benefit 
from  the  subject-matter  out  of  which  the 
tax  was  paid.  An  executor  who  did  not 
pay  the  tax  mi^ht  be  absolutely  unable 
to  raise  the  money  upon  the  e^state  for 
the  purpose  of  discharging  the  duty.  It 
would  be  most  cruel  and  most  unjust  to 
send  such  a  man  to  prison  because  he 
was  unable  to  pay  the  duty.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the  Crown 
would  not  enforce  imprisonment  in 
such  a  case,  but  under  the  Government 
Amendment  the  Crown  would  have  the 
right  to  enforce  it,  and  the  debtor  would 
be  at  the  mere  mercy  of  the  Crowo.  He 
did  not  think  that  it  would  redound  to 
the  benefit  of  the  community  if  the  obli- 

Sir  Jf\  Harcourt 


gations  of  execntors  were  made  more 
onerous  than  they  were  at  preseal*  Ha 
himself  had  occasionally  had  to  act  aa  the 
executor  of  some  of  his  old  frteods,  bvt 
if  the  Government  Amendment  w»8  per- 
sisted in  he  should  never  become  aa 
executor  again  if  he  could  help  it.  The 
result  of  the  Government  AmeodmeDt 
being  accepted  would  be  that  oalj 
reckless  persons  who  did  not  care  wh»t 
happened  would  accept  the  poaitkm  of 
execntors.  He  oonfessied  that  it  was  new 
to  him  to  hear  that  the  Monioipal  Bodies 
had  the  power  to  imprison  their  debtors 
in  p«*petuitj.  In  the  case  of  ordinary 
debtors  they  could  not  be  imprisoned 
unless  proof  were  given  that  they  were 
able  to  pay,  but  in  the  case  d  Crown 
debtors  under  this  Bill  no  proof  of  ability 
to  pay  was  required  as  a  preliminary  le 
imprisonment.  He  hoped  that  the  Honae 
would  not  place  executors  under  this  Bill 
in  the  arbitrary  power  of  the  Crown.  If 
the  Crown  had  the  right  to  enforce  pay* 
ment  of  a  Crown  debt  by  impriaonment 
everyone  must  desire  that  so  abeolnte  a 
power  should  be  removed  from  the  Statute 
Book. 

Mr.  GOSCHEM  :  It  wiU  depend  on 
the  answer  to  a  question  whether  I  will 
support  the  Government  or  the  Amend- 
ment. But  I  say  at  onoe  it  would  not 
he  wise  at  this  stage  of  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  to  make  a  new  departure  with  re- 
gard to  the  rights  d  the  Crown  in 
respect  to  this  duty  and  all  other  taxes 
of  the  Crown,  and  on  general  grounds 
I  should  be  inclined  to  support  the  Go* 
vernment  if  this  clause  places  the  Estate 
Duty  on  the  same  footing  as  the  existing 
Death  Duties.  Would  the  executor  be 
liable  to  these  pains  and  penaltiee  in 
respect  to  Probate  Duty  at  present  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  Yes. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  If  so,  I  wish  to 
know  why  it  is  necessary  to  introduce 
these  words  at  all  ?  It  would  seem  from 
their  introduction  that  some  new  prin* 
ciple  is  being  applied  to  the  Estate  Duty 
that  is  not  now  applied  to  Probate  Duty. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  There  is  no 
difference ;  and  tkierefore  this  duty  is 
exactly  on  the  same  footing  aa  the  Pro* 
bate  Dutv  now. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  My  hon.  friends 
who  are  learned  in  the  law  will  be  able 
to  argue  that  point  better 'tlian  I  can* 
But  it  seems  to  be  that  there  is  only  one 
hypothesis  on  which  the  words  can  be 
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and  just   ta   eiyil   cMes,   and   his   own 
Attendment  proposed  to  give  all  these 
powers'  as   against    the  Crown   debtor. 
Even   fioes'   and    penalties    recoverable 
nader  the  Saammuff  JnriBdictioo  Aets 
wereby  the  Act  of  1879  dtmilarljr  limited 
]» the  sanctions  by  wbioh  thej  were  en- 
fbreeable^  sinoe  means  to  pay  must  be 
proved  to  the  satisfaetion  of  the  Magis* 
tmites,    and    imprisonment    for    default 
was'iiikiTted  to  thnee  months:    Thus  the 
whole   tendency   of  modern,   civil,   and 
even  cHminal  le^shition  was  at  variance 
with  the  Solicitor  Greberars  Amendment 
and  with  the  perpetual  imprisonmentwhich 
might  involve  even  for  innocent  Crown 
debtors,  while  under  his  (Sir  A.  RolHt^s) 
Amendment    ample    provisions     would 
exist  to  enforoe' payment  of  Crown,  like 
eivi^y  debt«4  And  if  tbeiSolicitor  GeneraPs 
Amendment   were   passed   without    the 
addltiofa     proposed     by     himself,    what 
might  be  the  nnfortniiate  position  of  a 
Crown    debtor   for   the  duties,  though 
their  liability  was  limited  to  the  assets 
whieb  bad  been  realised  ?  '  ft  had  been 
decided,  and  it  needed  a  decision  for  tlie 
purpose,  that  as  the  Crown  was  not  ex- 
pressly iOSTmed  ins  the 'D^Uoi^'' Act,  1869, 
the' Grown  was  not  boun«l  by  the  limita- 
tions of  imprisonment  specified  in  that 
Statute.      So,  then,  by  thd  Crolwn  Debts 
Act,  1865,  tiie  Attorney  General   had 
only  to  go  as '  rcipresenting  the  Crown 
into  the  £xcheqner,  and,  by  the  most 
summary  process,  the  Crown  could  in  14 
days,  and  without;  necessarily,  Any  pre- 
liminary  proceedings    or  pleadings,  re* 
cover  Judgment  forthese  largely-increased 
dntles,  or  double  duties,  or  other  penalties. 
Then,  unlike  the  case  of  any  other  civil 
debtor^  without  any  proof  of  means  or 
possibility    of    payment  whatever,   and 
without  any  further  hearing*  or  judicial 
process,  the  Crown  could  at  once  issue 
an  old  and  obeoleto  writ,  take  the  body 
of  its  debtor,  and  keep  him  without  the 
possibility  of  release  except  on  full  pay- 
meni;,  or  by  tb^  m^roy,  or  as  he  would 
rat-faer    term  it,  by  the  caprice  of    the 
Crown.     All  -  tiiis,   if,   indeed,  it    were 
necedsary  id  all,  having  regard  to  other 
parts  of  the  Clause  8,  was  an  anachronism 
utterly  at  variance  with  the  tendency  of 
the  tiiiies  and   of    the  law  against  im- 
prisonment for  debt  and  against  inter- 
minable imprisonment,  and  ought  not  to 
have  given  to  it  any  additional  sanction 
or    countenance    by    Parliament.     He, 


therefore,  proposed  his  Amendment  to 
limit  imprisonments,  and  enforce  the  con- 
ditioa  precedent  of  proof  of  means  of  pay* 
meut,  and  so  to  mitigate  the  rigour  of 
these  Revenue  laws.  In  exceptional 
cases  of  fiduciary  fraud  the  case  would 
be  met  by  the  exoeptions.  in  the.  Deb^^s 
Aet,<  which  permitted  longer,  but  still 
limited,  imprisonment,  and,  in  the 
absence  of  such  aggravating  circumr 
stances,  the  Crown  ought  to  have,  like 
any  subject,,  no  more  than  the  ample  pro- 
tection accorded  by  the  ordinary  law  and 
the  powers  conferred  by  the  Bill,  which 
itself  incorporated  the  existing  Crown 
Debt  Law  upon  the  subject.  He,  there- 
fore, moved  his  Amendment,  and  should 
persist  in  it  so  long  as  the  Solicitor 
General^s  Amendment  to  his  own  Bill 
was  before  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  "account- 
able," to  insert  the  words — 

^'  But  any  proccediugs  against  him  to  rccoTer 
such  unpaul  duty  shall  be  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions and  limitations  of  The  Debtors'  Act, 
1869."— (i$«r  A,  EoUit,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendment." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  place  the 
oollection  of  the  tax  tuder  this  Bill  on  a 
different  footing  from  that  of  any  other 
tax  in  the  country.  That  is  a  very 
serious  proposal,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is 
one  that  will  be  suppmted  by  any 
responsible  person.  The  power  that  the 
Crown  now  asks  for  is  exercised  by  ail 
Municipal  and  Local  Authorities  where 
default  is  made  in  payment  of  debts  due 
to  them.  That  the  fears  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  rogard  to  the  possible 
cruel  operation  of  the  Amendment  are 
unfounded  is  proved  by  the  fact  that  our 
gaols  are  not  at  the  present  time  over- 
crowded by  those  who  are  unable  to  pay 
the  debts  they  owe  to  the  various  Muni* 
cipal  and  Local  Authorities  or  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department.  Of  coarse, 
if  it  be  desired  to  abolish  the  system 
that  universally  prevails  with  regard  to 
public  debts — whether  debts  to  the  Local 
Authorities,  or  debts  to  the  State  authori- 
ties— a  proposal  to  effect  that  reform  in 
the  law  might  be  brought  forward  on  a 
fitting  occasion,  but  I  submit  that  this  is 
not  the  proper  time  for  discussing  the 
question.     The  hon.  Member  .who  moved 
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W.  Hnrcoort)  tboaght  that  thU  point 
could  be  met  if  they  substituted  the  word 
"liable''  for  "accountable,"  and  then 
the  liability  would  be  just  the  same  as 
that  of  any  other  Crown  debtor.  In 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
8t.  George's,  he  had  to  say  that  he  had 
asked  and  had  been  told  that  these  words, 
"  debtor  to  Her  Majesty,"  were  used  in 
the  Succession  Duty  Acts,  and  other 
Acts  of  a  similar  character,  and,  therefore, 
in  retaining  these  words  they  should  be 
maintaining  the  general  rule.  He  was 
sure  that  if  the  question  went  to  a 
Division  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
St.  George's  would  not  support  a  pro- 
posal to  place  this  tax  on  a  different 
footing  to  other  taxes,  and  imperil  the 
means  of  raising  the  Revenue  of  the 
country.  He  hoped  the  substitation  of 
the  word  "liable"  for  "  aoeountable  "  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  Government 
would  be  held  to  meet  the  case. 

•Sir  M.  hicks -BEACH:  How 
would  that  read  ?  Would  it  not  read 
this  way  :  "  Every  person  accountable 
for  Estate  Duty  shall  be  a  debtor  to  the 
Crown  for  the  amount  of  dutv  for  which 
he  is  liable"? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  what  was 
meant  was  this  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  pointed  out  that  a  person 
might  be  accountable  fur  more  than  he 
was  liable  for  uuder  this  clause.  That 
was  to  say,  he  might  have  to  account 
for  moneys  that  ultimately  would  not 
come  into  his  hands,  and  what  the 
Government  desired  was  that  he  should 
be  debtor  only  for  that  which  came  into 
his  hands,  and  for  which  he  was  declared 
to  be  liable.  He  thought  the  alteration 
he  hml  suggested  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  Government  would  meet  the  case. 

Mu. COURTNEY  (Bodmin,  Cornwall) 
was  afraid  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not  meet  the 
real  difficulties  which  underlay  this  clause. 
To  say  that  they  would  avoid  the  diffi- 
culty by  changing  the  word  "account- 
able" into  "liable"  was  to  suppose  tlie 
words  had  the  same  meaning  and  pro- 
duced different  results.  A  man  who 
was  accountable  was  liable  in  the  first 
instance. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  not 
so.  Ho  is  declared  to  be  accountable 
for  the  whole,  but  liable  only  for  tliat 
which  comes  into  his  hands. 

Sir  IV,  Uarvovrt 


Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that  m 
doubt  under  the  Succession  Duly  Act  it 
was  expressly  provided  that  Suocassiou 
Duty  should  be  a  Crown  debt  from  the 
successor — that  was  iho  person  who  got 
the  property  or  benefit  in  respect  oi 
which  the  duty  was  charged.  That  wm« 
of  course*  very  much  more  limited  than 
what  was  proposed  here.  He  thought 
the  Member  for  ItliugtoQ  was  veil  jus- 
tified in  calUng  attention  to  tba  geiaral 
principle,  and  he  was  a«toDished  at  the 
line  of  reasoning  which  was  adopted  by 
the  Chancellor  oj  the  Exchequer  in  the 
first  instance,  when  he  said  that  tbej 
were  proposing  to  take  away  froon  the 
Crown  the  remedy  which  every  Muni* 
cipal  Corporation  had,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Islington,  who  was  Preaideut  of 
the  Association  of  Municipal  Corporatiooa» 
would^  if  he  were  successful  in  this  ior 
stance,  find  himself  in  awkward  relations 
with  his  friends  in  the  Association  out  of 
doors,  who  would  say,  "  You  have  given 
up  the  remedy  which  we  poeeessed."  He 
found  in  the  Debtors'  Act  of  1860,  which 
abolished .  imprisonmeot  for  debt,  thai 
there  was  excepted  from  the  debts  In 
respect  of  which  that  abolitioa  was 
enacted 

"default  in  payment  of  any  tam  lecoveiable 
summarily  before  a  Justioe  of  the  Peacn  er 

Justices  of  the  Peace." 

Therefore,  they  had  not  abolished  impri- 
sonment for  debt  in  respect  of  rates.  Bat 
there  was  added  this  proviso— 

*'  ProYided  that  no  pecton  shall  be  impHMKMd 
in  any  case  excepted  from  the  operation  of  this 
section  for  a  longer  period  than  12  months.** 

So  that,  in  fact,  the  remedy  that  a  Muni- 
cipal Corporation  or  any  other  Public 
Body  had  waa,  at  the  outside,  the  impri- 
sonment of  a  defaulter  for  12  months; 
and  inasmuch  as  it  rested  with  the  dis- 
cretion of  a  Magistrate,  that  was  never 
heard  of  and  would  never  be  exercised. 
It  was  impossible  to  sustain  the  argn* 
meut  that  in  cudeavouriug  to  limit  the 
Crown  remedy  here  they  were  doing 
8omething  which  wonld  pat  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  in  the  position  of  de- 
priving them  and  other  Local  Bodiea  of 
powers  they  enjoyed  now.  There  waa 
nothing  in  tbat  argument,  and  therefore 
they  had  to  fall  back  upon  the  supposed 
necessity  of  giving  the  Crown,  for  the 
purpose  of  enforcing  its  rights,  this 
power,  which  involved  the  possible  con- 
sequences   of    perpetual    iniprisonment* 
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Was  it  right  that  tliis  diHoretioDAry 
power  Bhoiild  be  allowed  to  be  rested  in 
tho  Kxeeiitive  Govenimeot  for  the  time 
beinj^  ?  The  Chaiieellor  of  the  Exche- 
<|aer  ttaid  tlie  power  would  uever  be 
exercteed.  That  was  the  plea  of  all 
tjrants.  Only  eiTe  them  the  power  and 
H  woald  never  be  exercised.  Constito- 
tiooal  reformeni  were  not  inclined  to  give 
ibem  the  power,  and  be  hoped  the  hon. 
•ad  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Islington  wonid  insist  on  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  thought 
that  on  the  merits  of  the  question 
everjr  Mem1>er  of  the  Hou«e,  (in- 
lets he  o(!cupied  a  seat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  would  agree  that 
the  Government  had  no  eane  what- 
ever. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  it  would  not  be  right  to  excep- 
tionally deprive  the  Government  in  the 
case  of  these  dutien  of  the  powers  they 
possessed  hi  regard  to  other  dutien.  He 
was  the  last  pennon  when  a  tax  had  to  be 
levied  to  deprive  the  Government  of 
adequate  means  of  levying  it.  But  the 
very  first  words  of  this  clause  said 
tlmt  every  power  now  possessed  by  the 
Crown  for  the  recovery  of  any  duty 
leviable  by  or  with  reference  to  death 
was  given  for  the  levying  and  recovery 
of  these  very  duties  ;  therefore,  every 
power  now  desu^  to  be  posnesHcd  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchec^uer  was 
already  posse<<sed  by  the  first  words  of 
this  clause.  If  it  be  absolutely  uocesitary 
to  press  this  Amendment  of  the  Govern- 
tnent  it  must  be  because  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  wished  to  have  further 
exceptional  (towers.  He  thought  he 
c^ouid  uudersland  why  the  right  lion. 
Cieiitleman  wanted  exceptional  powers, 
licvause  he  wished  to  get  the  Crown 
debt  out  of  the  person  accountable  but 
not  liable  for  it.  But  the  right  hon. 
(lentleman  had  suggested  that  he  was 
willing  to  replace  **  accountable  **  by  the 
word    "liable,"   and    therefore    that    cut 


ly  the  last  vestige  of  foundation  for 
this  Amendment.  Ho  could  not  under* 
stand  the'mH.*eHsity  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  Soliriior  General.  He  thought  it 
referred  to  tlio^e  who  wert»  acrounlj»blt% 
but  noc  liaMe.  The  first  wonU  of  the 
clause  tlify  were  upon  saiil — 

" Tbe  cxintiiiic  liiw  aimI  prsitiit!  rulatniK  to 
anr  of  th«  iluiieii  now  leviaUie  on  or  with 
rr^rvncv  to  ileal h  shall,  i«uhj(*rt  Ut  the  |m>- 
vittioi^  of  this  Act  and  so  fWr  m  the  Hime  are 


applicable,  apply  for  the  pur|iuM's  of  the 
c«>llection,  recovery,  antl  rt'imyiucut  »»f  K-'tate 
Duty." 

That  coveretl  the  whole  riise ;  that 
was  all  the  Cbaueellor  of  the  Exchequer 
professed  to  want,  aud  the  power  was 
given  under  the  existing  law  for  the 
recovery  of  Death  Duties.  The  right 
hon.  Gonttemau  had  the  power  he  de- 
siityJ,  and  ho  would  ask  him  to  recognise 
that  fact>  and  direct  the  Solicitor  General 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

SiK  W.  HAUCOITRT  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  was  right  in  his  contention 
that  the  power  asked  for  was  already 
given  tliem  this  discussion  was  auper- 
tluoos.  But  he  thought  the  Amoudment 
was  necessary  in  order  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  power  was  given. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
knew  that  tho  first  words  of  tho  clause 
did  not  carry  out  what  the  Amendment 
was  designed  to  eAbot.  The  claune  only 
referred  to  Umeficiaries,  and  did  not 
affect  executors  at  all ;  therefore  these 
words  were  required  to  affect  executors 
who  were  accountable  for  duty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought 
forward  tho  case  of  ratepayers.  In 
the  case  of  ratepayers,  as  in  that 
of  beneficiari(«  under  a  will,  they  were 
going  to  get  something,  and  ought,  there- 
fore, to  be  made  to  pay.  But  in  this  case 
it  was  tlie  executor  and  other  |iersous 
who  were  going  to  get  no  l)eneHt  who 
were  to  l>e  brought  under  this  penally. 
As  to  rates,  everybody  knew  that  where 
rates  were  not  paid  the  defaulters  were 
proceeded  against  by  summons,  and  mmle 
to  pay  by  small  instalments,  or  were  sent 
to  prison  for  a  \'ery  short  term.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Government  entirely 
changed  the  law.  Under  the  Succcusion 
Duty  the  GoverinneDt  had  not  got  these 
powers,  and  therektre  this  Amendment 
was  brought  forwanl  at  the  dexenih 
hour,  when  they  bad  no  opportunity  of 
reconsidering  ir. 

Mk.  K.  T.  KEID  was  sorry  thai  thix 
•torm  had  arisen  over  a  modest  Amewl- 
ment  of  his  which  simply  applieil  to  the 
Estate  Duty  the  law  ap|)lieable  lo  tJu* 
Proltate,  Lega<'y,  and  Sui'ct' union  l)titief». 
Succession  Duly  was  niatle  n  dtla  to  the 
Crown  by  the  Kith  and  ITlli  Viet., 
chap,  ol,  sect.  4o.  Legacy  Duly  wuh 
made  a  debt  to  the  Crown  by  the  ^(iih  of 
George  HI.,  cliapu*r  u2,  section  G,  uhiUt 
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^he  section  which  applied  this  law  to  the 
Probate  Duty  stated — 

"  If  any  person  who  ought  to  have  obtaineil 
probate  or  lettewof  administration,  or  delivered 
a  further  aflSdavit,  or  exhibited  an  inventory,  or 
who  is  required  to  deliver  such  account  as  afore- 
said, shall  nef?lect  to  do  90  within  the  perio<1 
prescribed  by  law  for  the  purpose,  he  shall  be 
liable  to  pay  to  Her  Majesty  .  .  .  the  amount 
chargeable,  and  the  same  shall  be  a  debt  due 
from  him  to  the  Crown,  an<i  be  recoverable  by 
any  way  or  means  now  enforced  for  the  recovery 
of  the  Probate  Duty  and  the  Legacy  Duty." 

The  person  who  had  to  pay  the  Probate 
Duty  was  the  executor.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  nrged  that  this  duty 
should  stand  in  an  isolated  position  dif- 
ferent from  otherdutiesand  other  debtsdne 
to  the  Crown.  By  the  Amendment  be  was 
simply  eudeavouring  to  make  it  clear  that 
the  remedies  which  by  inevitable  custom 
were  applicable  for  the  Death  Duties 
should  be  applicable  to  this  duty. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  coald  not 
understand  why  the  Government  might 
not  lie  content  with  the  words  in 
Clause  44  of  the  Succession  Act,  because 
that  chiuse  said — 

"  The  following  persons  besiiles  the  successor 
shall  be  personally  accountable  to  Her  Majesty 
for  duty  payable  in  respect  to  any  snocession, 
but  to  the  extent  only  of  the  pro|>erty  or  funds 
actually  received.'* 

The  clause  then  proceeded  to  state  who 
those  persons  were  who  would  be  ac- 
countable. It  was  not  merely  a  trustee, 
but  trustee,  guardian,  committee,  tutor, 
and  so  on.  That  would  have  served  the 
purpose  of  the  Government,  and  would 
have  saved  the  House  this  controversy. 
The  chiuse  he  had  quoted  seemed  to  con- 
tain everything  contained  by  the  Amend- 
ment, and  he  would  suggest  that  even 
now  it  was  not  too  late  to  adopt  it  in 
place  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  those  who 
had  listened  to  the  Debate  must  have  felt 
themselves  rather  confused  between  the 
different  issues  raised.  There  were  two 
issues— one  was  that  raised  in  the 
clear  and  able  speech  of  the  boo.  and 
learned  Member  for  Essex,  and  the  other 
raised  by  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
now  under  discussion.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Essex  pointed  out  that  under  the 
preceding  part  of  the  clause  a  person 
might  be  accountable  for  duty  for  which 
he  was  not  liable,  and  it  might  or  might 
not  be  proper  to  impriaon  him  for  a  duty 
for  which  he  was  liable,  but  it  was  not 
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proper  to  imprison  him  for  a  duty  for 
which  he  was  not  liable.  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  had  promised  to  subatitnte 
the  word  **•  liable  ^^  for  *'  accountable.** 
They  should  perhaps  have  uuderatood 
this  matter  better  if  the  Attorney  General 
had  not  got  up  at  an  earlier  part  of  the 
discussion  and  explained  that  ^^aeooont- 
able  "  was  exactly  the  same  as  **  liable,** 
and  that  in  fact  there  was  00  diatioctiOD 
whatever  to  be  drawn  between  the  two. 
It  was  an  unfortunate  preface  to  an 
Amendment  by  his  own  chief  to  substi- 
tute the  word  ^Miable**  for  the  word 
^'  accountable.**  But  he  passed  by  that, 
which,  after  all,  was  a  subsidiary  point, 
and  he  came  to  the  main  issue  raised  by 
his  hon.  Friend  below  the  Gangway,  and 
that  was  whether  they  should  or  should 
not  continue  in  this  new  Act  the  anti- 
quated system  which  had,  nominally  at 
all  events,  prevailed  with  regard  to  all 
their  system  of  levying  taxation.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a  slip 
when  he  told  them  that  this  method  was 
still  in  operation  with  regard  to  the 
debts  of  Municipalities.  That  was  not 
the  case,  because  they  had  reformed  that 
section  of  their  law.  The  whole  system 
of  their  law  relating  to  local  taxation 
had  been  reformed,  and  it  was  time  they 
began  to  carry  some  reform  with  regard 
to  Imperial  taxation.  It  might  be  true, 
as  the  Member  for  Lynn  Regis  had 
pointed  out,  that  they  had  already  uncon- 
sciously adopted  the  system  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  clause.  At  all  events,  he 
should  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity 
of  being  able  to  record  his  vote  against 
any  repetition  in  this  Statute  of  a  system, 
or  any  continuation  of  a  system,  which 
ought  long  ago  to  have  been  discarded. 
His  right  hou.  Friend  had  pointed  out  a 
certain  inconvenience  in  not  having  one 
system  applicable  to  all  existing  modes 
of  taxation.  There  were  worse  things, 
after  all,  than  anomalies,  and  it  was 
better  they  should  now  lay  down  the 
principle  that  in  a  future  Act,  involving 
taxation  of  the  community,  the  more 
humane  and  equally  efficient  method, 
coniiued  to  the  recovery  of  municipal  and 
local  debts,  should  be  applied  also  to  the, 
collection  and  recovery  or  Imperial  debts. 
He  did  not  know  whv  the  Goveniment 
assumed  that  these  barbaric  powers  were 
necessary  in  order  to  enable  recovery. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
they   would  never  l)e  put  in  force,  but 
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Was  it  right  that  tbis  discretionary 
power  Bhoiild  be  allowed  to  be  rested  in 
the  Bxeciitive  Goverument  for  the  time 
being  H  The  Cbaucellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer said  the  power  would  never  be 
exercised*  Thiit  was  the  plea  of  all 
tyrants.  Only  give  them  the  power  and 
it  would  nevei"  be  exercised.  Constitd- 
tional  reformers  were  not  inclined  to  give 
them  the  power,  and  be  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  GreutlemaD  the  Member  for 
Islington  would  iusisi;  on  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  thought 
that  on  the  merits  of  the  question 
every  Member  of  the  House,  tin- 
less  he  occupied  a  seat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  would  agree  that 
the  Government  had  no  case  what- 
ever. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  it  would  uot  he  right  to  excep- 
tionally deprive  the  Government  in  the 
case  of  these  duties  of  the  powers  they 
possessed  in  regard  to  other  duties.  Ho 
was  the  last  person  when  a  tax  had  to  be 
levied  to  deprive  the  Goverument  of 
adequate  means  of  levying  it.  But  the 
very  first  words  of  this  clause  said 
that  every  power  now  possessed  by  the 
Crown  for  the  recovery  of  any  duty 
leviable  by  or  with  reference  to  death 
was  given  for  the  levying  and  recovery 
of  these  very  duties  ;  therefore,  every 
power  now  desired  to  he  possessed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
already  possessed  by  the  first  words  of 
this  clause.  If  it  be  absolutely  necessary 
to  press  this  Amendment  of  the  Govern- 
ment it  must  be  because  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  wished  to  have  further 
exceptional  powers.  He  thought  he 
could  understand  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wanted  exceptional  powers, 
because  be  wished  to  get  the  Crown 
debt  out  of  the  person  accountable  but 
not  liable  for  it.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  suggested  that  he  was 
willing  to  replace  "  accountable  *'  by  the 
word  **  liable,"  and  therefore  that  cut 
away  the  last  vestige  of  foundation  for 
this  Amendment.  He  could  not  under- 
stand the '  necessity  for  the  Amendment 
of  tbe  Solicitor  General.  He  thought  it 
referred  to  tho?e  who  were  account^ible, 
but  not  lialile.  The  first  words  of  the 
clause  they  were  upon  said — 

''The  existing  law  and  practice  relating  to 
any  of  the  duticH  now  leviable  on  or  with 
reference  to  death  shall,  subject  to  the  pro- 
visiona  of  this  Act  and  «o  far  as  the  same  arc 


applicable,  apply  for  the  puri)06C8  of  the 
collection,  recovery,  and  repayment  of  Estate 
Duty." 

That  covered  the  whole  case ;  that 
was  all  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
professed  to  want,  and  the  power  was 
given  under  the  existing  law  for  the 
recovery  of  Death  Duties.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  the  power  he  de- 
sired, and  he  would  ask  him  to  recognise 
that  fact,  and  direct  the  Solicitor  General 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Sir.  W.  HABCOURT  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  was  right  in  his  contention 
that  the  power  asked  for  was  already 
given  them  this  discussion  was  super- 
fluous. But  he  thought  the  Amendment 
was  necessary  in  oixier  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  power  was  given. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
knew  that  the  first  words  of  the  clause 
did  not  carry  out  whfit  the  Amendment 
was  designed  to  ^ect.  The  clause  only 
referred  to  beneficiaries,  and  did  uot 
affect  executors  at  all ;  tiierefore  these 
words  were  required  to  afiect  executors 
who  were  accountable  for  duty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought 
forward  the  case  of  ratepayers.  In 
the  case  of  ratepayers,  as  in  that 
of  beneficiaries  under  a  will,  they  were 
going  to  get  something,  and  ought,  there- 
fore, to  be  made  to  pay.  But  in  this  case 
it  was  the  executor  and  other  persons 
who  were  going  to  get  no  benefit  who 
were  to  be  brought  under  this  pemj.!^. 
As  to  rates,  everybody  knew  that  where 
rates  were  not  paid  the  defaulters  were 
proceeded  against  by  summons,  and  mafde 
to  pay  by  small  instalments,  or  were  sent 
to  prison  for  a  very  short  term.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Government  entirely 
changed  the  law.  Under  the  Succession 
Duty  the  Govermneot  had  not  got  these 
powers,  and  therefore  this  Amendment 
was  brought  forward  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  when  they  had  no  opportunity  of 
reconsidering  if. 

Mb.  R.  T.  KEID  was  sorry  that  tbis 
storm  had  arisen  over  a  modest  Amend- 
ment of  his  which  simply  applied  to  the 
Estate  Duty  the  law  applicable  to  the 
Probate,  Legacy,  and  Succession  Puties. 
Succession  Duty  was  made  a  debt  to  the 
Crown  by  tbe  16th  and  l7th  Vict., 
chap,  ol,  sect.  45.  Legacy  Duty  was 
made  a  debt  to  the  Crown  by  tbe  36t]t  of 
George  II L,  chapter  o2y  section  6,  whilst 
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^he  sectioD  which  applied  this  law  to  the 
Probate  Dutj  stated — 

**  If  am'  person  who  ought  to  have  obtained 
probate  or  lettewof  atlministration,  or  delivereil 
a  farther  affidavit^  or  exhibited  an  inventory,  or 
who  is  reqairod  to  deliver  such  account  as  afore- 
said, shall  neglect  to  do  so  within  the  period 
prescribed  by  law  for  the  purpose,  he  shall  be 
liable  to  pay  to  Her  Majesty  .  .  .  the  amount 
chargeable,  and  the  same  shall  be  a  debt  due 
from  him  to  the  Crown,  ami  be  recoverable  by 
any  way  or  means  now  enforced  for  the  recovery 
of  the  Probate  Duty  and  the  Legacy  Duty." 

The  person  who  had  to  pay  the  Probate 
Duty  was  the  executor.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  urged  that  this  duty 
should  stand  in  an  isolated  position  dif- 
ferent from  otherduties  and  other  debts  due 
to  the  Crown.  By  the  Amendment  be  was 
simply  endeavouring  to  make  it  clear  that 
the  remedies  which  by  inevitable  custom 
were  applicable  for  the  Death  Duties 
should  be  applicable  to  this  duty. 

Silt   D.    MACFARLANE  could  not 
understand  why  the  Government  might 
not     lie     content    with    the    words    in  I 
Clause  44  of  the  Succession  Act,  because 
that  ckinse  said — 

"  The  following  persons  besides  the  successor 
shall  be  iieraonally  accountable  to  Her  Majesty 
for  duty  payable  in  respect  to  any  succession, 
but  to  the  extent  only  of  the  proi)erty  or  funds 
actually  received.'* 

The  clause  then  proceeded  to  state  who 
those  persons  were  who  would  be  ac- 
countable. It  was  not  merely  a  trustee, 
luit  trustee,  guardian,  committee,  tutor, 
and  so  on.  That  would  have  served  the 
purpose  of  the  Government,  and  would 
have  saved  the  House  this  controversy. 
The  clause  he  had  quoted  seemed  to  con- 
tain everything  contained  by  the  Amend- 
ment, and  he  would  suggest  that  even 
now  it  was  not  too  late  to  adopt  it  in 
place  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  those  who 
had  listened  to  the  Debate  must  have  felt 
themselves  rather  confused  between  the 
different  issues  raised.  There  were  two 
issues— one  was  that  raised  in  the 
clear  and  able  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Essex,  and  the  other 
raised  by  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
now  under  discussion.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Essex  pointed  out  that  under  the 
preceding  part  of  the  clause  a  person 
might  be  accountable  for  duty  for  which 
he  was  not  liable,  and  it  might  or  might 
not  be  proper  to  imprison  him  for  a  duty 
for  which  he  was  liable,  but  it  was  not 
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proper  to  imprison  him  for  a  duty  for 
which  he  was  not  liable.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  promised  to  substitute 
the  word  "  liable "  for  "  accountable.** 
They  should  perhaps  have  understood 
this  matter  better  if  the  Attorney  General 
had  not  got  up  at  an  earlier  part  of  the 
discussion  and  explained  that  *'  account- 
able **  was  exactly  the  same  as  '^  liable," 
and  that  in  fact  there  was  no  distinotion 
whatever  to  be  drawn  between  the  two. 
It  was  an  unfortunate  preface  to  an 
Amendment  by  his  own  chief  to  substi- 
tute the  word  "liable'^  for  the  word 
"  accountable.**  But  he  passed  by  that, 
which,  after  all,  was  a  subsidiary  point, 
and  he  cfune  to  the  main  issue  raised  by 
his  hon.  Friend  below  the  Gangway,  and 
that  was  whether  they  should  or  should 
not  continue  in  this  new  Act  the  anti- 
quated system  which  had,  nominally  at 
all  events,  prevailed  with  regard  to  all 
their  system  of  levying  taxation.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a  slip 
when  he  told  them  that  this  method  was 
still  in  operation  with  regard  to  the 
debts  of  Municipalities.  That  was  not 
the  case,  because  they  had  reformed  that 
section  of  their  law.  The  whole  system 
of  their  law  relating  to  local  taxation 
had  been  reformed,  and  it  was  time  they 
began  to  carry  some  reform  with  regard 
to  Imperial  taxation.  It  might  be  true, 
as  the  Member  for  Lynn  Regis  had 
pointed  out,  that  they  had  already  uncon- 
sciously adopted  the  system  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  clause.  At  all  events,  he 
should  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity 
of  being  able  to  record  his  vote  against 
any  repetition  in  this  Statute  of  a  system, 
or  any  continuation  of  a  system,  which 
ought  long  ago  to  have  b^n  discarded. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out  a 
certain  inconvenience  in  not  having  one 
system  applicable  to  all  existing  modes 
of  taxation.  There  were  worse  things, 
after  all,  than  anomalies,  and  it  was 
better  they  should  now  lay  down  the 
principle  that  in  a  future  Act,  involving 
taxation  of  the  community,  the  more 
humane  and  equally  efficient  method, 
couiiued  to  the  recovery  of  municipal  and 
local  debts,  should  be  applied  also  to  the, 
collection  and  recovery  of  Imperial  debts. 
He  did  not  know  whv  the  Government 
assumed  that  these  barbaric  powers  were 
necessary  in  order  to  enable  recovery. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
ihey  would  never  be  put  in  force,  but 
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Mr.  BYRNE  movctl  to  aroenU  Sul»* 
seclioo  7  by  the  iQsertion  of  words  pro* 
ridiug  thai  postpouement  of  paymeut 
•bonid  be  allowed  where  the  Commis- 
siooers  were  satwfied  that  the  duty  on 
any  property  oould  not  **  without  hard- 
ship** bo  raised  at  ouce.  As  the  suh- 
seetion  stood  the  Oovemmeut  liad  pro* 
▼ided  that  where  the  CommissioDertt 
were  satisfied  thai  the  Estate  or  Settle* 
meut  Duty  could  not  be  raised  at  onoe 
they  might  allow  it  to  remaio  for  a  cer* 
tam  period  at  iuterest  as  they  thought 
fit.  It  waa  quite  certain  that  in  some 
eases  the  roouey  could  not  be  raised  with- 
oot  hardship,  and  he  desired  in  order  to 
meet  such  cases  that  these  words  should 
be  inserted. 

Amendnieut  proposed^  in  pago  8,  line 
11,  after  tlie  word  ^*  cannot,**  to  insert 
the   words   "  without    hardship/'^^fr. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
'  withoQi  hardship  *  be  there  iuserted.** 

Mu.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  hml  no  objec- 
tion to  reduce  the  apparent  rigidity  of  the 
sob»sectiou,  but  he  thought  the  wonln 
**  without  excessive  sacriHce  **  would  be 
better  than  those  proposed. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman*8  suggestion  seemed 
extremely  reasonabk*,  and  be  was  willing 
to  withdraw  bis  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mk.  R.  T.  REID  moved  to  insert  in 
the  sub*8ectiou  the  words  **  without  ex- 


cessive exercise. 

Ameadroent  agreed  to. 

Sir  R.  temple  proposed  to  omit 
from  the  sub*section  the  words  ^pro* 
riding  for  the  payment  of  interest  in 
oases  where  the  Commissioners  allowed 
the  payment  of  duty  to  be  postponed.** 
He  quite  acknowledged  that  where  the 
taxpayer  was  himself  to  blame,  where 
the  post|)oiioment  of  payment  was  owing 
to  bis  own  default,  or  to  circumstances 
uodor  his  control,  the  charge  should  lie 
eiiforct^d  ;  but  where  it  was  not  owing  to 
his  fault  or  to  circumstances  which  be 
could  have  avoided,  he  ought  not  to  l>e 
called  upon  to  pay.  Such  a  provision 
was  in  accordance  neither  with  jntitice 
DOT  with  common  sense,  and  be  wished 
to  renew  the  protest  he  had  already  made 
against  it.  Although  the  words  ^  with- 
out excessive  sacrifice^  had  now  been 
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inserted,  they  would  not  materially  alter 
the  matter  where  there  was  an  absolute 
impossibility  to  pay,  and  the  Go- 
vernment wore  asking  for  that  to 
which  they  had  no  sort  of  claim. 
He  had  had  as  much  to  do  with 
taxation  as  perhaps  any  Members  of  that 
House  ;  but  he  had  never  heard  such  a 
proposition  until  he  came  inside  those 
walls,  that  where  an  unfortunate  tax- 
payer was  utterly  unable  to  pay  at  ouce 
be  should  l»e  charged  interest.  It  would 
be  most  oppressive  on  Her  Majesty*s 
subjei!ts,  and  be  must  appeal  to  both 
sides  of  the  House,  on  their  behalf,  for 
mercy.  He  could  not  understand  how 
any  Libcrar  Members  of  the  Legislature 
could  support  the  Government  in  making 
such  a  demand. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  from  the  woid  ^  extent,** 
to  the  end  of  8ab-seetion  (7)  of  Clause 
8.— {Sir  R.  Temple,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
*  and  on  payment  of  such  interest,*  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.** 

Siu  W.  IIARCOURT  said,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  possible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  tlie  Amendment. 
When  they  gave  an  indulgence  to  a 
man  they  did  not  let  him  off  the  debt, 
if  no  interest  were  charged  they  would  be 
letting  him  off  the  debt. 

Mu.  H  Al^^  B  L  R  Y  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendtnent  was  aimed  at  the  rate  of  in- 
terest charged. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

8tR  R.  WEBSTER  moved— 

In  ('laose  8,  page  8,  line  13,  leave  oot  from 
•^excsecling**  to  ''aiiiV'  in  line  14»  and  insert 
**  three  per  oeot," 

He  said  the  clause  contemplated  that 
there  would  be  a  difficulty  in  raising 
money,  and  that,  therefore,  there  might 
1)0  a  question  of  deUy  or  of  some 
sacrifice.  He  could  not  understand  why 
the  (vovernment  should  say  that  if  there 
was  this  deky  a  higher  rate  of  interest 
should  be  levie«l.  lie  submitted  that 
3  per  cent,  was  fair  all  round,  and  that  it 
would  be  an  unjust  thing  that  where 
there  was  a  particular  piece  of  property 
bringing  in  4  or  5  per  cent,  it  should  le 
made  the  excuse  for  extracting  a  higher 
rate  of  interest.  1  he  dela}  was  only  to 
lie  allowed  in  cases  of  liardship,  and  he 
submitted   tliat   it  would   be   unjust   to 
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Mr.  K.  T.  BEID  agreed,  tb»t  »« 
estates  aoeouDtable  for  dutj  might  cousiut 
of  various  kiods  of  property  it  would  be 
desirable  that  the  value  of  each  class  of 
property  should  be  stated.  He  presumed 
that  some  guiding  priuciple  must  be 
followed  by  the  Commissioners  in  dealing 
with  properties  and  making  these  valua- 
tions. It  was  not  proposed  to  Impose  an 
obligation  upon  the  Commissioners  in 
every  case,  but  that  in  certain  oases 
they  might  do  so.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suggest  any  other  form  of 
woixls  r 

Sib  E.  WEBSTER  hoped  the  lan- 
guage would  be  enlarged.  He  had  looked 
in  vain  through  The  Debates  to  find  it ; 
but  if  his  memory  was  correct,  the 
Solicitor  General  had  stated  in  Com- 
mittee that  he  would  provide  for  '*  classes 
of  property."  Where  those  words  came 
from  he  could  not  pretend  to  say.  The 
property  might  comprise  agrioultunil 
land,  leaseholds,  and  a  variety  of  matters, 
w^hicb  would  have  to  be  valued.  If  that 
was  to  be  done  only  wherever  it  was 
convenient,  why  should  not  the  words 
be  made  as  wide  instead  of  as  narrow  as 
pOBsibte? 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  see  that  the 
words  were  wide  enough  and  practical 
enough  if  be  would  refer  to  them. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  al- 
though the  Solicitor  jGreneral  had  en- 
deavoured to  obviate  the  difficulties 
which  had  been  put  to  him,  he  had  not 
completely  met  the  case,  the  serious  part 
of  which  would  arise  in  regard  to  real 
estate.  The  duty  would  be  a  first  charge, 
and  without  some  certificate  titles  would 
be  incomplete,  so  that  people  would  not 
be  able  to  sell  real  estate  to  which  they 
were  entitled  when  properties  had  to  be 
broken  up.  Difficulty  must  arise  where 
they  could  not  show  that  they  had  paid 
their  rH::eable  proi)ortion.  The  Commis- 
sioners were  only  to  certify  the  amount 
of  the  valuation  of  portions  where  they 
were  of  opinion  that  that  could  be  done, 
and  it  WHS  desirable  to  enlarge  their 
discretion. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  the  words  might 
well  be  a  little  wider.  They  did  not 
fully  meet  the  case.  This  was  not  a  con- 
tentious matter,  and  as  a  discretion  was 
to  be  given  to  the  Commissioners  there 
need  be  no  question  as  to  enlarging  the 
language.  His  original  Amendment  was 
in  that  form.    Many  different  classes  of 


property  would  l^ve  to  be  deait  with, 
and  buUdiag  property  would  r^u ire  quite 
another  kiml  of  valuation  to  agricultural 
land.  Mines,  shipping,  and  many  other 
descriptions  of  property  would  eouslaiute 
different  classea,  while  land  would  not.  It 
was  advisable  that  the  words  should  be 
as  wide  as  possible  for  the  couveoience 
of  both  Commissioners  and  beneficiaries. 
Mr.  GRA^^T  LAWS0N<  movedf  as 
an  Ameudmeut,  to  insert,  after  ^^  olaa^'* 
the  words.  ^*  or  detoiptioa  of  property ."^ 
When  this  •question  was  being  discuimd 
in  Committee,  the  Solicitor  General 
invited  them  to  postpone  it  to  the  Report 
stage.  He  pointed  out  on  that  oocaaioa 
that  thare  woild  be  difficulty  if  words  of 
that  kind  were  not  inserted.  If  tba  Comr 
missioners  were  not  to  be  allowed  to 
value  in  classes  and  portions  what  would 
be  the  effect  ?  Two  valuations  would 
have  to  be  made :  one  as  between  Someraet 
House  ankl  the  persons  accountable,  and 
the  other  as  between  those  persons  and 
to  .tlie  Various  beneficiaries  to  whom  the 
estate  passed.  If  the  duty. were  p^id  hj 
trustees,  surely  it  would  be  an  eeonqoiy 
that  the  valuation  made  for  Sonanet 
House  purposes  should  settle  the  distzt- 
bution  of  the  property  and  also  how  muok 
of  the  duty  was  to  be  payable  by  each  of 
the  beneficiaries.  The  Solicitor  General 
himself  had  recognised  in  Clause  14  thai 
it  was  desimble  a  valoation  of  this  sort 
should  be  made,  because  he  proposed  to 
insert  a  provision  with  regard  to  duty 
recoverable  from  amy  pereon  entitied  being 
settled  as  between  that  person  and  the 
Commissioners*  But  if  the  Comt«isak>iieiv 
could  dot  set  out  the  value  of  each  portion 
passing  to  beaefioiariea,  how  wereihey  to 
be  bound  by  the  valuation  ? 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  *  class,**  to 
insert  the  womIs  "or  description  of 
property/' — {Mr,  Grant  Law$on,) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  wonls 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendment.*' 

Mr.  li.  T.  REID  thought  that  matter 
ought  not  to  be  made  the  subject  ol 
delmte  at  present*  .Why  iff  re  not  those 
words  sufficient  for  the  jMirpose  ?  It  was 
surely  uimecessary  to  discuss  the  matt^ 
further,  as  it  was  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Commissioners. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendmeut,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Formal  Amendments* 
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Mk.  BYRNE  iDOve<l  to  ameud  8u1h 
•eciioD  7  by  the  tnt»ertion  of  words  pn>* 
Tidiug  ihmt  postpouemcnt  of  paymeut 
•boold  be  allowed  where  the  Connniit- 
siotMrs  were  itatiiified  thai  the  duty  on 
any  property  oould  not  **  without  hard- 
ship" bo  raised  at  once.  As  the  sub- 
seetioa  stood  tlie  Oovemmeut  had  pro* 
▼mM  that  where  the  CommissioiierH 
ware  satiafied  that  the  Estate  or  Settle- 
ment Duty  could  not  be  raised  at  ouoe 
tbey  might  allow  K  to  remain  for  a  cer- 
tain period  at  interest  as  they  thought 
fit.  It  was  quite  certain  that  in  some 
eases  the  money  could  not  lie  raised  with- 
out hardship,  and  he  desired  in  order  to 
meet  such  cases  that  these  words  should 
be  inserted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
11,  after  the  word  ^*  cannot,"  to  insert 
the  words  *^  without  hanlshtp."^-( 3fr. 
Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
*  withoQi  hardship  ^  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tioa  to  reduce  the  apparent  rigidity  of  the 
•ab-seetioo,  but  lie  thought  the  wordh 
**  without  excessive  sacriHce"  would  be 
better  than  those  proposed. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  suggestion  seemed 
extremely  reasonable,  and  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  moved  to  insert  in 
tlie  sub-section  the  words  **  without  ex- 
cessive exercise." 

Anaodroent  agreed  to. 

Sir  R.  temple  proposed  to  omit 
from  tlie  sul>-section  the  words  ^pro- 
viding for  the  payment  of  interest  in 
cttses  where  the  Commissioners  allowed 
the  payment  of  duty  to  lie  postponed." 
He  quite  ackiiowle<lged  that  where  the 
taxpayer  was  himself  to  blame,  where 
the  postponement  of  payment  was  owing 
to  bis  own  default,  or  to  circ*umstanc*es 
uudi^r  his  control,  the  charge  should  lie 
enforctxl  ;  but  where  it  was  not  owing  to 
his  fault  or  to  cirrumHtauces  which  he 
(M>uld  have  avoided,  he  ought  not  to  lie 
called  upou  to  pay.  Such  a  provision 
was  iu  accordance  neither  with  justice 
nor  with  common  sense,  and  he  wished 
to  renew  the  protest  he  had  already  made 
against  it.  Although  the  words  '*  with- 
out exceesive  sacrifice"  had  now  been 
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inserted,  they  would  not  materially  alter 
the  matter  where  there  was  an  tbsolute 
impossibility  to  pay,  and  the  Go- 
vernment wore  asking  for  that  to 
which  they  had  no  sort  of  cbim. 
He  had  had  as  much  to  do  with 
taxation  as  perhaps  any  Members  of  that 
House  ;  but  he  bad  never  beard  such  a 
proposition  until  he  came  inside  those 
walls,  that  where  an  unfortunate  tax- 
payer was  utterly  unable  to  pay  at  once 
he  should  l»e  charged  interest.  It  would 
be  most  oppressive  on  Her  Majesty^s 
subjei'ts,  and  he  must  appeal  to  both 
sides  of  the  House,  on  their  behalf,  for 
mercy.  Ho  could  not  understand  how 
any  Libcrar  Memliers  of  the  Legislature 
could  support  the  Government  iu  making 
such  a  demand. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  8,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  from  the  woitl  ^  extent," 
to  the  end  of  Sub-section  (7)  of  CUiuse 
8.— {Sir  R.  Temple.) 

Question  proposed,  **Tbut  the  words 
*  and  on  payment  of  such  interest,*  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Sitt  W.  UARCOURT  said,  he  did 
uot  think  it  was  possible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  aooept  the  Amendment. 
Wheu  they  gave  an  iudulgetice  to  a 
man  they  did  not  let  him  off  the  debt. 
If  no  interest  were  charged  they  would  be 
letting  him  off  the  debt. 

Mh.H ANBURY  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  was  aimed  at  the  rate  of  in- 
terest charged. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Sir  R.  WEBSTER  moved— 

In  Olmaiie  8,  page  8,  line  IS,  leave  oat  from 
**exceeilinff"  to  ''snd,*'  in  line  14,  and  insert 
'*  three  per  oeot," 

He  said  the  clause  contemplated  that 
there  would  be  a  difficulty  in  raising 
money,  and  that,  therefore,  there  might 
be  a  question  of  delay  or  of  some 
sacrifice.  He  could  not  understand  why 
the  (Government  should  say  that  if  there 
was  this  deky  a  higher  rate  of  interest 
should  be  levied,  lie  submitted  that 
3  per  cent,  was  fair  all  round,  and  that  it 
would  be  an  unjust  thing  that  where 
there  was  a  particular  piece  of  property 
bringing  in  4  or  5  per  cent,  it  should  I  e 
made  the  excuse  for  extracting  a  higher 
rate  of  interest.  1  he  dela}  was  only  to 
lie  allowed  in  eases  of  hardship,  and  he 
submitted   that   it  would   l>e   unjust   to 
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exact  the  higher  rate  in   retiiru  for  the 
indulgence. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "excee<l- 
ing,^*  to  the  word  *^  and/*  in  line  14,  and 
insert  the  words  "  three  per  cent." — 
(Sir  R.  Webster.) 

Qnestiou  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  4  per 
cent,  was  the  figure  which  had  always 
been  usual  in  such  cases,  and  he  saw  no 
reason  to  alter  it  in  the  present  instance. 
This  was,  in  fact,  a  matter  of  administra- 
tion which  ought  to  be  left  to  the  depart- 
ment, which  was  not  harsh  and  was  not 
bound  to  ask  4  per  cent.  Thej  might 
ask  nothing  at  all,  or  thej  might  ask 
something  less  than  4  per  cent. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  it  a 
rather  dangerous  practice  to  fix  the  rate 
of  interest  according  to  the  profits  of 
the  property. 

•Mb.  butcher  said,  this  clause 
contemplated  cases  of  hardship,  or  where 
property  could  not  be  released  without 
excessive  sacrifice.  The  rate  of  interest 
was  fixed  according  ito  the  Statute  of 
1868,  which  named  4  per  cent,  as  the 
proper  rate  of  interest  on  Legacy  Duty. 
But  many  things  had  happened  since 
1868.  It  was,  for  instance,  a  matter  of 
common  knowledge  that,  whereas  trust 
investments  formerly  produced  4  per 
cent.,  it  was  nowadays  extremely  difficult 
to  obtain  3  per  cent,  upon  such  invest- 
ments. Was  it  not,  he  asked,  fair  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
be  satisfied  with  the  rat«  of  interest 
obtainable  by  trustees  ?  No  doubt  4  per 
cent,  was  a  reasonable  rate  to  exact  in 
1868  ;  but  the  Government  might  well 
be  content  with  3  per  cent.  now. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  163  ;  Noes 
114. — (Division  List,  No.  177.) 

Amendment  proposeil,  in  page  8,  line 
15,  after  the  word  "fit,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

**  And  where  the  Commissioners  have  allowecl 
payment  of  Estate  Duty  in  respect  of  pro|ierty 
jiasfting  to  the  executor  hk  Huch  to  be  p08tpoueil, 
probate  or  letters  of  adminintration  shall  be 
granted  if  the  certificate  to  be  jriven  by  the 
pro|»er  officer  of  the  court,  under  section  thirty 
of  The  CustomK  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1H81. 
shows  that  the  Commissioners  have  allowed  such 
payment  to  be  po8HK)ne<l."— f  .Vr.  Byrne,) 

Sir  B.  Webster 


Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment.  The  hou.  Gen- 
tleman provided  that  where  time  bad 
been  given  probate  should  be  granted. 
It  was  quite  unnecessary  to  put  that  in. 
The  object  of  the  clause  waa  that  pro- 
bate should  be  granted  without  monej 
having  to  be  paid  out. 

Mr.  J.  6.  LAWSON  said,  that  all 
the  Amendment  proposed  was  that  pro- 
bate should  be  immediately  granted,  and 
it  seemed  to  him  to  carry  out  what  waa 
the  desire  and  intention  of  the  Goveru- 
ment  themselves. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kings- 
ton)  moved  the  omission  of  Sub-section  8  : 
— "  Interest  on  arrears  of  duty  shall 
be  paid  as  if  they  were  arrears  of 
Legacy  Duty.*^  He  took  excepiioa  to 
the  levying  of  interest  at  all,  but  other- 
wise had  no  particular  ground  for  pressing 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
16,  to  leave  out  Sub-seetion  (8)  of 
Clause  S.—(Sir  R.  Temple.) 

Question,  '*  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill/* 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Mr.    butcher    moved    to    insert 
after  "duty,"  in  line  17 — 

*'  but  no  |>erson  shall,  in  the  absence  of  fraud 
on  his  part,  be  liable  to  pay  interest  on  more 
than  six  years'  arrears  of  Kstate  Duty." 

He  said,  this  Amendment  touched  a  ques- 
tion which  had  already  been  discussed  at 
some  length — namely,  the  oppressive 
rights  which  had  been  possessed  by  the 
Crown  since  bygone  ages.  It  dealt  with 
that  right  which  was  embodied  in  one  of 
those  legal  maxims  which  lawyers  often 
heard,  but  had  not  as  much  respect  for  as 
they  used  to  have,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Crown^s  rightsiwere  affected  by  no  Statute 
of  Limitations  whatever.  He  referred  to 
the  maxim.  Nullum  fempus  occurrit  regi. 
He  thought  that  this  was  a  right  of  the 
Crown  which  it  would  oe  well  to  put  an 
end  to.  He  was  quite  aware  that  the 
Commissioners  exercised  a  discretion  as 
to  whether  they  should  enforce  arrears  of 
duty  or  not.  It  often  hapiH?ned  that  from 
one  cnuHe  or  another,  general iy  aceideutal, 
Probnte  Duty  was  not  paid  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years,  and  that  then 
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A  claim  was  made  for  tlft  duty  and  for 
arreare  of  interest.  It  was  unpleasaut 
enoagh  for  a  man  who  thought  bo  bad 
paid  all  the  dutj  which  ho  would  ever  be 
called  ou  to  |>ay  to  learn,  some  30  years 
after  an  eatalo  had  come  into  his 
pOMMsion,  that  he  had  to  pay  a 
ooDsiderable  additional  sum  ;  hut  to 
have  to  pay,  perhaps,  20  or  30 
years*  interest  in  addition  to  that  sum 
was  not  only  unpleasant,  but  was  not  in 
accordance  with  one^s  sense  of  justice. 
Tbe  number  of  years  which  he  propo9ed 
in  his  Amendment  was  founded  on  the 
analogy  of  a  Statute  passed  as  long 
ago  as  the  reign  of  James  1. ;  but  if  the 
Government  desired  to  alter  the  number 
to  any  reasonable  extent  he  should  not 
object. 

AmeiMliiieut  proposed,  i  n  page  H,  line  1 7, 
after  tbe  word  ^*duty,**  to  insert  the 
words — 

**  tjut  im  ncraon  Hhall,  in  the  aliHt^noe  of  fraud  oo 
bin  part,  be  Uabl«  to  |iay  interest  on  more  tbau 
RX  yearV  arrears  of  Estate  Duty.** —  (.Vr. 
Bmtckrr,} 

Question  proposod,  **  That  those  words 
be  tbare  inserted.*' 

Sin  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  must  be 
careful  for  the  protection  of  the  Revenue 
not  to  carelessly  break  down  the  existing 
i^VHtem.  It  must  not  be  forgoCteti  that 
this  Estate  Doty  practically  embraces 
the  present  Probate  Duty  and  other 
dnties,  and  we  must  therefore  be  enrefnl, 
without  lieing  oppressive,  not  to  limit  the 
time  too  much.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Memlier  is  proliably  aware  that  in  the 
practical  working  of  the  Pndmfe  Duty 
the  operations  extend  over  a  long  serien 
of  years,  and  he  must  observe  that  the 
fraud  need  not  be  on  the  part  of  the 
person  liable  for  duty  but  might  l>e  ou  the 
part  of  the  cnii«tee.  I  am  desirous,  how- 
ever, of  meeting  the  hon.  Member  as  far 
as  I  can,  and  I  shall  l>e  willing  to  ac*cept 
the  Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Memlicr  for  Walthamstow  (Mr. 
Byrne)  lower  down  on  the  Paper  with 
some  modificjitiouH. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  the  Amend- 
ment  which  the  right  hon.  (■entlcmau 
proposed  to  accept  and  that  now  Iw'ore 
tbe  Honse  did  not  seem  to  t>e  f|uite  on 
the  same  lines,  and  it  would  |)erhaps  lie 
convenient  if  the  right  boo.  Gentleman 
indicated  what  modifications  he  intended 
to  propose.  The  fact  that  a  trustee 
was  fraudulent  ought  not  to  l>e  made  a 


ground  for  forcing  the  person  who  waB 
liable  for  the  duty  to  pay  interest  for  a 
long  perioil.  He  himself  thought  that 
six  yenrs  was  quite  sufRcieut,  and  unless 
there  was  a  good  reason  for  increasing 
the  period  lie  thought  there  was  fair 
ground  for  agreeing  to  the  six  years. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  pointed  out  that  under 
the  Bill  the  Estate  Duty  itself  could  not 
be  recovered  within  six  years  of  the 
settlement,  and  if  the  dnty  could  not  be 
recovered  neither  could  the  interest. 

Mu.  GRANT  LAWSON  said,  the 
question  now  before  the  House  relared  to 
interest  on  duty  in  arrear  with  regard  to 
whioh  special  provision  was  made  in  the 
Bill.  The  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
had  spoken  about  not  breaking  down  the 
present  system,  but  the  Bin  made  a 
great  inroad  upon  the  present  system, 
because  it  iutix)duced  graduation  and 
aggregation.  He  might  inform  the 
House  that  he  himaelf  had,  25  years  after 
the  death  of  his  grandfather,  received  a 
little  estate  which  belonged  to  bis  grand- 
father. Of  course,  this  estate  might 
have  lifted  the  general  estiite  of  his 
grandfather  into  another  scale,  and  then 
everybody  who  benefited  by  thd  estate 
would  be  in  arrear,  and  interest  would  be 
payable  under  this  Bill  as  it  stood  on 
the  extra  amonnt  of  duty  that  ought  to 
have  l>een  paid. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  My  hon.  Friends 
arc  resting  their  support  of  this  Amend- 
ment on  two  sets  of  arguments.  One  is 
the  desire  to  place  this  debt  on  the  same 
footing  as  debts  from  other  people,  and 
the  other  is  the  desire  to  meet  any  hard- 
ship that  might  arise  out  of  the  special 
character  of  the  Estate  Duty.  I  am 
bonnd  to  say  that  my  conservative 
Cendencios  will  not  allow  me  entirely  to 
change  the  whole  method  by  which  the 
4lobts  of  Che  Crown  are  obtained,  and  I 
slmll  therefore  lie  unable  to  support  this 
Amendment  as  far  as  it  would  place 
Crown  debts  on  the  same  footing  as  other 
debts.  As  far  as  the  qnestlod  of  Interest 
is  concerned,  however,  I  think  the  pro- 
|M)Aal  is  well  worth  c<insideration.  There 
iiave  l>een  cases  in  which  the  exaction  of 
interest  by  the  Crown  has  had  a  most 
cruel  effect.  In  one  case  where  Succes- 
sion Duty  became  due  20  or  30  years 
after  the  death,  and  where  the  interest,  I 
think  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent.,  was 
charged  for  that  period,  the  ohdm  was 
brought  against  people  who  were  utterly 
ignorant  of  the  fact  that  any  Succession 
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Duty  was  due  at  all.  Ouly  last  year 
such  a  ease  eropped  tip,  and  I  remember 
a  case  in  whieb  I  represented  the  matter 
to  tbe  luland  Keveoue  Commissioners, 
and  a  remission  was  made  in  view  of  tbe 
extreme  hardship  that  was  involved.  In 
that  instance  the  interest,  I  believe,  ran 
up  to  nearly  hundreds  of  pounds.  I 
should  like  to  know  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  it  is  possible 
that  this  matter  of  interest  can  be  put  on 
a  more  satisfactory  footing  generally  than 
that  on  which  it  stands  at  present,  and 
wha  he  believes  to  be  the  real  power  of 
the  ^nland  Revenue  Department.  I  hoped 
thati  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  have  been  able  himself  to 
put  down  some  Amendment  with  re- 
gard to  the  limitation  of  interest 
which  would  have  satisfied  my  hon. 
Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  will  be  in  his 
power  either  to  insert  some  provision  in 
this  Bill,  or  to  draw  up  Rules  for  the 
luland  Revenue  Commissioners  which 
would  prevent  hardships  arising.  I  do 
not  want  to  see  persons,  possibly  owing 
to  the  negligence  of  their  solicitors,  ex- 
posed to  the  penalties  which  they  now 
incur.  I  remember  one  case  in  which 
simple  ruin  stared  a  poor  family  in  the 
face  through  the  interest  charged  on  the 
duty  that  had  been  payable  some  time 
before.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  sup- 
port the  precise  Amendment  now  before 
the  House.  Six  years  may  be  too  short 
a  period,  though  personally  I  think  it  is 
sufficient.  It  is  perfectly  natural  that 
my  hon.  Friend  should  think  that  six 
years  is  a  considerable  time  during  which 
to  exact  interest  where  there  has  been  no 
fraud  or  fault  whatever  on  the  part  of  the 
persons  liable  for  the  duty. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  what  he 
has  said.  I  am  quite  sure  that  he  would 
not  be  likely  to  be  responsible  for  any- 
thing that  would  seriously  affect  the 
Revenue.  I  think  I  can  meet  tlie  right 
hon.  Geutleman^s  wishes.  He  wishes, 
first  of  all,  that  there  should  be  a  clear 
indication  given  to  the  Commissioners  to 
remit  interest  in  cases  where  they  should 
remit.  We  propose  to  give  the  Commis- 
sioners discretion  in  these  cases.  The 
form  in  which  we  should  be  willing  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Walthamstow  (Mr.  Byrne)  is  as 
follows  : — 

^r.  Goschen 


**  If  after  the  expiration  of  30  years  from  a 
death  upon  which  estate  Daty  beoune  leviable 
any  such  duty  remains  unpaid,  tbe  Cominia- 
sioners  may,  on  the  application  of  any  penons 
accountable  for  such  daty  or  intcreited  in  the 
property  in  respect  of  which  duty  is  leviable, 
and  on  being  satisfied  that  tbe  non-payment 
did  not  arise  from  the  wilful  neglect  or  de&olt 
of  any  person  aoooontable  for  &e  doty,  remit 
the  payment  of  such  duty  or  any  part  thereof 
or  interest  thereon." 

•Mr.  butcher  said,  in  view  of  tbe 
light  hon.  Gentleman's  statement,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  butcher  said,  he  would  be 
willing  to  move  the  Amendment  very 
much  in  tbe  form  suggested  by  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
thought,  however,  it  would  be  rather 
hard  if  a  person  should  be  held  respon- 
sible for  the  arrears  oi  interest  in  ihe 
event  of  the  default  having  been  made 
by  some  other  person.  He  would,  there* 
fore,  appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  leave  out  the  words— 

'*  and  on  being  satisfied  that  the  non-payment 
did  arise  from  the  wilful  neglect  or  default  of 
any  person  accountable  for  the  duty.** 

He  formally  moved  the  Amendment  in 
the  terms  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  goschen  said,  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  insert  30  years, 
as  otherwise  the  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners might  think  that  they  ought  not 
to  act  upon  the  Amendment  except  after 
30  years. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  suggested  that 
«( 20  **  years  should  be  substituted  for 
**30"  years,  and  that  the  words  "or 
liable  **  should  be  inserted  after  the  first 
"  accountable.^^ 

*SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  asked  whe- 
ther the  Government  would  not  Le  able 
to  make  the  concession  they  had  made 
apply  to  the  other  Death  Duties  as  well 
as  to  the  Estate  Duty  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  am  of  a 
very  accommodating  nature,  and  I  will 
consider  that  suggestion,  although  it  will 
be  rather  difificult  if  we  have  tbe  various 
duties  mixed  up.  I  will,  however, 
consider  the  point  l)efore  Monday.  I 
see  no  objection  to  the  insertion  of  tbe 
words  '^  or  liable.*^  The  hon.  and  learned 
Meml>er  objects  to  the  words  **  wilful 
neglect,*^  &c.  It  does  not  seem 
to  nie  to  be  very  material  whether 
they  are  there  or  not,  because  the  dis- 
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cretion  is  left  absolutely  with  the  Com- 
missioners, as  I  understand  it.  We  shall 
have  no  objection  to  substituting  "20" 
jears  for  "  30  "  years,  or  to  putting  in 
the  words  "  if  they  think  fit  "  after  the 
"  Commissioners  may." 

On  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Byrne,  the 

Amendment  was  then  agreed  to  in  the 

following  form  : — 

*^  If  after  the  expiration  of  20  jears  from  a 
death  upon  which  Estate  Duty  became  leviable, 
any  such  duty  remains  unpaid,  the  Commis- 
sioners may,  if  they  think  fit,  on  the  application 
of  any  person  accountable  or  liable  for  such 
duty  or  interested  in  the  property  in  respect  of 
which  the  duty  is  leviable,  remit  the  payment 
of  duty  or  any  part  thereof  or  interest  thereon." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page^^,  line  20, 
after  the  word  *'  them,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  and  in  cases  where  the  over- 
payment was  due  to  over- valuation  by 
the  Commissioners." — (Mr,  R,  T.  Reid,) 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity)  said,  the  learned  Solicitor  General 
admitted  that  in  this  case  it  was  only 
reasonable  interest  should  be  paid.  He 
would  like  to  call  attention  to  the  words 
in  the  second  sub-section  of  Clause  7, 
which  was  passed  last  night.  There,  in 
estimating  the  amount  of  an  estato, 
foreign  debts  were  not  to  be  allowed  for, 
but  they  were  to  be  brought  in  subse- 
quently, and  the  amount  of  Estate  Duty 
overpaid  was  to  be  returned.  He  sub- 
mitted to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  this  was  a  case  in  which  interest 
shoald  be  paid  ;  it  was  due  to  no  fault 
whatever  of  the  executor,  and  surely  it 
was  very  hard  that  he  should  have  the 
money  returned  without  any  interest. 
If  he  was  correct  in  his  interpretation 
of  the  Bill  the  Government  must  see 
it  was  a  very  hard  case.  He  thought 
interest  should  be  paid  in  this  case  just 
as  much  as  in  the  other  case.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  agree  to 
the  Amendment  he  had  on  the  Paper  to 
leave  out  the  words  '*  where  the  over- 
payment was  due  to  over- valuation  by 
the  Commissioners."  There  might  be 
other  cases  in  which,  from  no  fault  of  the 
executor,  the  Estate  Duty  was  overpaid, 
and  in  all  these  cases  it  was  only  fair 
there  should  be  interest  given  for  the 
money  so  overpaid. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he 
must    confess    that    he   did  not    think 
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was    a    fair    or    reasonable    mode 
of  dealing  with  the  question  of  interest 
on  a  duty  returned.     He  was  bound  to 
say  they  had  received  the  support  they 
had  a  right  to  receive  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's 
(Mr.     Git)schen),  and    he    should    have 
thought  that  they  might  have  received 
some  support  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   the    Member    for    the    London 
University  (Sir  J.  Lubbock).     The  de- 
mand of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
entirely  unreasonable  "  as   the   over-pay- 
ment might  have  been  in  consequence  of 
the  carelessness  of  the  executor  himself 
or  some  person  interested  in  the  property, 
but  it  afterwards  striking  them  that  the 
duty  had  been  overpaid  the  matter  was 
rectified   and  the  duty  returned.       The 
demand   was  contrary  to  all  precedent, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to  the 
Government  after  the  matter  had  been 
threshed   out    and    the   Amendment    of 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  accepted. 
•Sir     H.    MEYSEY  -  THOMPSON 
(Stafford,  Handsworth)  said,  that  as  he 
understood  the  matter  the  executors  of 
any    deceased    person    were    bound   to 
include  all  property  and  all  debts  due  to 
the  deceased  abroad  in  the  total  aggre- 
gate of  his  property,  and  to  pay  duty  on 
the  whole  amount,  but  they  were  not  to 
be  allowed  to  deduct  debts  owing  abroad 
by  the  estate  of  the  deceased  in  making 
up  this  total.     They  had  to  take  their 
chance   of    getting    back   the  overpaid 
amount  afterwards  by  proving  the  exist- 
ence of   these  debts,  and  to  receive  no 
interest  on  the  overpaid  amount.     But 
these  debts  might  only  be  pr6ved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Department  after  the 
lapse  of  years.      He  himself  went  to  St. 
Petersburg  morethan  10  years  ago  on  the 
affairs  of  a  company.      Large  sums  were 
in  question,  and  large  claims  were  made 
on   both  sides,  and  the   matter  being  a 
complicated  one,  he    was    sorry    to   say 
that    it    was    not    finally    settled    yet. 
Therefore,  anyone  who  had  to  pay  the 
whole  amount  of  the  Estate  Duty  without 
deducting  the  debts,  and  had  to  wait  ten 
years  before  the  sum  overpaid  was    re- 
turned, and  then   obtained   no  interest, 
was,  in  his  opinion,  extremely  unfairly 
treated 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  press  the  point  as  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  London 
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(Sir  J.  Lubbock),  bnt  he  muBt  say  he 
could  not  couceive  on  what  grounds  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  justified 
in  saying  he  bad  not  been  fairly  met 
upon  this  and  other  points  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  He  thought  the  clause  of 
the  learned  Solicitor  General  as  it  now 
stood  ought  to  be  accepted,  though  the 
inj;astice,  in  fact,  did  remain  if  too  much 
money  had  been  received  by  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  held,  it  might  be  for  a  long 
time,  in  their  hands,  and  then  returned 
without  interest.  He  felt  to  a  great  ex- 
tent they  had  been  met  fairly,  and  there- 
fore he  thought  bin  right  hon.  Friend 
ought  not  to  press  the  matter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  8,  line  43,  at  end,  insert — 

**  (14)  The  form  of  certificate  rcquiretl  to  be 
jdven  by  the  proper  officer  of  the  court  under 
Section  30  of  The  Cofltoras  and  Inland  Revenue 
Act,  )S81,  may  be  .varied  by  a  rale  of  court  in 
mch  miuiBer  as  may  appear  necessary  for  carry- 
iqg  into  effect  this  Act/* 

Anoeodment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
43,  after  the  laist  Amendment,  to  insert 
the  words — 

**  (15)  Nothing  in  Mn  section  nhall  render 
liaUe  to  duty  a  btrnd  tide  purchaser  for  valu- 
able coneidaration  wiUiout  notice.*' — (iVr.  R, 
T,  Reid,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  butcher  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Essex  (Mr.  Byrne).  There 
were  two  classes  of  persons — persons 
accountable  for  duty  and  persons  made 
Imble  for  duty,  and  he  took  it  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
that  a  person  accountable  should  be  treateil 
in  the  same  way  as  the  person  liable  for 
the  duty. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed. Amendment,  after  the  words  'Miable 
to,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  accountable 
for." — {Mr.  Butcher,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  or  accountable  for '  be  there  inserted." 

Mk  R.  T.  reid  said,  the  exemption 
was  intended  for  honajide  purchasers  for 
▼aine,  and  the  form  of  words  was  that — 

"  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  render  liable 
to  duty  a  htna\fide  purchaser  for  valuable  con- 
.  sideraiion.'* 

Sir  R.  WehsUr 


How  anyone,  after  that,  eoold  contend 
they  were  liable  for  duty,  he  did  not 
know.  If  they  said  a  man  was  not  liable, 
surely  the  Queeu^s  English  was  plain 
enough.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  see  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment,  and  he  hoped  he  would  not 
press  it. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  the  learned 
Solicitor  General  had  not  addoced  any 
arguments  why  the  Amendment,  which 
certainly  could  do  no  harm,  shonkl  not  be 
accept.  He  submitted  that  the 
Amendment  was  a  right  one,  and  that  the 
words  "or  accountable  for"  should  be 
inserted.  As  he  could  not  speak  again 
upon  this  questiou,  there  was  one  other 
matter  he  must  mention.  He  would  ask 
the  Solicitor  General  whether  either  now 
or  at  some  time  or  other,  he  intended  to 
apply  some  definition  of  the  words  ^  6011a 
Jide  purchaser  for  valuable  consideration 
without  notice?"  This  was  an  impor- 
tant matter,  and  perhaps  the  learned 
Solicitor  General  would  tell  them  how  be 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  R.  T.  reid  said,  that  by  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  say  that  he  still  thought  the 
Amendment  was  not  necessary.  Upon  the 
other  question,  if  there  was  to  be  a  defi- 
nition of  ^^  bona  fide  purchaser"  the  pro- 
per place  for  it  would  be  in  the  Definition 
Clause,  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man must  not  understand  him  as  saying 
he  thought  any  definition  at  all  was 
required. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  learned  Gentleman  had  appre- 
ciated the  point  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  The  learned  Solicitor  General 
had  appealed  to  his  own  inner  conscious- 
ness in  favour  of  tbe  view  that  a  person 
not  liable  for  duty  could  not  be  asked  to 
pay  duty.  Of  course  he  would  not.  He 
agreed  with  the  learned  Gentleman  that 
notasixpence  could  he  extracted  under  this 
Bill  from  any  person  for  that  for  which 
he  was  not  liable,  but  the  Bill  drew  a  dis- 
tinction between  a  person  who  was 
liable  and  a  person  who  was  accountable. 
Tbe  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  upon  another  Amendment 
was  entirely  based  upon  the  fact  that 
though  persons  were  not  liable  they 
might  be  made  accountable  ;  that  they 
might  be  calleil  upou  to  do  a  great  many 
disagreeable  things,  because,  though  not 
liable,  they  were  accoimtable.     In  Sub- 
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seotion  4  of  Clause  8  the  Solicitor 
Greneral  would  see  that  a  person  might 
be  required  to  do  certain  things  which 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  not  consistent  with  equity  that 
bona  fide  purchasers  for  value  should  be 
a:$ked  to  do.  To  make  it  clear  that  thej 
should  not,  and  to  guide  the  unfortunate 
courts  of  law,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
proposed  to  add  the  words  "  or  account- 
able for."  The  words  would  have  the 
effect  of  making  it  clear  on  the  surface 
that  a  bona  fide  purchaser  for  value  was 
neither  liable  nor  accountable.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  learned  Solicitor 
General  would  re-consider  his  decision. 

Mr.  K.  T.  REID  said,  that  if  that 
was  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, though  he  did  not  think  that  the 
words  were  necessary,  he  would  not  fur- 
ther oppose  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
aud  learned  Gentleman. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  butcher  moved,  in  page  9, 
line  3,  after  "  shall,"  insert  "  subject  to 
all  incumbrances  existing  at  the  death  of 
the  deceased."  He  said  the  Amendment 
had  this  effect :  that  whereas  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  appeared  to  make  the  duty  a 
first  charge  on  property,  the  Amendment 
sought  to  make  it  a  charge  subject  to 
existing  charges  and  incumbrances.  The 
question  was,  what  was  the  property 
which  passed  at  death  ?  He  said  the 
property  was  the  property  free  from  in- 
cumbrances, becanse  when  they  estimated 
the  value  they  had  to  deduct  the  incum- 
brances. Did  not  that  show  that  the 
property  which  passed  at  death  was  the 
property  itself  without  the  inenmbrances  ? 
It  was  provided  by  Clause  7  that  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  value  of  an  estate 
they  should  deduct  certain  incumbrances. 
If  the  proptTty  passing  on  death  was 
the  land  itself  if  they  were  to  carry  out 
the  intention  of  the  Government  and 
make  the  duty  only  a  charge  after  the 
existing  incumbrances,  they  would  have 
to  put  in  express  words.  As  the  words 
stood  in  the  Bill  there  might  be  con- 
siderable doubt  on  the  subject.  He  asked 
that  the  words  he  suggested  might  be 
put  in  in  order  to  save  the  judges  of  the 
High  Court,  who  were  constantly  called 
upon  to  construe  difficuU  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment— and  this  would  not  be  the  least 


difficult.  If  some  such  words  were  not 
inserted  the  judges  would  have  consider- 
able difficulty  in  knowing  what  the  mean- 
ing of  Parliament  was.  His  words  mode 
the  meaning  clear  ;  they  could  not  do 
any  harm  or  affect  the  liability  to  duty 
of  any  item  af  property  or  person  through- 
out the  Kingdom.  The  adoption  of  his 
Amendment  would  make  quite  clear  that 
which  was  not  clear  ;  would  facilitate  the 
administration  of  estates  and  the  collec- 
tion of  the  duty,  and  would  be  of  advan- 
tage alike  to  those  who  had  to  pay  and 
the  Commissioners  who  had  to  obtain  the 
duty. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line  3, 
after  the  word  "  shall,"  to  insert  the  words 
'* subject  to  all  incumbrances  existing  at 
the  death  of  the  deceased."  —  {Mr. 
Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BYRNE  trusted  he  should  be 
able  to  convince  the  Solicitor  General 
that  the  insertion  of  these  words  would 
be  entirelyihai'mless,  so  far  as  the  Revenue 
was  concerned,  whilst  they  were  neces- 
sary to  be  put  in  for  the  purposes  of  those 
who  had  to  pay  ihe  duty.  The  first  part 
of  Clause  9  provided  that — 

'*  A  rateable  part  of  the  Estate  Daty  on  an 
estate  in  proportion  to  the  value  of  any  pro- 
l)erty  which  does  not  pass  to  the  executor  as 
such,  shall  be  a  first  charge  on  the  property  in 
respect  of  which  duty  is  leviable." 

The  sole  question  was  whether  by  being 
"  a  first  charge  on  the  property  in  respect 
of    which    duty    is    leviable "    it     was 
meant  in  the  ordinary  legal  sense  that  it 
was  to  be  a  first  charge  in  advance  of  all 
mortgages,  legal  or  otherwise.     All  in- 
cumbrances must  belong  to  one  of   two 
classes.     They  must  either  be  legal  in- 
cumbrances  or  equitable   incumbrances. 
If  they   were  dealing  with  legal  incum- 
brances alone  he  agreed  that  these  words 
would    not   be  necessary,  and  that  such 
incumbrances   would  take  priority   over 
the  duty  it  was  proposed  should  be  paid. 
But   there  was  a  class  of  incumbrances, 
such  as  second  and  third  mortgages,  aud 
many  others,  known  as  equitable  mort- 
gages.    Taking    the   case   of  a   purely 
equitable  iucumbrance,it  did  appear  to  him 
that  unless  they  introduced  words  saying 
"  subject  to  all  iucumbrauces,"  the  duty 
would  be  the  first  charge  on  the  property 
ill  priority  to  all  equitable  incumbrances. 
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If  they  said  ^^  such  and  such  an  incum- 
brance shall  be  a  first  charge  on  the  pro- 
perty Kiibject  to  that  incumbrance,"  that 
might  mean  upon  the  whole  projjerty  or 
it  might  mean  on  the  particular  property 
subject  to  legal  incumbrances.  Apply 
that  to  the  present  case.  A  new  duty 
was  created,  and  that  duty  was  to  be  a 
first  charge  upon  the  property  liable  to 
the  duty.  If  there  was  a  pre-existing 
legal  mortgage,  of  course  it  was  only  the 
equitable  redemption  that  passed  ;  but 
if  there  were  half-a-dozen  or  twenty 
incumbrances  on  the  property,  subse- 
quent to  the  legal  mortgage,  the  words 
of  the  sub-section  would  make  the  duty 
a  first  chiyge  on  the  property  after  the 
legal  mortgage.  He  contended  that  it 
was  plain  from  the  reading  of  the  sub- 
section that  the  Estate  Duty  would  be  a 
first  charge  in  priority  of  all  equitable 
mortgages.  He  was  sure  that  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government.  He 
was  sure  there  was  no  difierenee  between 
the  two  sides  of  the  House  as  to  the 
object  to  be  carried  out — namely,  that 
only  property  subject  to  all  iocum- 
braoces  existing  at  the  death  of  the  de- 
ceased should  be  charged  with  the  duty. 
That  object  was  not  carried  out  by  the 
words  of  the  sub-section,  and,  as  the 
Amendment  would  absoluti^ly  make  no 
difference  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Revenue  authorities,  surely  the  reason- 
able course  for  the  'Government  to  take 
was  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  thought  the  House 
was  entitled  to  some  statement  from  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment. He  did  not  think  the  Govern- 
ment were  justified  in  sitting  still  and 
forciug  Members  of  the  Opposition  to 
speak,  and  thereby  exhaust  their  right  to 
reply  when  the  Government  at  last  made 
their  statement  on  the  Amendment.  But 
if  the  Attorney  General  chose  to  adopt 
that  course,  the  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition would  continue  to  press  the  situa- 
tion on  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
They  were  not  speaking  now  of  legal 
mortgages.  No  one  suggested  that  if  a 
mortgage  was  on  the  property  anything 
passed  but  the  equitable  redemption. 
They  were  speaking  of  the  disposition 
of  deeds  with  bankers ;  of  charges 
created  which  were  only  equitable 
charges,  and  of  charges  which  were  pay- 
able by  custom  for  a  long  time.  Surely 
it  was  not  intendetl  that  the  Estate  Duty 
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should  come  first.  Indeed,  it  bad 
been  said  in  Committee  by  the  Soli- 
citor General  and  by  the  Secretary 
for  India  that  it  was  not  intended 
that    the    Estate     Duty    should    have 

?riority  over  bona  fide  incumbrance*, 
therefore,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
matter  should  be  put  in  the  clause  beyond 
all  question  and  dispute  ;  but  it  was  not 
so  as  the  clause  stood,  because  all  con- 
veyancers were  of  opinion  that  the  words 
"shall  be  a  first  charge  on  the  property" 
would  put  it  in  the  power  of  the  Crown 
to  say  that  the  Estate  Duty  should  come 
before  incumbrances  which  were  only 
equitable  incumbrances.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  they  were  en- 
titled to  some  explanation  from  the  Go- 
vernmeut. 

Sir  J.  RIG  BY  :  Very  great  care  has 
been  taken  throughout  this  Bill  to  secure 
that  the  word  "  property,"  whenever  we 
are  dealing  with  property  charged  with 
this  duty,  does  not  mean  the  subject  of 
the  property  itself,  but  the  actual  interest 
of  the  property  that  passes,  and  to  in- 
troduce these  words  **  subject  to  all  in- 
cumbrances existing  at  the  death  ,of  the 
deceased  "  would  be  to  take  these  in- 
cumbrances twice  over,  which  is  not  our 
intention. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Show  us  any 
words  in  the  Bill  to  that  effect. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY:  I  think  if  tho»e 
Amendments  are  brought  forward,  it  is 
for  you  to  show  their  necessity. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  So  we  have. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  think  I  eao  speak 
with  some  certainty  that  the  AnModment 
is  not  necessary,  because  I  know  that 
over  and  over  again  in  every  part  (rf 
the  Bill 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Show  where. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  a  great  stickler  for  pro* 
priety  when  the  Members  of  this  Bench 
are  concerned,  bqt  I  do  not  know  that  he 
is  as  great  a  stickler  for  propriety  when 
he  himself  is  concerned.  I  observe  that 
he  has  a  particular  objection  to  speak 
when  there  is  someone  who  can  reply  to 
htm. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  rise  to  Order» 
Sir.  I  beg  to  observe  that  I  said  nothing 
and  intended  nothing  to  justify  such  per- 
sonal observations.  I  even  ofiered  to 
give  way  for  a  Member  of  the  Govern-* 
ment. 
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Sir  J.  RIGHT  :  I  am  not  tolking  of 
thb  occasioQ.  Too  aro  charging  us  with 
not  comingforward 

Sib  B.  WEBSTER  :  On  this  Amoud- 
Bi6nt. 
n>iR  J.  RIG  BY  :  I  will  not  deal  with 
the  matter  further.  I  am  onljr  endeavour- 
ing to  defend  ourselves  from  mistaken 
ideas  of  a  want  of  courtesy  which  are  far 
from  our  minds.  But  to  come  to  the 
point,  Wliat  is  the  property  on  which 
the  duty  is  chargeahle  ?  Property  which 
at  the  time  of  his  death  the  deceatted 
was  competent  to  dispose.  So  it  is  set 
out  in  the  Bill.  Can  it  be  suggested 
that  he  was  competent  to  dispose  of  equit- 
able charges  that  did  not  belong  to  him  ? 
Again,  we  have  **  property  in  which  the 
deceased  had  an  interest**  Can  It  be 
said  that  he  had  an  interest  in  equitable 
charges  ?  The  word  **  property  "  is  used 
throughout  the  Bill  to  mean  the  benefi- 
cial interest  which  passes  and  does  not 
include  any  incumbrances  existing  on 
the  estate  at  the  death  of  the  deceased. 
The  introduction  of  those  words  would 
not  lie  making  the  Bill  clearer.  It  would 
he  introducing  into  it  an  element  of  doubt, 
or  rather  1  would  say  it  would  be  intro- 
ducing words  absolutely  wrong  in  this 
connection  ;  aihl  which,  if  they  were 
taken  literally,  am!  not  overmled  as  being 
inconsistent  with  other  clauses  of  the 
Billf  would  mean  that  the  incumberanoes 
on  the  property  could  be  reckoned  twice 
over. 

Qoaviios  pat. 

The  House  divided  : — Aye^  45  ;  Noes 
107.— (Division  List,  No.  178.) 

Amendment  proitosod,  in  page  9,  line  4, 
after  the  word  **  leviable,**  to  insert  the 


**  Prorkied  that  th«  property  shall  not  be  m\ 
chtaipMie  an  aicain^t  a  homA  Jidr  purchattcr 
thrrcKif   fr>r    valusble    conkideratjon    without 

Question  proposed|  **That  those  words 
lie  there  inserted.** 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  did  not 
object  to  the  insertion  of  the  words  :  but 
he  would  like  to  ask  whether  the  (vu- 
vemmenc  intetide4l  to  introiluce  Into  the 
Bill  some  definition  of  the  term  **  without 
notice**?  for  he  was  sure  it  would  1h* 
necessary,  as  they  were  now  dealing  with 
a  new  set  of  circumHtauces. 


Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  CerUinly  not.  It 
is  not  our  intention  to  pro|)ose  any  de- 
fiuitiou  of  a  term  very  familiar  in  Courts 
of  Law,  and  very  familiar  to  lawyent. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rkid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  : — 


Page  9,  line  10,  leave  out  **  on  **  and 
insert  **  in  respect  of.** 

Page  9,  line  23,  leave  out  ^on,'*  and 
insert  '•  in  respect  of.'* 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  moved,  in  page 9, 
line  23,  after  *' property,*'  insert  **not 
passing  to  the  executor  as  such."  Sub- 
section (4)  of  the  clause  which  he  desired 
to  amend  stood  thus  : — 

^  If  the  rateable  part  of  the  K^Ute  Duty  on 
any  property  U  paul  by  the  executor,  it  nhall 
where  ticcaMion  rcquireH  be  re|»ai(l  to  him  bv  the 
trui»tee«  or  owiicn*  of  the  pn»|M'rt  v,  but  If  the 
duty  in  on  real  property  it  may  nc  retiaid  by 
the  iame  ln«talmeiita  and  with  the  Mmc  interoit 
an  are  in  this  Act  mentioned.** 

lie  thought  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
words  he  moved  to  insert  after  '^pro- 
perty **  were  necessary,  for  without  them 
It  might  be  contended,  with  respect  to 
the  other  duty,  that  it  could  be  recover • 
able  by  the  exeeutor  from  the  individual. 

Amendmeat  proposed,  in  page  9, 
line  28,  after  the  word  '*  propcJrty,**  to 
insert  the  words  **  not  passing  to  the 
executor  as  such.*' — (.Vir  H,  lreh$ter,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  danger  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  approhrndod 
would  not  arise  ;  and  if  the  Ametulment 
ware  adopted  they  would  l»e  inserting 
superfluous  language  in  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rbid,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to;— 

Page  9,  line  26,  leave  out  **  on,**  and 
insert  "  in  respect  of.** 

Page  9,  line  26,  after  ""  may,"  insert 
*' unless  otherwise  agreed  upon." 

Mr.  BYRNE  mov«l,for  Mr.  BirniER, 
an  Amendment  to  euablt*  an  exeiMitor 
acting  in  the  administration  of  an  estate, 
before  probate  or  letters  of  a4liniiii«tralioii 
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bad  been  granted  to  him,  to  raise  the 
utnounc  of  Estate  Duty  for  which  he  was 
HccouDtable,  aud  provided  that  any  ex- 
penses properly  paid  or  incurred  by  him 
ill  respect  thereof,  by  sale  or  mortgage 
of  the  personal  property  (wheresoever 
situate)  of  which  the  deceased  was 
competent  to  dispose  at  bis  death, 
should  be  allowed  him.  He  pointed  out 
that,  although  Sub-section  5  of  Clause  9 
authorised  the  executor  to  raise  the 
amount  of  money  necessary  to  pay  the 
duty  either  by  sale  or  mortgage,  he  could 
not  deal  with  the  property  in  any  way 
until  probate  had  been  taken  out  by  him, 
unless,  as  seemed  very  doubtful,  the 
clause  gave  him  a  special  power  to  do  so. 
In  many  cases,  therefore,  a  delay  in  the 
payment  of  the  duty  must  ensue,  and  he 
wished  to  be  assured  whether  the  clause 
authoriseil  the  executor  or  not  to  raise 
t'lo  necessary  money  at  once  out  of  the 
f. I  lids  that  would,  after  probate  had  been 
granted  him,  pass  into  his  hands  as 
executor. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
28,  before  the  words  "  a  person,**  to  in- 
sert the  \<rords — 

'*  An  executor  acting  in  the  administration  of 
an  estate  may,  before  probate  or  letters  of  ad- 
ministration hare  been  granted  to  him,  raise  the 
.  amount  of  Kstate  Duty  for  which  he  is  account- 
able, and  any  expenses  properly  paid  or  incurred 
by  him  in  respect  thereof,  by  sale  or  mortgage 
of  the  uersonal  property  (wheresoever  situate) 
of  which  the  deceased  was  competent  to  dispose 
at  his  death,  and'* 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  was  afraid 
the  Amendment  was  one  which  could  not 
be  accepted,  and  he  would,  for  the  satis- 
faction of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, tell  him  why.  At  present  the 
executor  hiul  ample  powers,  and,  as  well 
set  forth  in  u  well-known  text-book,  he 
might  sell,  give  away,  or  otherwise  dis- 
pose of  the  goods  and  chattels  beloogbg 
to  a  testator.  He  ventured  to  suggest 
that  too  great  a  tendency  was  shown  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  to  discuss  aud 
divide  on  legal  technicalities.  He  had 
always  understood  that  the  responsi- 
bility in  these  matters  rested  upon  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and,  *irith  all 
due  deference  to  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men opposite,  he  must  say  he  scarcely 
thought  that  it  was  appropriate  to  dis- 
Mr.  Byrne 


cuss  these  difficult  legal  techtticmllties 
before  a  tribunal  constituted  as  was  the 
House  of  Commons. 
*SiR  R.  W£BST£R  said,  he  wodd  be 
the  last  person  to  take  offence  at  any 
of  the  observations  of  hia  bom  aod 
learned  Friend  or  of  any  Member  of  the 
Government,  but  he  must  deny  that  they 
had  been  dividing  on  legal  technicalities. 
On  the  contrary,  they  had  divided  over 
and  over  again  on  the  quettioo  of  prin- 
ciple, with  regard  to  which  the  Honae 
of  Commons  was  not  only  competent  hot 
was  bound  to  express  an  opinion.  Re- 
sponsibility las  a  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown 
rested  upon  him  for  many  years,  and  be 
must  be  permitted  to  say  that  be  had 
never  heani  before  that  the  responsibility 
of  the  Law  Officers  exonerated  the  Mena- 
bers  of  the  House,  either  lawyers  or 
laymen,  from  expressing  their  con- 
scientious opinion  if  they  believed  that 
a  Bill  in  the  form  proposed  would  not 
carry  out  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
law.  They  had  no  right  to  shield 
themselves  under  the  responsibility 
of  anybody  in  the  House — ^whether  a 
Member  of  the  Government  or  not. 
Many  among  them  felt  the  great  re- 
sponsibility of  endeavouring  to  put  that 
ill-drawn  measure — for  ill-drawn  it  wa» 
— into  a  proper  shape,  although  the 
burden  upon  them  might  not  be  so  great 
as  it  was  upon  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Solicitor  General.  The  Solicitor 
General  had  told  them  they  were  not  to 
divide  upon  technical  points,  and  he  had 
quoted  from  a  text-book  as  to  goods  aud 
chattels,  but  any  barrister  could  have 
told  them  there  was  no  doubt  the  goods 
and  chattels  could  be  sold.  But  that 
was  not  the  point.  What  was  necessary 
to  consider  in  the  Amendment  was  tbe 
means  whereby  an  executor  could  raise 
money  for  the  purpose  of  paying  to  the 
Treasury  tho  duty  for  which,  under  a 
heavy  penalty,  he  was  to  l>e  uiade  per- 
sonally liable.  It  was  not  a  qnestioo  of 
sale  :  it  was  one  of  mortgage.  His  hoi*. 
and  learned  friends  the  Members  for 
Walthamstow  and  York  had  not  pnt 
down  these  Amendments  in  order  to 
harass  the  Government;  theur object  was 
10  improve  the  Bill,  and  all  they  asked 
the  Government  to  do  was  to  consider 
I  he  proposals  on  their  merits.  Lawyers 
would  not  be  permitted  to .  quote  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
in  Court,  and  the  Solicitor  General  knew 
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Terj  well  that  he  might  he  retained  hj 
the  Goverameot,  without  fee,  he  was 
Aorrj  oow  to  saj,  to  argue  against  the 
oonscructiou  of  the  Act  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  put  upon  it. 
To  suggest  that  hon.  Members  could 
exempt  themselves  from  responsibility  in 
this  matter  was  an  argument  to  which 
thejr  ouuld  not  listen  for  one  moment.  The 
Ainendment  was  needed  in  order  that  the 
executor  might  be  in  a  position  to  raise 
the  mouey  which  the  Legislature  had 
aaked  him  to  pajr,  and  he  therefore  hoped 
it  would  Im3  fairly  considered. 

M«.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
sai«l,  he  thought  it  very  astonishing  that 
the  Solicitor  General  should  have  met 
this  Amendment  with  so  perfunctory  an 
argument.  This  was  not  a  matter  of 
mere  drafting ;  it  was  one  of  great 
practical  importance.  Surely  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  knew  that  in  the 
post  tlio  very  greatest  difficulty  had  been 
experienced  by  executors  in  raising  even 
the  comparatively  small  amount  neces- 
sary for  the  payment  of  Stamp  Duty  in 
getting  probate,  and  undoubtedly  that 
difficulty  would  lie  very  greatly  inoreused 
as  the  amount  of  duty  payable  became 
larger.  He  had  received  several  appeals 
on  the  point.  The  Solicitor  General 
told  them  that  the  executor  was  com- 
petent to  sell  the  goods  and  chattels  of 
the  testator  ;  but  the  question  was,  How 
was  he  to  raise  the  large  sums  of  money 
which  would  now  have  to  be  paid  ?  He 
would  not  Y>e  entitled  to  touch  one  penny 
that  might  Iw  invested  in  Consols,  and 
yet  be  would  have  to  raise  money  in 
order  to  get  probate.  The  Government 
were  not  expediting  the  course  of  the 
Debate  bv  their  refusal  to  consiilrr  thi-* 
pro|H>!Mil  on  Its  merits.  He  would 
suggest  that  this  was  a  point  on  which 
they  might  fairly  make  a  concession,  and 
that  some  power  might  be  given  to 
charge  Consols  or  other  securities. 

Mr.  BCCKNILI^  (Surrey,  Kpsom) 
said,  he  thought  the  Solicitor  General 
had  been  a  little  hasty  on  that  occasion. 
This  was  not  a  question  of  citing  from 
a  text-book,  although  the  hon.  and 
learned  (ventleman  hatl  prtMluced  one. 
It  was  a  purely  business  Amend- 
ment, which  should  l>e  considered 
by  hon.  Memliers  as  men  of  business. 
A  littnkcr  might  be  approached  by  an 
executor  under  the  diffiuities  which  sur- 
rounded   him   for    moucy    to    pMy    the 


Estate  Duty.  The  executor  might  lie 
asked  by  the  banker,  who  would  naturally 
look  at  the  matter  from  a  business  point 
of  view,  whether  he  had  taken  out  pro- 
bate ;  he  might  reply  that  he  had  not,  but 
that  he  intended  to  do  so.  But  that 
might  not  satisfy  the  banker.  If,  how- 
ever, the  Amendment  were  adopted  the 
executor  would  in  order  to  relieve  the 
doubts  of  the  banker  be  enabled  to  point 
to  this  provision  which  authorised  him  to 
carry  out  the  duties  which  he  claimed. 
Surely  this  was  a  business  transaction 
and  not  a  merely  legal  technicality. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  said,  the  remarks 
of  the  Solicitor  General  seemed  to  imply 
a  very  humble  estimate  of  the  lay 
capacity  and  the  intelligence  in  dealing 
with  these  matters,  but  he  would  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
many  among  them,  although  they  might 
not  be  lawyers,  bad  had  a  gooil  deal  to  do 
with  the  wording  of  Bills  passing  through 
the  Legislature  and  were  competent  to 
say  what  the  law  ought  to  Ite.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  arguments  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friends  the  Members 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight,  for  Walthamstow, 
and  for  York  had  made  a  very  great  im- 
pression on  the  minds  of  laymen  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  They  had  put  their 
contentions  in  language  perfectly  well 
understood,  they  had  made  their  points 
clearly  and  fairly,  whereas  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  on  the  Government 
Benches  had  involve<I  their  replies  in  fog 
and  mist.  Tliey  preferred  therefore  to 
trust  their  owu  friends  rather  than  the 
Government  speakers. 

Mr.  BANBURY  (CamWn^ell,  Peck- 
ham)  asked  the  Solicitor  (lencrul  if  he 
was  aware  that  no  single  Railway  (*om- 
pany  in  the  United  Kingdom  would 
tran*«fer  stock  belonging  to  decoaseil 
permins  without  proof  of  death  and  pro- 
duction of  probate  ?  Was  not  the  same 
the  case  with  Consols  ?  It  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  any  executor  to  raifc 
money  by  the  sale  or  transfer  of  stock. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  had  had 
practieal  experience  as  an  executor,  and 
knew  he  could  not  transfer  stoek  until 
probate  had  l>een  obtained.  This  Bill 
was  placing  the  executor  in  a  very 
ridiculous  and  anomalous  position.  The 
Solicitor  General  told  them  that  the 
words  in  the  clause  lK)re  the  same  con- 
struction as  those  of  the  Amendment, 
but    they  ha«l  high    legal  authority   for 
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saying  that  if  bankers  refused  to  ad- 
vance money  for  tiie  payment  of  the 
Estate  Duty  they  would  under  the  cir- 
cumstances \)e  justifie<I  if  probate  had  not 
been  obtained.  He  confessed  that  he 
could  not  understand  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  a  policy  which  was  calcu- 
lated to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill  for 
an  hour  or  two,  because  Ministers  refused 
to  put  in  clear  words  what  they  pro- 
fessed to  intend.  It  was  a  peculiar  fact 
that  when  both  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Solicitor  General  were  present 
it  was  difficult  to  make  progress,  while 
if  either  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  was  present  by  himself,  there  was 
a  reasonable  disposition  to  accept 
Amendments.  Was  it  explainable  by 
the  fact  that  the  mixture  of  equity  and  of 
common  law  was  too  difficult  so  far  as 
the  Bill  was  concerned.  Surely  the  Go- 
vernment might  agree  to  put  in  words 
which  would  give  the  executor  a  legal 
status.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, both  as  a  layman  and  as  a  lawyer, 
must  know  the  position  of  the  executor 
under  the  Bill  would  not  be  an  enviable 
one,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  intervene  and  give  him 
that  protection  and  support  which  he  had 
a  right  to  expect  from  the  law. 

•Mr.  BUTCHER  said,  he  was  sure 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  would  give  him  credit  for  not 
having  put  the  Amendment  down  with 
merely  a  technical  object.  He  had  re- 
ceived many  protests  from  solicitors  and 
others  throughout  the  country  who  rea- 
lised the  difficulties  which  would  surround 
an  executor  under  that  Bill.  What  was 
the  position  ?  A  man  died  leaving  pro- 
perty which  could  not  possibly  be  realised 
until  security  hml  been  granted.  Before 
probate  could  be  granted  an  executor 
would  want  cash  in  order  to  pay  the 
duty.  How  was  he  to  obtain  it  ?  It  so 
hHp[>ened  that  advances  were  often  made 
by  solicitors.  But  if  that  resource  were 
not  ojwn,  was  an  executor  to  go  cap  in 
hand  to  a  bunker  and  to  nsk  for  money 
without  security  ?  The  Amendment 
would  enable  an  executor  to  borrow  from 
a  banker  as  a  business  transaction  by 
offering  a  substantial  security,  made 
available  by  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
fact  wjiH  that  the  GovernniCint,  while 
asking  for  its  pound  of  flesh,  ^yWild  not 
even  allow  the  unfortunate  exelSutor  a 
knife  with  which  to  cut  It  oflT.    This  was 
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not  a  technical  matter  ;  it  was  one  which 
affected  every  layman  throughout  the 
country.  All  they  asked  the  Govero- 
ment  to  do  was  to  extricate  the  executor 
from  an  extremely  difficult  and  awkward 
position.  This  Was  undoubtedly  a  weak 
spot  in  the  Bill,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  accept 
the  remedy  which  they  had  suggested. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  hoped  that 
nothing  he  had  said  had  been  wanting  in 
respect  for  his  hon.  and  learned  Friends 
the  Members  for  York  and  Waltham- 
stow  ;  but  he  must  be  permitted,  so  far 
as  it  was  necessary,  to  judge  them  by  the 
Amendments  they  put  down  and  the  way 
they  presented  them.  Not  a  word  had 
he  heard  from  anyone  who  had  addressed 
the  House  in  explanation  or  justification 
of  what  constituted  an  important  feature 
of  the  Amendment.  It  was  true  an 
executor  could  not  get  a  transfer  of  Con- 
sols or  railway  stock  without  probate  ; 
but,  although  he  could  not  mortgage  real 
estate,  he  already  had  power  to  sell  or 
mortgage  personal  property.  He  did 
not  wish  to  go  into  technicalities,  but  it 
was  difficult  to  meet  the  objections  thrown 
out  without  doing  so.  An  executor  was 
an  executor  from  the  moment  of  death  ; 
probate  was  only  proof ;  he  had  the 
powers  of  an  executor,  although  be 
could  not  make  strangers  act  as  though  he 
had  the  proof ;  and,  while  he  could  not 
say  to  a  company,  "  Transfer  this  stock,*' 
yet  if  they  did  transfer  it  and  he  after- 
wards took  out  probate  they  would  be 
perfectly  safe.  Any  person  who  tnisted 
an  executor  would  purchase  from  him 
before  probate  ;  but  all  executors  were 
not  to  be  trusted,  and  how  was  an  estate 
to  be  protected  if  a  trustee  endowed  with 
plenary  powers  realised  property  and 
went  off  with  the  proceeds  ?  The  Amend- 
ment went  far  beyond  anything  that 
could  be  reasonably  suggested.  It  re- 
ferred to  personal  property  wherever 
situated  ;  but  the  legislation  of  fhis 
House  would  not  be  recognised  abroad. 
The  extension  of  the  Estate  Duty  to 
property  over  which  a  testator  had  a 
general  power  of  appointment  which  be 
had  not  exercised  whs  a  mere  trifle  com- 
pared with  the  change  in  the  law  that 
would  be  produced  by  this  Amendment, 
for  it  would  place  in  the  execntor^s 
control  and  power,  before  he  had  received 
probate,  that  which  he  could  not  deal  with 
diiectly  now.     The  difficulty,  such  •*  it 
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could  Dot  be  denied,  but  the  exteut 
of  it  mi^ht  be  gretitly  exaggerated.  The 
dilBeiilcie«  utider  this  AmeDdroont  would 
be  greater  thau  they  ever  were.  It  would 
be  impot»i»tbte  to  carry  out  a  Bcheme  such 
as  this  iu  the  case  of  meu  without  credit, 
and  a  man  with  credit  might  go  to  his 
baukers  and  ask  them  to  seud  a  clerk  to 
the  Probate  Office.  He  did  not  deny 
that  there  might  be  cases  in  which  there 
might  be  great  difficulty  in  raising  the 
BMMiey— even,  |M>ssibly,  greater  difficulty 
Utau  10  times  gone  by,  iuasmach  as  the 
amount  of  duty  would  be  greater  in  the 
future.  In  the  larger  oases,  however,  it 
was  impossible  to-  suppose  that  credit 
eould  not  be  obtaiued  ;  and  where  this 
was  impossible  aud  the  Commissioners 
were  satisliod  iu  the  matter,  then  there 
was  power  to  postpone  the  payment,  aud 
there  were  ample  means  of  dealing  with 
the  really  hard  oases.  If  he  spoke  to  the 
point  he  was  accused  of  being  technical ; 
DOt  if  one  spoke  round  about  the 
point,  like  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men opposite,  he  supposed  that  one 
was  elevated  into  a  higher  region. 
He,  however,  preferred  to  speak  to  the 
point,  and  he  asserted  with  great  regret 
that  neither  the  Proposer  of  the  Amend- 
ment nor  the  boo.  and  learned  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  Butcher)  had  explained  to  the 
House,  or  justified  in  any  degree,  the 
extraordinarily  wide  and  sweeping  change 
in  the  law  which  the  Govemmeut  were 
asked  to  accept,  although  it  was  as  far 
from  their  intention  as  anvtbiug  well 
could  l>e.  Such  an  Amendment  could 
not  safely  be  aci*epted,  aud  if  it  were  he 
was  assured  that  the  law  embodying  it 
would  have  to  be  repealed  as  soon  as  it 
hm\  been  enacted. 

Mb.  W.  long  said,  he  listened  with 
great  care  to  the  speeches  of  iMitli  tlio 
Solicitor  General  and  the  Attorney 
General.  As  to  the  suggestitui  tliat  thii* 
was  purely  a  technical  difficulty,  he  felt 
bouml  to  assure  the  2;>olicitor  General 
that  in  many  quarters  it  had  been  pressed 
upon  him,  by  solicitors  and  othtrs  in- 
terested in  these  matters,  that  the  diffi- 
culty iu  tlie  future  would  be  greater  thao 
in  the  past :  not  iu  point  of  law,  but 
bei*ause  the  process  of  aggregation 
(which  the  Government  seemed  ever- 
lastingly  lo  lose  ^ight  of)  would  bring 
into  the  list  of  larger  estates  many  that 
bad  hitherto  been  classed  as  small  estates. 
Iu  listening  to  the  Solicitor  General  they 


"  on," 


gathered  that  the  Amendment  was  not 
necessary  ;  while  the  Attorney  General 
led  them  to  believe  that  the  reason  whv 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  was  because  of  the  vast 
change  which  it  would  work  in  the  law, 
and  because  it  might  be  made  use  of  by 
dishouest  executors.  lie  wished  to  ask 
which  view  they  were  to  accept  as  tlie 
reason  why  the  Government  would  not 
accede  to  the  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  would 
answer  that  question  at  once.  There  was, 
in  his  opinion,  no  conflict  of  opinion 
between  the  Attorney  General  aud  the 
Solicitor  General.  The  view  of  the 
Government  was  that  in  point  of  fact 
this  would  be  a  very  dangerous  innova- 
tion to  introduce. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  66  ;  Nimjs 
126.— (Division  List  No.  179.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reiu  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Chiuse  9,  page  9,  line  28,  leave  out 
aud  insert  '*  iu  respect  of.*' 

Line  29,  after  "duty,"  insert  **or 
raising  the  amount  of  the  duty  when 
already  paid.'* 

Line  32,  after  *^  mortgage  of,"  insert 
**  or  a  terminable  charge  on." 

Line  34,  leave  out  **or  a  terminable 
charge  on." 

Line  35,  leave  out  the  second  "on," 
and  insert  "  in  respect  of." 

Line  36,  leave  out  "on,"  and  insert 
"  in  res|)ect  in." 

Line  38,  leave  out  "subject  to,"  and 
ins4frt  "comprised  in." 

Lines  41  and  42,  leave  out  "on  pro- 
perty subject  to,"  and  iiinert  **  in  ros|M*et 
of  property  i»ompriHed  in." 

SiB  R.  WEBSTER  said,  the  next 
Amendment  which  stoml  In  his  name 
raised  a  very  im|>ortant  question.  In 
the  course  of  the  evening  he  had  put 
preliminary  quesiioni*  to  ihe  («oveninient 
with  a  view  to  as4*(*rtaining  their  view 
upon  it,  aud  the  lion,  ami  learn(*d  Solicitor 
(leneral  hail  iiidicatiHl  that  he  consitlennl 
the  clause  as  it  sIwmI  quite  suffieienr. 
With  all  due  deference  he  could  not  take 
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tlie  same  view.    They  were  dealing  with 

a  state  of  thiugs  iu  which  there  was  to  be 

lK)th  a  pergonal  and  a  property  liability* 

and   he   hoped   they  would   iu   the  dis* 

oussion  on  the  Amendment  hear  nothing 
about  legal  tech uical ides.  This  was  a 
purely  business  matter  which  business 
men  would  understand.  He  wished  to 
have  it  made  clear  that  a  person  who 
l)ought  property  or  took  a  mortgage, 
or  who  became  a  transferee  for  a 
valuable  consideration,  should  not  be 
prejudicially  affected.  He  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  give 
his  attention  to  this  matter.  It  could 
not  l)e  suggested  that  the  clause  was 
not  carefully  or  properly  framed ; 
but  if  any  amendment  of  it  could  be 
recommended  they  would,  of  course, 
be  glad  to  consider  it.  Was  it  not 
necessary  that  the  Bill  making  the 
alteration  in  these  Death  Duties  should 
be  so  plainly  worded  that  a  Court  of 
Equity  or  of  law  could  have  no  difficulty 
in  construing  its  provisions  ?  These  pro- 
visions were  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  bona  fide  holders  for  consideration, 
and  he  contended  that  it  was  desirable 
in  the  interests  of  business  people  that 
there  should  be  no  ambiguity  on  the 
points  with  which  his  Amendment  dealt. 
The  Amendment  had  not  been  put  down 
with  the  object  of  unnecessarily  troubling 
the  Government.  It  was  a  bona  fide 
attempt  to  improve  the  working  of  the 
measure,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  fair  spirit.  The  responsi- 
bility of  passing  the  Bill  in  proper  form 
restcil  with  the  House  generally,  and 
hon.  Members  could  not  discharge  them- 
selves of  the  liability  by  throwing  it  upon 
the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
42,  at  the  end,  to  insert  the  words — 

"  (8)- 

(i)  Nothing?  in  this  Act  contained  shall 
affect  any  penion  dealing  for  money  or 
money's  worth  with  any  property  liable  to 
a  charge  createil  under  this  Act  uolcis  be 
had  notice  of  such  charge  ; 

(ii.)  A  pei-Kon  shall  not  be  deemed  to  hare 
notice  of  a  charge  created  under  this  Act 
unless — 

(a)  it  is  within  his  own  knowledge,  or 
would  have  come  to  his  knowledge  if 
such  inquiries  and  inspect ior|s  h»l 
been  nukle  as  ought  reasonably  to  have 
been  made  by  him  ;  or 
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(b)  in  the  same  transaction  with  respect 
to  which  a  question  of  notice  to  such 
purchaser  or  mortgagee,  or  peraon 
dealing  for  money  or  money^s  worth 
arises,  it  has  come  to  the  knowlcilge  of 
his  counsel  as  such,  or  of  his  solicitor 
or  other. agent  as  such,  or  would  bare 
come  to  tlM  knowledge  of  bis  solicitor 
or  other  agent  as  such  if  such  ioquiries 
and  inspections  had  been  made  aa 
ought  reasonably  to  have  been  made  by 
such  solicitor  or  agent ; 

(iii.)  Upon  the  transfer  of  any  stocks,  fands. 
shares,  debentures,  or  securities,  the  traii*- 
fer  of  which  is  efliected  or  perfectetl  bj 
entry  in  a  book  or  register,  nothing  dune  or 
suffered  under  this  Act  shall  prevent  such 
entry  being  made,  or  prejudicially  affect 
the  person  making  the  same.** — {Sir  iL 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  J.  RIG  BY  said,  the  main  part  of 
the  Amendment  had  been  under  ooo- 
sideration  for  a  considerable  period,  for 
similar  Amendments  to  that  of  the  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  been  pro- 
posed at  an  early  stage  in  Committee. 
Why  should  there  be  such  a  clause  in 
such  an  Act  as  this  ?  It  bad  not  only 
been  considered  on  other  occasious  in  the 
House,  but  formed  part  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  now  in  force — namely,  the 
Conveyancing  Act  of  1882,  which  de- 
fined property  as  including 

"any  debt,  thing  in  action, or  any  right  or  in- 
terest in  the  nature  of  property,  whether  la 
possession  or  expectancy.** 

That  included  every  conceivable  thing. 
It  was  already  the  law. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  It  is  not  law 
with  reference  to  this  Bill. 

Sir  J.  RIG  BY  repeated  that  that  was 
the  existing  law,  and  it  applied  to  pur- 
chase, sale,  or  mortgage  for  valuable 
consideration.  It  was  law  with  reference 
to  this  Bill.  The  Conveyancing  Act 
applied  to  this  Bill  and  to  every  Bill 
that  was  passed,  and  what  they  were 
now  engaged  in  was  a  perfectly  vain  and 
fruitless  effort  to  improve  upon  it.  The 
Conveyancing  Act  contained  a  well- 
considered  code  with  respect  to  notice. 
That  code  was  not  improved  by,  though 
it  was  mainly  copied  into,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
The  House  ought  not  to  waste  their 
time  in  trying  to  compare  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman^s  Amendment  with 
the  well-considered  provisions  of  the  Act 
'  of  1882. 
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Mb.  grant  LAWSON  admitted 
that  the  speech  of  the  right  hoD.,  and 
learned  Gentleman  might  possibly  nullify 
the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment,  as  he 
said  it  was  already  contained  in  an  exist- 
ing Act.  But  there  was  no  doubt  that 
the  first  part  of  the  Amendment  was  not 
comprised  in  any  Act  of  Parliament.  It 
was  impossible  to  suppose  that  the  Con- 
veyancing Act  of  1882  made  provision 
for  the  Estate  Duty  Act  of  1894  so  far 
as  it  affected  any  person  dealing  for 
money  or  money ^s  worth,  with  property 
in  respect  of  which  duty  was  levied.  It 
was  ridiculous  to  say  that  a  man  who 
bona  fide  bought  a  picture  at  a  sale 
should  be  called  upon  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther this  first  charge  on  the  picture  had 
been  paid.  All  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  Amendment  did  was  to  excuse 
property  when  it  came  into  the  hands  of 
a  bona  fide  purchaser.  Therefore,  with- 
out any  reference. to  constructive  notice 
at  all,  which  did  not  appear  to  affect  the 
question,  this  Amendment  should  com- 
mend itself  to  the  House. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  urged  the 
House  not  to  waste  time  in  endeavouring 
to  amend  what  could  not  be  amended. 
He  appealed  to  the  House  to  say  whe- 
ther it  was  possible  for  them  at  that 
moment  to  undertake  to  revise  Lord 
Cairns's  Conveyancing  Act  of  1882.  The 
House  could  not  act  as  a  Conveyancing 
Committee. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  what  he  had 
pointed  out  was  that  that  Act  would 
not  apply  to  all  trausactions  under  this 
Bill. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  said,  it  must 
be  clear  to  hon.  Members  on  l)Oth  sides 
of  the  House,  that  the  Government 
should  not  be  called  upon  in  this  case 
to  alter  the  law  of  conveyancing. 

Mr.  A.  J.BALFOUR  quite  agreed  that 
this  was  a  question  of  great  complexity  ; 
but  he  could  not  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  maintaining  that  it  was 
not  the  business  of  the  House  to  con- 
sider and  deal  with  it.  What  did  the 
House  exist  for  ?  It  would  be  an  en- 
tirely new  version  of  their  Parliamentary 
duty  to  say  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  they  could  not  go  into  a  matter 
of  this  kind  without  getting  the 
assistance  of  a  Committee  of  able 
lawyers.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer seemed  to  think  it  was  sufficieut 
for  him  to  say  that  he  was  advised  that 


certain  consequences  would  follow  certain 
provisions.     But  the  Opposition  was  ad- 
vised to  exactly  the  contrary  effect.     If 
these  questions  were  simply  to  be  voted  on 
and  not  discussed  an  entirely  new  version 
of  Parliamentary  duties  would  be  set  up. 
According  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the   House  was  to  get  a  body   of  able 
lawyers    to    assist    their  deliberations ; 
their  opinions  were  to  be  taken  on  trust, 
and  the   House  was  to  divide  without 
listening  to  any  arguments.     No  answer 
had  been  given  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.    The  Attorney  General  had  read 
out  Section  3  of  the  Conveyancing  Act  of 
1882.     As  it  was  twice  as  long  as  his 
hon.  Friend's  Amendment,  no  doubt  it 
was  twice  as  well  drawn.     The  question 
to   be  answered  was  this — If  a  picture 
were  sold  at  Christie's,  if  the  purchaser 
bought  it   in  perfect  good  faith,  and  it 
turned   out   that    the   Succession  Duty 
under  this  Act  had  not  l^een  paid,  would 
the  purchaser  be  entirely  absolved  from 
any   responsibility   on  account    of   that 
defect  ?     On  the  face  of  it  apparently 
he  would  not  be  absolved.     Lord  Cairns 
was   a   great  draftsman,  politician,  aud 
lawyer,  but  he  never  foresaw  the  Budget 
of  1894.     He   could   not  have  contem- 
plated this  particular  case.     As  this  part 
of  the  Bill  had  to  be  interpreted  by  busi- 
ness  men  in  ordinary  business  transac- 
tions, it  was  bard  to  compel  them  to  turn 
up  first  this  Act  aud  then  Lord  Cairns's 
Act  of    1882.      The    system   of   cross- 
references  was  excellent  for  getting  a 
Bill  through   the   H6use  and   to  avoid 
discussion.     But   when   the   Opposition 
themselves    proposed    to    improve    the 
drafting   of   .the   Bill   the    Government 
ought  to  jump  at  the  chance  of  accepting 
an   Amendment   which    they   ought   to 
make     themselves.      The    Government 
would  greatly  conduce  to  the  clearness 
of  their  own  measure  if  they  would  ac- 
cept these  words,  which,  as  they  admitted, 
carried  out  their  own  meaning  and  was 
in   conformity    with    their   own    policy. 
When   a  suggestion   was    made    which 
would  have  the  effect  of  diminishing  all 
this  unhappy  doubt  aud  difficulty,  surely 
they  should  adopt  it. 

Mr.  BANBURY  said,  he  had  no 
desire  to  interfere  in  a  conveyancing  dis- 
cussion, but  would  point  out  that  the 
language  adopted  by  the  Government 
would  utterly  destroy  all  facilities  for 
borrowing  if  a  lender  of  stock  or  a  pur- 
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chaser  of  stock  might  tiod  himself  sailiUed 
with  charges  of  which  he  could  have  do 
knowledge. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  90  ;  Noes 
146._(Di vision  List,  No.  180.) 

Mr.  DODD  moved,  in  page  10,  line 
10,  at  end,  insert — 

**  No  appeal  shall  be  allowed  from  any  order, 
direction,  determination,  or  decision  of  the 
High  Ck>urt  made  under  this  section  except 
with  the  leave  of  the  High  Court  or  Court  of 
AppeaL" 

He  said,  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  make  it  quite  clear  what  the  pro- 
cedure was  to  be  in  regard  to  appeals 
from  the  High  Courts.  He  thought  the 
Bill  did  not  make  it  clear  whether  there 
were  to  be  appeals  from  the  High  Court 
or  whether  the  matter  was  determined 
once  and  for  all  when  it  came  before  the 
High  Court.  The  Attorney  General  had 
stated  that  he  would  consider  the  points 
raised,  and  he  understood  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  the  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name  with  some  verbal 
alteration.* 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.^' 

Sir  R.  W£BST£R  said,  he  was 
sorry  the  Government  had  determined  to 
accept  this  Amendment,  beoause  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  better  to  let 
matters  stand  as  they  were. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
to  be  of  the  highest  importance  that  there 
should  be  a  right  of  appeal  in  regard  to 
taxation.  Sometimes  the  amount  in- 
volved would  be  very  large,  and  very 
often  the  question  of  principle  would 
be  most  important  and  the  decision 
would  govern  a  great  number  of  cases. 
Upon  questions  of  taxation  of  the 
subject  it  was  most  essential  that  the 
right  of  appeal  should  be  allowed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
27,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  unjust,*'  and 
insert  "  hardship." — (3/r.  Byrne,) 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had  put 
down  an  alternative  Amendment  substi- 
tuting the  word  "  oppressive "  for  the 
word  **  unjust,**  and  he  would  ask  that 
his  Amendment  be  accepted.  He  could 
not  move  his  Amendment,  but  it  seemed 

Mr,  Banbury 


to  him  the  word  he  suggested  would  best 
describe  what  was  meant. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said  he  saw  no 
objection. 

The  word  **  oppressive  "  substituted. 

Ameudmenti  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rkid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  :— 
Page  11,  lines  27  and  2S,  leave  out 
"  to  pay  the  whole  of  the  duty  claimed.** 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  moved,  in  pi^e  10, 

line  28,  after  the  lirst  word  ""  appeal,''  to 

insert  the  words — 

'^  to  pay  the  whole  or,  a»  the  otae  may  be,  any 
part  of  the  duty  claimed  by  the  Gommiflsiooen 
or  of  such  portion  of  it  an  18  then  payable  by 
him.*' 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  ib  line  1,  «fter  the  word 
"pay,**  to  insert  the  words  "or  give 
security  for." — {Mr.  Byf%e,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendment.** 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  was  understood  to 
say  that  the  hon.  and  learned  G^tle- 
man*s  Amendment  would  dispense  with 
security  altogether. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  that  as  the  clMse 
stood  something  must  be  paid.  His 
Amendment  would  provide  that  seevrity 
should  be  given. 

Mr.  R.  T  Rbid  read  the  words  of 
the  clause,  whereupon 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  was 
right  and  that  he  was  wrong,  and  he 
would  therefore  withdraw  his  Amend* 
ment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  wbe- 
tlier  the  word  **of  **  was  not  uimeoes- 
sary  ?     He  m6ved  to  umit  \U 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word  **of.*' 
— (A/r.  Gibson  Bowles,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Pa^re  10,  line  29,  leave  out  from  the  first 
'*  of,*'  to  "  but,*'  in  line  30,  and  insert— 
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**  no  datj,  or  of  tnch  part  only  of  the  duty  as 
to  the  Coart  seemit  reasonable,  and  on  secohty 
to  the  ntiafactaon  of  the  Coort  being  given  fur 
the  duty,  or  so  much  of  the  ilaty  an  i«  not  so 
paid." 

Mr*  DODD  moved,  in  page  10,  line 
40,  at  end,  add — 

**  Proridoil  that,  for  the  purpose  of  any  appeal 
from  such  county  oourt,  the  matter  uf  such 
appeal  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  county  court 
matter,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  rules,  re- 
strict ions,  and  condittons  from  time  to  time 
applicable  to  appeals  from  oounty  courts." 

Queaiion  proposed,  *^  That  tboHO  word« 
be  there  added/* 


8iK  R.  W£BST£R  objected  to  the 
Amendment.  They  were  willing  to 
leara  from  anybody  what  the  prooodure 
ought  to  be,  but  he  could  not  agree 
that  the  bon.  and  learned  Member  should 
make  a  condition  of  this  tMirt. 

Sir  W.  UAHCOURT  said,  he  was 
rather  inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Welmter). 
They  might,  however,  consider  the  matter 
later. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  butcher  moved,  in  page 
11,  line  1,  leave  out  "the  duty," 
and  insert  "such  duty  or  duties.** 
He  said  the  object  of  his  Amendment 
was  to  serute  that  a  certificate  of  dis- 
eharge  should  l>e  givcu  to  persons  pay- 
ing the  settlement  Estate  Duty  as  well 
as  the  ordinary  Estate  Duty. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

•Sir  J.  RIG  BY  said,  the  Amendment 
was  uuneoesaary,  as  the  Seulemeut 
Estate  Duty,  equally  with  the  Estate 
Duty,  was  ineluded  in  the  words  of  the 
clause. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  recolleot  everything  that  appeared 
ID  the  Bill,  but  he  thought  this  Amend- 
■Mnt  was  necessary,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  indicated  that  they  would 
aooept  it  on  the  oocasioD  when  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  the  Meml>er  for  East 
Bristol  gave  way  to  the  af>|)eal  of  the 
Attorney  General.  Without  this  Aujcnd- 
ment  the  Act  would  not  be  clear. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  Attorney  General  tlmt  the  words 
were  onnecessarv. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  there 
a  distinction  between  the  two  duties. 

VOL.  KXVI.     [fourth  sbribs.] 
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They  were  separate  duties  levied  on 
separate  and  distinct  principles.  It  was 
not  reasonable  to  oppose  this  Amendment, 
which,  after  all,  was  only  a  drafting 
Amendment.  Surely  the  Government 
did  not  propose  to  refuse  a  certificate  in 
respect  of  the  payment  of  every  duty 
under  the  Act  ? 

Mil.  BYRNE  said,  be  did  not  think 
the  insertion  of  these  words  would  do 
any  harm.  Still,  he  believed  that,  upon 
the  whole,  the  Court,  although  hold- 
iug  that  the  clause  was  very  badly 
worded,  would  take  the  view  of  the  tio- 
vornuiont. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Reii>,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  11,  line  5,  leave  out  ^on,"  and 
insert  *'  in  respect  of." 

Page  11,  line  7,  after  ^  tliem,**  insert 
"and  verifies." 


Sir  R.  WEBSTER  moved,  in  Clause 
11,  page  11,  line  10,  leave  out  "may,** 
and  insert  "  shall.**  He  submitted  that 
if  after  two  years  the  ordinary  conditions 
had  not  l>eeu  fuIfiUinl,  it  was  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  Excbe<|uer  that  the  Com- 
miHsioners  should  determine  the  rate  of 
the  Estate  Duty,  and  that  there  was  no 
object  under  tliese  circumstances  of 
giving  an  option  to  tlie  Commissioners. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  II,  line 
10,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  many,**  and 
insert  the  woni  "shall.**— <^^r  R. 
Wtbtier.) 

(jueslion  pro{M>sed,  "That  the  word 
'  may  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  was  afraid 
the  (iovtTument  could  not  aecept  this 
Amendment.  The  |Hiqiort  of  the  clause 
was  that  after  two  years  there  should  lie 
power  to  the  Conimissiooers  to  determine 
the  rate  of  assessment.  He  thought  it 
was  necessary  and  desirable  tluit  the 
Commissioners  should  have  some  dis- 
cretion. This  matter  was  diseUMsed  in 
Committee,  and  he  took  the  same  view 
then  as  now. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
clause  had  been  essentially  altered  by  the 
introduction  of  the  word  "  verified.** 
The  aucouot  was  to  be  delivered  "  to 
tlie  l>e.4t  of  his  knowledge  and  lielief,** 
but  now   it  had  to  lie  verif^hl  on  oath, 
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and  this  man  had  to  give  an  account  of 
prop^ty  and  of  burdens  thereon,  and 
disclose  every  particular.  Under  these 
circumstauceSy  it  was  reasonable  to  re- 
quire that  the  real  purpose  of  the  section 
should  be  carried  out,  and  that  the  duty 
should  be  settled  and  the  discharge  made. 
It  could  not  be  the  purpose  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  keep  open  the  accounts  for 
an  indefinite  time.  It  was  in  the  interest 
of  the  Inland  Revenue  that  the  certificate 
should  be  given  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible.  Accounts  were  left  long 
enough  open  already  ;  and  every  occasion 
that  might  fairly  be  taken  for  closing 
them  should  be  availed  of.  Here  was 
such  an  occasion.  Ho  should,  therefore, 
support  the  Amendment. 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  as  he 
understood  the  Bill  an  executor  would 
not  get  probate  until  he  produced  the 
certificate,  and  consequently  until  the 
executor  got  the  certificate  he  could  not 
touch  one  penny  of  the  estate.  Was  it 
seriously  contended  by  the  Government 
that  the  Executor  was  to  wait  two  years 
before  he  could  handle  a  single  item  of 
the  property.  Sub-section  5  of  Section 
9  of  the  Bill  no  doubt  provided  that  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  the  duty,  the 
executor  would  have  power  to  raise  the 
amount  of  the  duty  by  sale  or  mortgage  of 
the  property. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  That  has  been 
struck  out. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  it  had  not 
been  struck  out.  The  House  had  passed 
it  half  an  hour  ago.  He  read  that  pro- 
vision as  a  sort  of  help  to  the  wretched 
executor  to  enable  him  to  pay  the  full 
Estate  Duty.  But  it  was  most  unreason- 
able that)  after  the  unfortunate  executor 
had  waited  two  years  before  he  obtained 
his  certificate  which  would  alone  enable 
him  to  deal  with  the  property,  the  Com- 
missioners should  still  have  a  discre- 
tionary power  allowed  them  as  to  whe- 
ther or  no  they  should  then  grant  the 
certificate. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  pointed  out  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  in 
supposing  that  an  executor  must  pay  the 
fall  amount  of  the  duty  before  he  could 
obtain  probate  and  proceed  to  handle  the 
estate 

Mr!  MATTHEWS :  Where  is  it  pro- 
vided that  he  can  get  probate  before 
paying  the  amount  ? 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles 


Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  Clause  6, 
Sub-section  3,  provided  that  where  an 
executor  had  not  full  knowledge  of  the 
amount  of  the  value  of  the  property,  he 
might  make  an  estimate  of  the  value, 
and  then  he  would  get  probate.  There 
was  such  an  immense  multitude  of  clauses 
in  the  Bill  that  it  was  impossible  to 
carry  them  all  in  one^s  mind  ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  that 
there  were  other  clauses  in  the  Bill 
which  gave  to  the  executor  the  power  of 
getting  probate,  even  before  he  paid  the 
full  amount  of  the  duty. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rsid, 
the  following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to: — Page  11,  line  10,  leave  out** on," 
and  insert  **  in  respect  of." 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  moved,  in  page  1 1, 
line  17,  to  leave  out  **any  person,"  and 
insert  **  the  applicant."  The  sub-section 
which  he  sought  to  amend  stood  in  the 
Bill  as  follows  : — 

"(3.)  A  certificate  of  the  Commisaoners 
under  this  sectioa  shall  not  dischaiige  any  per- 
son or  property  from  Estate  Duty  in  case  ol 
fraud  or  failure  to  disclose  material  facts,  and 
shall  not  affect  the  rate  of  duty  payable  on  any 
property  afterwards  shown  to  have  paosed  on 
the  death,  and  the  duty  thereon  shall  be  at  such 
rate  as  would  be  payable  if  the  value  thereof 
were  added  to  the  value  of  the  property  on 
which  duty  has  been  already  paid." 

His  Amendment  was  the  first  of  a  series 
of  four  Amendments  to  Snb^sectlon  3, 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  make  the 
first  few  lines  of  the  sub-section  read  as 
follows : — 

**  A  certificate  of  the  CommiflsionerB  shall  not 
discharge  't^e  applicant*  or  'any'  property 
'  complied  in  the  certificate  *  from  Estate  IMtr 
in  case  of  fraud  or  failure  to  diisclose  material 
facts  *  on  the  part  of  the  applicant/  and  shall 
not  affect  the  rate  of  duty  payable  on  any  pro- 
perty afterwards  shown  to  have  passed  on  the 
death    .    .    .    ." 

His  object  in  moving  these  Amend- 
ments was  to  clear  up  certain  ambigui- 
ties which,  he  submitted,  existed  in  the 
wording  of  the  section  as  it  stood.  Tasay 
that  no  person  or  property  shall  be  dis* 
charged  from  Estate  Duty  because  at  the 
time  the  application  was  made  the 
applicant  was  guilty  of  this  misconduct 
or  fraud  was  to  introduce  into  the  law 
relating  to  fraud  a  principle  which  he 
believed  to  be  without  precedent.  He 
should   therefore  like   to  hear  from  the 
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Solioilor  Geueral  why  the  ^ub-soction 
bad  beoD  frmmcd  witb  so  wide  a  scope. 
It  was  difficult  to  uDderstand  why  fraud 
fthould  bo  allowed  to  impose  cousequeiices 
of  further  liabiiitj,  or  the  oontiauanco  of 
liabiljtj  on  a  property  aud  oa  a  person 
for  a  fault  which  tboj  had  not  committed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11, 
line  17,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^any 
person/*  and  insert  the  words  ^'  the  appli- 
cant."—(6'ir  A  fFehsier.) 

Question  pro|M>8e<l,  *'  That  the  words 
'any  person  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  no  in- 
justice was  done  by  the  sub-section  as  it 
stood.  Of  course  it  was  necessary  to 
guard  against  fraud  or  failure  to  disclose 
material  facts,  and  accordingly  it  was 
provided  that  '*  a  certi6cate  of  the  Com- 
missioners under  this  section  shall  not 
discharge  any  person  or  pro|)erty  from 
Estate  Duty  in  case  of  fraud  or  failure  to 
disclose  material  facts."  It  might  l>e  said 
that  that  would  ex{M>se  innocent  persons  to 
the  consequences  of  frau«l  in  which  they 
were  not  accomplices.  But  there  was  ti 
provii>oat  tlicend  of  the  elttUHC  which  ran — 

•*FrorWeil  Dorortholens  tlwt  a  certificate  pur^ 
boitinK  to  be  a  dboljargi;  uf  the  whole  EitUtc 
l>utY  jmyable  in  itwiH'fl  of  any  pnjperty  in- 
Hatfol  in  the  certificate  shnll  exonerate  a  btmn 
fide  ptirchascr  for  VMlaaMe  consifleration  with- 
oQt  notice  from  the  datj  notwithntanding  anj 
moh  fraud  or  bUlurc.** 

That  was  to  say,  thai  once  it  was  shown 
that  a  person  had  honestly  received  for 
value  he  shoo  Id  be  entirely  exonerate*! 
by  the  oertalicate  ;  aud  therefore  no  liarm 
would  ensue  under  the  sub-section.  Some 
people  might  be  perfectly  guilty,  and  yet 
nmler  the  Amendment  they  would  Im* 
discharged.  He  thought  that  the  viows 
of  the  Gt>vernment  were  not  far  off  those 
of  Gentleneo  opposite.  The  (srovem- 
ment  did  not  want  any  innocent  person 
to  l»e  injured,  but  they  thought  it  was 
neoeMarj  to  inaist  upon  the  words  of  the 
elanse. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  rcgrette<l  very 
much,  particularly  after  the  manner  in 
which  the  learned  Solicitor  General  had 
received  the  Amendment  and  his  state- 
ment that  he  d<»?<inM|  to  trt»at  everyl»ody 
fairly,  that  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  GentlemanN  view  of 
the  clause.  There  might  be  a  case  in 
which  an  estate  came  into  the  hands  of 


a  trustee  who  was  dishonest  and  kept 
back  part  of  the  property.  The  trust 
estate  might  afterwards  fall  into  the 
hands  of  another  trnstee,  who  stated  all 
he  knew,  had  l>oen  guilty  of  no  fraud 
whatever,  and  asked  for  a  certificate.  In 
that  ease  no  protectiou  whatever  would 
be  aflt)rded  to  the  innocent  person.  The 
words  suggested  in  the  Amendment 
appeared  to  bo  exactly  appropriate  to 
meet  the  case,  and  he  thereifore  cordially 
supported  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  By  the  indulgence 

of   the    House   may   I  say  that  in    the 

case  quoted  by    the    hon.    and    learned 

Gentleman  the  trustee  would  not  be  re- 
sponsible at  all  ?  The  property  would 
be  liable,  and  the  persons  who  would 
suffer  from  the  liability  of  the  property 
would  be  the  beneficiaries.  It  is  quite 
right  that  under  such  circumstances  they 
should  suffer. 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham,  E.): 

One  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  enable 

the  owner  of  part  of  the  property  passing 

on  a  death  to  pay  his  Estate  Duty  and 
get  his  discharge.  I  think  tliat  is  clear 
from  the  first  sub-section.  Let  me  sup- 
pose an  estate,  part  of  which  consists  of 
real  property  and  goes  to  A.  The  exe- 
cutor, B,  is  a  fraudulent  person,  who 
keeps  back  a  certain  quantity  of  bonds  to 
bearer,  and  does  not  disclose  them  to  the 
Commissioners.  The  unhappy  A  knows 
nothing  about  this,  and  he  goes  to  the 
CommiHsionera  and  asks  them  to  fix  the 
Estate  Duty  and  to  give  him  his  certi- 
ficate of  release.  That  is  done,  but  it 
afterwards  turns  out  that  B  has  been 
guilty  of  fraud,  and  the  Government  say 
that  under  such  circumstances  the  oerti- 
ficate  is  not  to  protect  either  A  or  his 
pro{>erty  by  reason  of  the  fraud  of  some- 
bo<ly  else.  Surely  the  Government 
cannot  mean  that.  I  think  that  the 
illuritration  given  by  my  hou.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Byrne)  has  not  been  an- 
swere<l  by  the  Solicitor  Geueral,  but 
illustrations  without  number  may  be 
given  of  cases  where  an  innocent  peraoi 
may  hare  obtained  a  certificate,  but  ma 
suffer  under  this  clause  l>ecause  of  t 
fraud  of  another  |H>rson. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divide^l  : — Ayes 
Noes  91. ^Division  List,  No.  181 
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Some  verbal  AmendmeDts, — {Mr,R.  T. 
Beid,) — agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  11,  after  the  word  "interest,"  to 
insert  the  words — 

"and  shall  give  a  certificate  of  discharge  ac- 
coniingly :  Provided  that  the  certificate  shall 
not  discharge  any  person  from  any  duty  in  case 
of  fraud  or  failure  to  disclose  material  facts." — 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr,  BYRNE  said,  he  proposed,  in  the 
third  line,  to  leave  out  "any  person," 
and  insert  "  the  applicant." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  thought  ho  could 
show  that  the  words  "auj  person" 
ought  to  be  left  in,  because  the  certificate 
did  not  "  discharge  any  person  from  any 
duty  in  case  of  fraud  or  failure  to  dis- 
close material  facts." 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  must  point  out 
that  this  was  a  question  for  the  discharge 
of  the  person,  and  fraud  or  failure  on  the 
part  of  others  ought  not  to  prevent  the 
applicant  from  getting  his  personal  dis- 
charge unless  they  were  going  to  make, 
somehow  or  other,  fraud  to  attach  so 
that  a  person  should  not  get  a  certificate 
at  all.  The  point  was  ithat  if  a  man  had 
not  been  guilty  of  fraud  he  ought  to  get 
a  certificate  that  would  free  him  alto- 
gether. He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "any  person,"  and  insert  the 
words  "  the  applicant." — {Mr,  Byrne.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  any  person '  stand  pari  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  was  sorry 

he   could   not  accept   this  Amendment. 

This  was  a  clause  which  provided  for  a 

composition,  to  take  so  much  down  and 

have  done  with  it,  which  was  a  proper 

and  reasonable   clause   to   adopt,  but  it 

was  an  element  in  all  compromises,  as 

this  was,  that  there  was  an  absence  of 

fraud.     It  seemed  to  him  the  same  ob- 

iBction  applied   to   this   Amendment  as 

was  applied  to  auother  Amendment  that 

was  moved   before — namely,   that  they 

released    the  applicant  who    might  be 

gniHy,  and  did  not  discharge  those  who 

^igte  be  innocent. 


Mr.  BYRNE  said,  that  after  what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Genertri  bad 
said  he  felt  that  it  was  no  use  to  take 
another  Division,  and  therefore  he  would 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Words  inserted. 

Verbal  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
27,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  by  the  High 
Court."— (i^r.  R.  T.  Beid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word* 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said, 
that  by  leaving  out  the  words  "  by  the 
High  Court "  they  might  have  to  con- 
sider what  was  intended  to  be  inserted. 
The  difficulty  that  arose  on  this  part  of 
the  clause  was  this.  The  words  were, 
"  any  dispute  as  to  the  proportion  of 
Estate  Duty  to  be  borne  by  any  property 
or  person  may  be  determined  by  the  High 
Court,"  and  the  clause  did  not  say  whe- 
ther that  deteroiination  was  to  be  a  final 
one  or  subject  to  the  ordinary  rules  of 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  and  then 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  What  he  wished 
to  ask  was  whether  it  was  intended  the 
High  Court  should  determine  it  once  for 
all,  or  whether  there  should  be  an  appeal 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal  and  then  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  because  in  that  case  it 
might  be  wise  to  show  the  appeal  should 
be  the  same  appeal  as  that  given  by 
Clause  10?  For  his  part,  he  had  no 
preference  whether  there  was  to  be  ao 
appeal  given  or  not,  but  he  thought  thej 
should  make  it  plain  one  way  or  the 
other.  Lest  it  might  be  said  the  clause 
was  already  plain,  he  would  remind  the 
learned  Solicitor  Greneral  there  was  a 
case  he  would  probably  know  where  there 
was  an  appeal  from  a  decision,  under  one  of 
the  Local  Government  Acts,  of  the 
County  Council,  and  it  was  there  held — 
Lord  Herschell  gave  the  judgment — there 
could  be  no  appeal ;  therefore  be  thought 
they  would  do  well  to  make  this  clear  in 
one  sense  or  the  other. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  was  sorry  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  not  put  down 
kis  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  so  that  he 
could  have  been  better  prepared  to  meet 
it,  but  he  might  say  that  his  intention 
Avas  clear  that  there  should  be  an  appeal 


1655      ConcUiation  (Trade       (13  Jult  1894}  DispuUi)  Bill.  1654 

ftcoording  to  the  ordiDary  Roles  of  Court. 
He  anderetood  that  bis  boo.  and  learned 
Friend  was  not  particniar  about  It,  and 
that  being  the  ease,  and  not  objecting 
otherwise  to  the  Amendment,  he  thought 
it  might  be  allowed  to  pass. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  R.  T.  Rbid,  the 

following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  12,  line  29,  after  **  court,"  add— 

*"  Either  bj  the  High  Court,  or,  where  the 
sffioant  in  dispute  is  lem  than  tdty  pouodB,  bv 
1  Omnty  Court  for  the  county  or  place  in  which 
the  penon  recovering  the  same  renides,  or  the 


property  in  respect  of  which  the  duty  \»  paid  is 
situate.** 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 

29,  after  the  word  **  court,"  to  insert,  as 

A  new  Sub-section,  the  words — 

"  (3)  Any  person  from  whom  a  rateable  part 
of  lUtate  Duty  can  be  rocoverod  under  thin 
icction  shall  be  Iwund  by  the  accounts  and 
raluatioiis  as  settled  between  the  person  en- 
titled to  recover  the  same  ami  the  Comrais- 
sioncni.*' 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  really 
thought  this  could  not  be  passed  without 
a  word  of  explanation.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  when  an  executor  paid  duty  he 
was  not  bound  to  pay  at  the  request  of 
the  successor  ;  and  then  to  come  to  the 
question  of  the  accounts  the  successor 
was  to  be  bound  by  those  accounts,  in  the 
making  of  which  he  had  had  no  part,  for 
every  and  any  piirpoHe.  That  could 
hardly  he  intended  ;  it  could  only  l>e  in* 
tended  he  should  be  bound  for  the  as- 
sessment of  the  duty  and  the  recovery  of 
that  duty  from  him.  He  would,  there- 
fore, suggest  that  after  •'  bound  "  they 
should  insert  the  words  "  an  roganls  any 
does  recoverable  from  him.** 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  thought  he 
oould  satisfy  the  hon.  Gentleman  from  his 
own  point  of  Tiew  they  need  not  add 
these  words.  Under  this  section,  where 
a  person  was  required  to  account  for  a 
dnty  upon  a  settled  estate^  and  hail  paid 
that  dutv,  he  would  l>e  entitled  to 
recover  from  the  owner  of  an  annuity 
or  the  owner  of  the  life  rent,  and 
would  be  bound  by  the  accounts  and 
valuatiouM  as  settled  between  the  per- 
son entitled  to  recover  the  same  and 
the  CommiHflioners.  He  was  quite  clear 
that  the  wonls  of  his  Amendment 
were  necessary. 

VOL.  XXVI.  [kocrth  skriks.] 


Mr.  Gibson  Bowlss  rose  to  speak, 
when 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  remarked  that  he 
had  already  spoken. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Then  I 
must  press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Amendment 
was  not  moved. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  **  bound,**  to 
insert  the  words  ^^as  regards  any  duties 
recoverable  by  him.**— (-^r.  Barilejf,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
1)0  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendment.** 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
having  been  put  in  Order  by  the  amiable 
act  of  bis  hon.  Friend  behind  him  he 
wished  to  say  his  idea  was  identical  with 
that  of  the  Solicitor  General,  but  he  had 
had  a  natural  and  reasonable  doubt  whe- 
ther it  would  not  extend  beyond  what 
was  intended  by  the  Government.  He 
accepted  the  legal  oploioo  oi  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlenmn  and  would  not 
desbe  his  hon.  Friend  to  press  the 
Amendment  he  had  moved. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Words  inserted. 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

CONCILIATION  (TRADR  DISPUTKH)  BILU 

(No.  12.V) 

SECOND  RKADINQ. 

Adjourned  Debate  on  Second  Reading 
[23rd  April]. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*Tbat  the  Bill  be  now  rea<]  a  second 
time.** 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  since  he  last 
mentioned  this  Bill  there  was  a  strong 
expression  of  opinion  that  it  should  be 
read  a  second  tine  and  referred  to  the 
Standing  Committee  ;  therefore  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  consent  to  read  this 
Bill  a  second  time  and  then  refer  it,  to* 
gether  with  the  Bill  from  the  Londom 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

M  R.  BROMLEY  -  DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  said,  he  did  not 
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wish  to  stop  the  Bill  from  passing,  but 
he  objected  to  its  being  brought  on  for 
discussion  at  this  hour. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  an  ample  oppor- 
tunity to  discuss  it  would  be  found  in  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT  :  I 
object. 

Adjourned  Debate  further  adjourned 
till  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER   (POOR    LAW)    BILL.— (No.    282.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

WILD  BIRD8'  PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.- (No.  134.) 
Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

OUTDOOR    RELIEF    (FRIENDLY   SOCIE- 
TIES) BILL.— (No.  14.) 
Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  WORKS  BILL. 

(No.  196.) 
Lords  Amendment  to  be   considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to — 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  1)  Bill. 

Amendments  to  Amendments  to — 

Injured  Animals  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No  16)  Bill,  with  an  Amendment. 

Local  Grovemment  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Order  (No.  6)  BiU. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
^'An  Act  to  amend  the  Larceny  Act, 
1861,  with  respect  to  the  jurisdiction 
exerciseable  in  cases  relating  to  the 
receipt  of  stolen  property."  [Larceny 
Act  Amendment  Bill  lLords'}.j 

Mr,  Bromley^Davenport 


ZANZIBAR    INDEMNITY    BILL. 
(No.  808.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time  upon  Monday  next. 

LABOURERS     (iRSLAND)    ACTS     (BXTBK- 
SION   TO   fishermen)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmoode,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  so  as  to 
inclode  Fishermen,  ordered  to  be  broogfat  in  by 
Sir  Thomas  Esmonde,  Mr.  Donal  HnlliTan,  and 
Mr.  Webb. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  318.] 

GROUND  GAME   ACT   (1880)   AMENDMENT 

(no.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Donald  Macfarlane,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Ground  Game  Act,  1880,  orrlcrod  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Donald  Macfi&rUmc,  Mr. 
Beith,  Vt.  Clark,  Mr.  Weir,  Mr.  Birkmyre,  and 
Mr.  Angus  Sutherland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  tim^  [Bill  314.] 

british  museum  [purchase  of 

land]. 
Resolutions  reported  ; 

1.  ^  That  it  is  expedient  to  aothorise  the  issue* 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  Unitad 
Kingdom,  of  a  sum  not  exceeding  £300,000,  for 
the  purchase  of  certain  lands  by  the  Trustees  o€    4^ 
the  British  Museum.^* 

3.  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  tho 
National  Debt  Commissioners  to  lend  to  tlie 
Treasury  the  said  sum  or  part  thereof,  and  to 
authorise  the  payment  out  of  moneys  to  be  pro- 
Tided  by  Paruament,  or  (if  those  moneys  sac 
insufficient),  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  of 
any  annuity  and  interest  required  for  the  repay- 
ment of  such  loan.** 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mellor, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,    [Bill  815.] 

House  adjourned  at  twentT  minates  after 
TwelTc  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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Explanation  of  Abbreviations. 


Bills,  R6«d  !•,  !•,  2*.  2»,  3*,  3*. 
ReAd  tho  Pint,  Heoood,  or 
Third  Time. 

IR.,  3R.,  8R.  Speech  de- 
livered on  First,  Socond, 
or  Third  Reading. 

Adj.    Adjourned. 


A.    Answers, 
r.    Commons. 
Com.    Committee, 
com.    Committed. 
Intro.  Introduction. 
I,    Lords. 
Obs.    Obsenratioos. 


Pres.    Presented: 
Q.    Questions. 
Rep.    Reported. 
R.P.    Report 
Reso.  Resolutions. 


The  subjects  of  Debate,  m  tar  m  possible,  are  dasiifled  under  General  Hea  lings :  r^,^ 


AFRICA 
ARMY 

Board  of  Aobiculturb 
Board  of  Tradb 
Civil  Sbrviob 
Cctbtomb,  Excibk,  and  In- 
land Rbvbnub 
Education 


India 

IBBLAND 

Laboitb  Dbpabtmbnt 

Law     AND     JUSTIOB     AND 

Police 
Local  Government  Board 
Merchant  Shipping 


Metropolis 
Navt 

Parliament 
Post  Officr 
Scotland 

SCPPLT 
WALSti 


Accomniani  Generats  Department 
(See  under  JVtfry) 

ACLAND,    Right     Hon.   A.    H.   D. 

a  ice  President  of  the  Council  on 
ucBtton),  Vork^  fV.E.,  Rotkerkam 
Atherington  National  School,  441 
College  of  Sdenoe,  Dublin,  437 

Denominational    Teaching    in    Elementary 
Schools,  1194 

Education  Department  and  School  Grants, 
1478 

VOL.  XXVI.  [fourth  aeries.]  [eoiU. 


ACLAND,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  l>,^cotit. 

Education  Report,  1077 

Elementary  Education  BUI,  Intr)^  513  :  SB.. 
143« 

Exton  SchooU  1483 

Oeldeston  Church  Sdiool,  1066 

Orejstoke  School,  CumbcrUnd,  950 

Halsham  School,  Yorkshire,  1079 

North  Hagboume  Church  of  England  Schools 
1187 

School  Atten<UDce  Committees.  1194 
Univerdty  Colleges,  Report,  1077 
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AcLAND-HooD,  Captain  Sir  A.ySomerset, 

Wellington 

Anny  Estimates 
Clothing,  971 
Wellington  Barracks,  1037, 1101,  1105 

Advertisements,  Importation  of 
Qs.  Mr.  Farquharson,   Mr.  Tomlinson ;    As. 
Mr.  Bryce  July  3,  795 

Afghan  War  Promotions 
Q.  Sir  8.  King  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Jurm  26, 
118 

Africa 

Amlo  -  Belgian     Agree ment^     Q.    Mr.    J. 

Chamberlain ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  June  28, 

244  ;  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir 

E.  Grey  July  2,  694 
I'ree  Tt-antit  <if  Goods,  ^-c.  through  the 

Coiwo,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A. 

Sir  E.  Grey  Jum  28,  448 
(rermany,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett  ;  A. 

Sir  E.  Grey  J^M/«J  26,  118 

British  Goods  in  South  Africa,  Qs.  Colonel 

H.  Vincent ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  22, 

\%\July  12,  1478 
Gunpowdsr   in  British   Central  Africa,  Q. 

Commander  Bethell ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  12, 

1478 
Niger    Company — Customs    Union.    Q.    Mr. 

Lawrence  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  June  26,  229 
Oil    Rivers   Protectorate— Customs    Uniim, 

Q.  Mr.  Lawrence ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  June  26, 

229 

Sierra  Leone 

Confiict  between  French  and  English 
Forces ^  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A. 
Sir  E.  Grey  July  13, 1674 

Slave  Trade 

NyassaZand,  Q.  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease  ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grey  July  10, 1297 

Zanzibar  Waters,  Q.  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease ;  A. 
Sir  E.  Grey  June  25,  117 
Swaziland    Convention,    Obe.,    Marquess  of 

Ripon,    Lord  Knutsford  Jwne  29,  517  ;  Q. 

Sir   G.    Baden- Powell  ;    A.    Mr.    Buxton 

July  10,  1800;  Q.  Mr.  Cayzer;  A.   Mr. 

Buxton  July  12,  1477 

Transvaal 
Commandeering,  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Sir  D.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Bartley, 
Mr.  Darling ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  Jmw  22, 17  ; 
Qs.  Mr.  Darling,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett, 
Mr.  Webster  ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton,  Sir 
W.  Harcourt  June  25,  127 ;  Qs.  Sir  E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Darling,  Mr. 
Webster ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  June  26;  240  ; 
Qs.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther,  Mr.  Darling  ;  As. 
Mr.  Buxton  June  28,  449 ;  Qs.  Sir  E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Webster,  Sir  G. 
Baden-Powell ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  June  28, 
450:  Q.  IjonX  Knutsford  ;  A.  The  Marquess 
of  Ripon  June  29,  517  ;  Q.  Mr.  Goschen  ; 
A.  Mr.  Buxton  June  29,  570  ;  Qs.  S^r  E. 
Ashmewl-Bartlett,  Mr.  Webster,  Sir  G. 
Baden-Powell.  Mr.  Darling  ;  As.  Mr. 
Buxton  July  2,  6Sa  ;  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmeati- 
Bartlett.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  As.  Mr. 
Buxton  July  U>,  1296 ;  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett  ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  July  12,  1479 

[cont. 


Afbica — cont, 
Transvaal~-~cont, 
Mining  Industry,  Q.  Mr.  Bartley  ;  A.  Mr. 
Buxton  June  26,  125 
Zanzibar  IndemnUy,  Con.  in  Com.  July  6, 
1168 ;  Res.  reported  July  9,  1279 
(For  Bill  see  title  Zanzibar  IndemnUy  Bill) 

Aged  Poor  Commission 
Q.  Mr.  Logan ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  10, 
1310 

AOBICmTUBE,  BOABB  OF 

President— Mr.  H.  GARDNER 

Canadian     Cattle     Importation,     Q.     Mr. 

JeflFreys ;   A.  Mr.  Buxton  June  22,  8  ;  Q. 

Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;    A.  Mr.  Ganlner  July  3. 

781 ;   Qs.  Mr.  Chaplin,  Dr.  Farquharson, 

Sir  J.  Leng;    As.  Mr.  Gardner  July  12, 

1473 
Corn   Beturne,    Q.    Mr.    Rankin  ;    A.    Mr. 

Gardner  June  28,  453 
DiJteased    Sheep  at   Ardrishaig,  Q.   Sir    D- 

Macfarlane ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  IS,  1556 
Forestry,  Q.  Mr.  J.  CoUings ;   A.  Mr.  Oartl- 

ner  June  22,  6 
Glebe  Lands  Aet,  1888,  Sales  under,  Q.  Sir 

J.  Savory ;  A.  Mr.  Ganlner  June  29,  564 
Irish  Ordnance  Department,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  Gardner  June  29,  663 
Leaflets  on  Agriculture,  Q.  Mr.  H.  John- 
stone ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  12,  1480 

Swine  Fever 
Denbighshire,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts  ;    A.  Mr. 

Gardner  June  28,  452 
Bestrietion  on  the  Sale  of  Swine,  Q.  Mr. 

H.   Roberts ;    A.   Mr.  Gardner  July   6, 

1080 

Tuberculosis  Commission  Beport,  Qs.  Mr. 
Field,  Sir  C.  Dilke ;  As.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
June  29,  665 

Aliens  Bill 

I,  Free.,  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  Read  l^Julf  6, 
1047 

A!^BROSE,  Dr.  R.,  Mayo,   W. 

Achill  Extension  Railway,  236 
Achill  Islanders,  Prosecution  of,  130 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex,  Harrow 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cL  15,  81 ;  cl  17,  190 ; 
cl,  18, 193 

America — United  States 

Australian  Mails  and  United  States  Bitfts, 

Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  13, 

1572 
Cattle  Skips  and  Essex  Fisheries,  Q.  Major 

Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Jun^-  26,  237 
Penny  Postage,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Hcatou  ;  A.  Mr.  A* 

Morlev  June  26,  222 

Prison-Made  Goods,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ; 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  June  29,  568 
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Anglo'Belgian   Agreement  (see    under 
Africa) 

AK4TBUTUKR,  Mr.  H.  T.,  St,  Andrewiy 

ape, 

Moiscl  Scalps  (Scotland)  BUI,  SB.,  875 

Antwerp — Burial  of  Seamen 

a  Mr.  C.  WiUiams  ;  A.  Sir  S.  Grey  July  13, 
1657 

Arbitration  (Sootlaiid)  BiU 

t.  Con.  in  Com. ;  Beported  ;  Bead  3^,  and  passed 
June  23,  104 

/.  Betamed  from  the  Commons  June  25, 114 

Royal  Assent  Juiy  3 

Argyll,  Duke  of 

London  County  Council — The  Duchy  of  Jjan- 
caster  and  Betterment,  Bes.,  1554 


ASVT 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  Campbbll-Bak* 

KXRMAN 

Under  Secretary  of    State— Lord    Savd- 

HCRAT 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  Wood  all 

Advert isement*^  Beferences  to,  in  Debate  on 
the  ISttimatrs,  Jnly  5,  973,  kc. 

Afghan  ir<ir  PtomotionSt  Q.  Sir  S.  King  ;  A. 
Mr.  H.  U.  Fowler  June  25,  118 

Africa 
Cvnflict     between    Frenrh     and     Jiritith 
Forces   at     Sierra    Leone,    Q.    Sir     E. 
Ashmoad  -  Bartlett ;     A.    Sir    B.    Grey 
Juif  13,  1574 

Barracks 

Construction  of  Q.  Mr.  Brookfleld  ;  A.  Mr. 

Campbell-Daoncrman  June  2H,  448 
J>rainage,  Ueferenocs  to,  in  Debate  on  the 

Estimates,  July  A,  1037,  &c. 
WeUington,  Bafereoces  to,  in  Debate  on 

the  Estimates,  July  6,  1101,  kc. 

BUck  Watch,  1st  Battalion,  Q.  Mr.  W. 
Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbdl-Bannerman 
June  28.  44S 

Br^nman  Tornrdo,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan ;  A.  Mr. 
(^ampbell-Hnnnt'miau  July  3,  792 

Catalry  Jlorsrs,  Qn.  Mr.  Brookfield,  Sir  C. 
Dilke ;  A^.  Mr.  CampljclUHanuerman 
July  3,  7h7  ;  Q.  Mr.  BriHikfield  ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell- Ban ncrman  July  5,  950 
Beferences  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Estimates, 
July  4,011,  kc 

Caralrv     Ucyimenta,   Strength     of,    Q.    Mr. 

Brooneld  ;    A.  Mr.  Campbell-liannerman 

June  22,  20 
i'lerks  at    WoolwicA,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Bomn  ;    A. 

Mr.  Woodall  July  3,  790 

Clot  hi  fig  Establishments,  j^e,.  Vote  for,  Con. 
in  Com.  July  b,  962,  kc 

[cimt. 
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C^mtraets 
Boots,    Qs,     Captain     Norton ;    As.    Mr. 

WoodaU  June  29,  576 ;  July  6,   1064  ; 

July  12,  1466 
Clothing  and  Sweating,  Beferences  to,  in 

Debate  on  the  Eiti mates,  July  5,971,  ace 
London  Swtall   Arms  Company,  Bow,  Q. 

Mr.  Macdonald  ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  July  3, 

792 
Messrs.  Boss  and  Company,  B«»fercncc8  to, 

In  Debate  on  the  Estimatet,  July  5,  1000, 

Ac 

Crimean  Veterans   (see    under  sub-hoadiD(i^ 

Pensions) 
Education  Establishment,  Vote  for.  Con.  in 

Com.  Julys,  1115 
Ejpaminations,  Q.  and  Oba.  Earl  of  Strafford, 

Loid  Sandhurst  July  12, 1439 

Factories 

Eight    /fours     Day,    Beferences    to,    in 

Debate  on  the  EttimatcM.  July&,  1014, &c. 
Enfield^  Employe M,  .%'r..  References  to,  in 

Debate  on  the  Ettimfttes,  July  5,  996 
Engine  Britcrt  at    Woidwieh    Arsenal,  Q. 

Mr.  Macdonald  ;  A.  Mr.  WoocUll  July% 

1068 

Forage — Volunteer  Allowances,  Q.  Colonel 
Bndgcman  ;  A.  Mr.  CampbcU-Bannerman 
June  22,  19 

Oihraltar — Frozen  Meat  Supplies,  Q.  Mr* 
Colston;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 
July  12.  1469 

Hong  Kong  Plague,  Q.  Major  Ba.4ch ;  A.  Mr* 
Campbcll'Bannerman  July  3,  796 

Imperial  Defence  and  the  Colonies,  Qs. 
Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  Goschen  ;  As.  Mr. 
Buxton  June  28,  244 ;  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vin- 
cent ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  June  29,  566  ;  Qi. 
Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  Amold-Fontcr; 
As.  Mr.  Buxton  July  12,  1465 

Imperial  Defence  Loan,  References  to,  in 
Debate  on  the  Estimates,  July  6,  1143 

India 

Catholic   Ceremonies,  Soldiers   at,  Q.  Mr. 

W.  Johnston  ;    A.  Mr.  fl.    H.   Fowler 

June  28,  438 
Contagions    Diseases     Acts,    Q.    Mr.    W. 

MLaren  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  28, 

439 
Xursing     Fever    Patients,     Q.     Viscount 

Folkeiitono;     A.    Mr.    H.    H.     Fowler 

July  IX  1557 
StofT  College,  Q.  Mr.  Bentoul  ;  A.  Mr.  H. 

H.  Kuwlcr  July  10,  1308 

Irrhmd 
Colonel  Stewart,  Beferences  to,  in  Debate 

on  the  EH i mates,  July  3,  8S6,  kc 
Cur  rag  h  Camp  Buildings — Irish  Stone,  Q. 

Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  A.  Mr.  WoutUli  July  28, 

440 
Donegal  Artillery,  Q.  Mr.  Beotnul;  A.  Mr. 

CauipU'lMUniiermau  June  22,  21 

Mofta — Ferrr  and  CnMuifory  (\fndition  of 
tftirln-ur,  Q.  nnd  (>Ji«.  ViH.itunt  ^ldmouth, 
Marqno'i^  t»f  lli|Miii.  Kntl  ^JK•utvr  July  V, 
1175;  g.  Sir  S.  Kini: ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Ban  nernmn  July  lo,  IJOi 
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Man%rfa43t%re  of  Warlilte  Store* — Private 
Firms  and  Royal  AreenaUy  Q.  Colonel  H. 
Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  July  6,  1069 

Medical  Department — Dr.  Brigg$y  Refer- 
ences  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Ettimates, 
July  3,  810,  &c 

Medieal  £ieaminotioiuty  References  to,  in 
Debate  on  the  Extirnateit^  July  3,  800,  &c. 

MUUia 

Perry ^  Colonel^  and  Colonel  Stewart,  Refer- 
ences to,  in  Debate  on  the  Ettimateitf 
July  3, 836,  &c. 

JRailway  Pattee^  Q.  Mr.  Dixon  ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  July  12,  1466 

Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com.,  July  3,  833 

JUitchtll,  Colonel  Edward,  Q.  Mr.  Rentonl ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell 'Bannerman  July  10,  1808 

Netley  College — Cate  of  Dr.  Corhett,  Refer- 
ences to,  in  Debate  on  the  Estimates, 
July  6,  1122,  &c. 

J^nsions 
Crimean  Veterans — Case  of  Donovan,  Qs. 
Mr.  T.  Chamberlayne,  Mr.  Kearley,  Mr. 
W.  Johnston,  Sir  D.  Macfarlane,  Mr. 
Bartley,  Major  Rasch,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 
As.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  June  26, 
218  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Bartley,  Sir  D.  Macfarlane, 
Mr.  Hanbary ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  5,  944 

Reserve  and  Discliarged  Soldiers'  Employ ' 
ment — Select  Com.  nominated  June  28, 
615  ;  Additions  to  Com.  June  29,  656 

Reserve,  Transfers  to,  Q.  Mr.  Keir-Hardie  ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  June  26,  224 

Rifle  Ranges 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Estimates, 

July  5,  1011,  &c. ;  July  6, 1089,  ace. 
Wimbledon,    Q.    Mr.    Maodona ;    A.    Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  June  29,  574;  Q. 

Mr.  Bartley ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  6, 1076 

Rijles — Militia,  References  to,  in  Debate  on 
the  Estimates,  July  3,  854,  &c. 

Rules  if  Procedure^  Copy  pres.  July  10, 
1392 

Scotland 
Artillery  Practice  on  the  Firth  of  Clyde, 
Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  12, 1468 

Straits  Settlements — Military  Contribution, 
Q.  Sir  T.  Sutherland;  A.  Mr.  Bazton 
June  28,  435 

Troopships— H. M.S.  Assistance,  References 
to,  in  Debate  on  the  Estimates,  July  4, 
913,  &c 

Volunteers 

Capitation  Grant,  Q.  Mr.  Colston ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  12, 1476 

Decoration,  Q.  Sir  C.  Dalrymple ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  June  25,  135 

Forage  Allonranres.  Q.  Colonel  Bridgeman ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  June  22, 
19 

Zitng'Service  Medal,  Q.  Sir.  A.  Hickman  ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  June  26, 
232;  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Dixon-Hartland ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  12,  1464 

Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com.  July  4,  884 

[cont. 


ARMY-^^sont. 

Waltham  Abbey  Potcder  Factory 
Colonel  M^Clintoek,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbary ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  June  22,  20 
References     to,    in     Debate     on     tin 
Estimates,  July  5,  1022,  kc 
Explosions  Report,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbary ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  June  2S,  454 
(References   to,    in     Debate     on     the 
Estimates,  July  6, 1022,  &c) 

Yeomanry 

Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com.  July  3, 867 ;  July  4^ 

877 

ABHT  ESTIIIATES,  1894-5 

£290,000— Medical  Establishment,  Tvr^kc^ 
Com.,  July  3,  800 ;  agreed  to ;  Report 
July  4,  919 

£600,000— Militia,  Pay  and  Allowances,  Com.,. 
July  3,  833  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Hanbury),  863 ; 
Division,  867  ;  Original  Question  agreed  to  ; 
Report  July  4,  919 

£74,400  —  Yeomanry  Cavaliy,  Vur  mad 
Miscellaneous  Charges,  Com.,  July  3, 
867  ;  R.P. 
Debate  resumed  July  4,  877  ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  A.  C.  Morton),  878;  Divisi^m, 
883 ;  Original  Question  agreed  to ; 
Report  July  5, 1044 

£804,000  —  Volunteer  Corps,  Pay  and 
Allowances,  Com.,  July  4,  884 ;  agreed  to  ; 
Report  July  5,  1044 

£631,600— Transport  and  Remounts,  Com., 
July  4,  911 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Hanbary),  917; 
Withdrawn  ;  Original  Question  agreed  to  ; 
Report  July  5, 1044 

£789.600  —  Clothing  Establishments  and 
Services,  Com.,  July  5,  962 ;  agreed  to ; 
Report  JW/y  6, 1168 

£1.807,000  —  Warlike  and  other  Stores; 
Supply  and  Repairs,  Com.,  July  5,  996 ; 
agr&ed  to ;  Report  July  6,  1 168 

£882,600— Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs;. 
Costs,  including  Superintending  Staffs 
Com.,  July  5,  1035 ;  Amendt,  (Sir  A. 
Acland-Hood),  1039 ;  B.P. 
Debate  resumed  July  6,  1088  ;  Vote 
agreed  to ;  Report  July  9, 1279 

£  1 1 4,600  —  Establishments  for  Military 
Education,  Com.,  July  6, 1115  ;  Sfreed  to  ;. 
Report  July  9, 1279 

£130,600 — Sundry  Miscellaneous  EffectiTe 
Services,  Com.,  July  6,  1130;  Amendt, 
(Sir  R.  Temple),  1146  ;  Division,  1148  ; 
agreed  to :  Report  July  9, 1279 

£257,600— War  Office  Salaries  and  Mis- 
cellaneous Charges,  Com.,  July  6,  1149 ; 
R.P. 

Arnold-Forster,  Mr.  H.  O.,  Belfast^  IF* 

Army  Estimates 
'     Medical  Service,  827 
Militia,  841,  850 

Imperial  Defence  and  ,thc  Colonies,  1466 
Naval  Construction,  1470 
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Abhbouenk,  Lord 
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Notice  of  Aoddentfl  Bill,  Com.,  118 ;  Report  I  Police) 

of  AnMiidtB.,  939  ^ 

Tithe    RentohMyet  (Ireland).    Motion    for 
Batmn,  777.  778 


fA$9i9e$  (see  under  Law  and  Justice  and 
Police) 


AsHMAD-BiJiTLBTT,  SiT  E.,  Sheffield, 

Eecletall 

-Anglo-Beli^n  Agreement,  118,  694 
free  Tnwuit  of  Goods,  kc^  Thnmffh  the 
Congo.  448 

Balfour  Compaoleo,  ISIO.  1485 

Corea  —  Chino-JapaneM  Affairs,  950,  I070t 
ISOO 

finance  Bill,  Com^  el.  23.  984,  285 

Sierra  Leone — Confllot  between  English  and 
French  Forces,  1574 

Transraal— Commandeering,    17,    127,    240. 
450,  683,  i»6,  1296,  1479 

Undeiigroand  Railwi^— Foul  Air,  22 


4SQUITH,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment),  Fife,  E. 

Cab  Strike— ProsecuUon  of  Boby,  789 

Coal  Dust  Commission,  955 

Oonrict  Kelsall,  240 

OomberUnd  Assises  and  Sessions,  1472 

SsUblUhed  Charch  (Wales)  Bill,  956 
Cathedrals— Stractoral  Arrangements,  442 

Factory  Inspectors.  Female,  1070 

Hackney  Carriage  Licences  in  the  Metropolis, 

House  of  Commons  (Vacating  of  Seata),  Select 
Com^  1165,  1166 

Identification  of  Criminals,  287 

Lanarkshire  Mining  Aoddent,  1480 

Long  Senteaoe  Prisoners,  135,  783 

Metropolitan  Police  Boots,  129,  576,  1075, 

MetropoIiUtt  Police  Court  Arrangements,  121 
Mines,  Ministry  of,  959 
Petroleum  Acts,  Committee  on,  120 

Prisons 
Kirkdale,  450 
Warders,  Assistant,  1484 

<)ttarries.  Regulation  of,  234^ — " 
Rotten  Row,  AoddenU  in,  230 
Smieh,  John.  Case  of,  1 193 
Supreme  Court  (Officers)  Bill,  Intro..  515 

Wales 

Albion   Colliery  Accident,  136.  427.  453. 

791.  953 
Burial  Grounds,  1463 
Church  ReYcnue.  Return.  689 
I^ml  C'ommiwion.  Report,  690 
KoDamforroist  Ministers,  442 
Traile  Dispute  ami  the  Police,  1477 

Wimbleilon  Rific  Range.  1076 
Worship  Street  Police  Court,  1078 


7I^» 


Aitercliffe  Vacantly  (see  under  Parlia* 
mentary  ElecUont) 

Attorney  Gkxbral — Sir  J.  Rioby 

Austin,  Mr.  M.,  Limerick,  fF. 

Ireland 
Labourers*  Cottages-^Xewcastle  West.  693 

Australasia 

MaiU  ahd  the  United  State*  Riots,  Q.  Mr. 
Hogan ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  J^lf  13.  1572 

Paci^  (hbU,  a   Sir  O.  Baden-Powell ;  A. 
Sir  U.  ICay-8huttleworth«fM;y  10,  1305 

Badkn  -  Powell,    Sir    G.,    Liverpool 
Kirkdale 

Business  of  the  House,  960 

China— Importation  of  Mschinery.  221 

Crimping,  Scheme  for  Mitigating.  220. 1301 

Estate  Duty  and  the  Colonies.  242 

Finance  BUI,  Com.,  Xew  eU,,  699,  700,  70S, 
705,  707 

Kirkdale  Pri«in.  450 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Consolidation  BUL 
1300 

Naral  Establishments— >Houn  of  Laboor,  956 

Pacific  Cable,  1305 

Swasiland  Conrention,  1300 

TransTsal — Commandeering,  684, 1297 

Baoot,   CapUin   J.  P.,  fVeUtmoreland^ 
Kendal 

Army  Estimates 
Clothing.  968 
Rifle  Ranges,  ftc,  1089 
Yeomanry,  880 

Baird,  Mr.  J.  G.  A^  Glasgow,  Central 
Japanese  Mail  Arrangements,  445 


Balfour  Companies 

Qs.    Sir    E.   Ashmead-Bartlett ;    As.  Sir  J. 
Rigby  Jmly  10,  1310;  Jml^  12,  14M5 

Balfour,    Mr.  G.  W.,  Lerds,  Central 

Fioance  Dill,  Com.,  et.  14.  33,  34;    Con., 
1278.  \Z6i 

Balfour  of  Burlkkui,  Lonl 
East  London  Water  Bill.  2R.«  205,  517.  523 
N«>tice  of  AocidenU  BUI,  Com.,  112. 113 
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Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Manchester^ 
E. 

Army  Estimates,  871 

Buriuess  of  the  House,  772,  959 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  14,  43,  56  ;  cl.  15,  63  5 
vl.  16,  99,  100  ;  cl.  17,  147,  169  ;  cl.  18i 
197,199,201,202;  cZ.  19, 262, 266  ;  fZ.28, 
465  ;  cL  29,  476,  498  ;  cl.  31,  609,  510  ; 
NetocU.,  624, 640, 645, 652,  658.  655,  730 ; 
Con.,  1207,  1214,  1216,  1232,  1262,  1325. 
1326,  1343,  1355.  1377,  1.383,  1388,  1389, 
1395,  1404,  1410,  1414,  1431,  1434,  1606, 
1577,  1579,  1584,  1607,  1610.  1624,  1641 
Closure  of  the  Spirit  Duty  Clause,  457, 459, 
460 

French     Republic  —  Assassination    of     the 
President,  Motion  for  Address,  247 

Vacation  of  Seat  on  Succession  to  Peerage, 
Motion  for  Select  Com^  414 

York,    Duke    and  Duchess  of— Birth   of    a 
Son,  Motion  for  an  Address,  461 

BALFOUR,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Claekmannanj  SfC. 

Dingwall  Salmon    Poaching   Proeecntions-* 

Defendants'  Traveling  Expenses,  799 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  19,  253,  254,  255,260 
Grazing  on  Public  Roads,  1191 
Hall,  Mr.  H.,  Case  of,  683 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Re-com.» 
512 

Mussel  Scalps  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B.,  876 

Banbury,  Mr.  F.  G.,  Cmnberwell,  Peck- 
ham 

Army  Kstimates— Suez  Canal  Shares,  1146 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  39  ;    Con.,  1536,  1634, 
1642 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  Com.,  1156 

Bankruptcy  Administration  in  Sussex 

Case  of  Mr.  Warren^  Q.  Mr.  H.  Johnstone ; 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  June  22, 10  ;  Q.  Mr.  H.  John- 
stone ;  A.  Sir  J.  Rigby  July  12,  1484 

Barran,  Mr.  J.,  York,  TF.R.,  Otley 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Con.,  1294 

Barrow,  Mr.  R.  V.,  Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey 

Army  Estimates — ^Warlike  and  other  Stores- 
Contracts,  1000,  1002, 1008, 1005 


Barry  Dock  and  Railway  Aet,  1888, 
Amendment  Bill 

e.  As  amended,  Con.  Jun^  27,  321 

Obs.    Mr.    A.  Williams,    Mr.   Speaker,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Sir  T.  Fry  June  29,  560 

Barry,  Mr. 

Ireland— Probate  Registrars,  Payment  of,  X\ 


Bartley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington^  K. 

Army  Estimates 
Hospital  and  Charitable  Institutions,  1142 

1143 
Imperial  Defence  Act — Suez  Canal  Shares, 

1145,  1147 
Military  Education,  1121 

Civil  List  Pension  to  Professor  Rhys-Darids*" 

1486 
Crimean  Veterans,  Destitute,  219,  944 
Ezplosives— Shipping  of  at  Plymouth,  1668 

Finance  Bill,  Cora.,  cl.  14,  28,  25,  53 ;  cl.  l«r 
139;  cl.  17,  164,  166,  172,  173,  174,  175r 
179;  c/.  29,  470,  474,  477,489;  New  eU.f 
646,  646,  652,  725,  726,  742,  745  ;  Con.F 
1206,  1248,  1249,  1275,  1276,  1334,  1335, 
1367,  1375.  1427,  1511,  1519,  1524,  164S, 
1647,  1676,  1584,1611,1664 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  1196 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  1196 
Mount  Pleasant  Money  Onler  Office,  687 
Naval  Expenditure,  456 
Parochial    Electors    (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  Com.,  1153,  1158,  1161,  1163; 
3R.,  1390 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Consolidation  Billr 

961 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  2R.,  102 
South  Kensington  Museum  Buildings,  687 
Thames  Conservancy  BUI,  Con.,  1293, 1294 

Transvaal 
Commandeering,  17 
Mining  Industry,  125 

Wimbledon  Rifle  Range,  1076 

Barton,  Mr.  D.  P.,  Armagh^  Mid. 
Finance  Rill,  Com.,  eU  23,  310 

Bayley,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Camberwell^  N. 
Hackney  Carriage  Licences  in  the  Metropolis, 

687 


Beach,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  H.,  Bristol^ 
W. 

Business  of  the  House,  678,  920, 1812 
Elementary  Education  Bill,  2R.,  1436 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  el.  16,  67,  69,  62,  63,  64  ; 
cL  16,  94  ;  el.  17,  142, 143,  191  ;  d,  81, 511, 
580  ;  New  els.,  622,  626,  630,  632,  633,  636, 
637,  651  ;    Con.,   1198.   1208,   1209,    1214, 
1243,  1257,  1320,  1332,  1333,   1385,  1402, 
1419,   1492,    1499,  1614,  1629.  1586,  1675, 
1578,  1580,  1581,  1603,  1610,  1620 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  2R.,  101 
Weights  and  Measures— Select  Com.,  202 

Beith,  Mr.  G.,  Invernessy  SfC. 
Forres  Police  Account  Auditorship,  951 

Belmore,  Earl  of 

Tithe    Rentchargcs    (Ireland),   Motion    for 
Return,  776- 
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BiNW,   Mr.    J.    W.,    Tower  Hamlets, 
Si.  George*8 
Tluunes  Ironworks  ami  Naval  ContracUi  569 

Bethell,   Commander  G.    R.,     Yorky 
E.R,^  HoldemesB 

Army  Estimates^Militia,  861 

British  Central  Africa,  Gunpowder  in,  1478 

Channel  Fleet,  135 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  56  ;  Con.,  1838, 1546 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
Uoo)  Bill,  Com.,  1 154 

Better meni — Town  Improve menig 

Ltmdttn  Countv  Council  and  the  Duchy  of 
Lanrajitrr,  Motion  for  Papers  (Earl  of 
Onsluw)  Julf  18,  1540 

Select  Com.,  Report  July  10,  1286 

BiDDCLPH,  Mr.  M.,  Herefordshire^  Ross 

Finance  Bill,  Com^  cl.  29,  489,  492 
Income  Tax,  Overpaid,  797,  1812 

Big  WOOD,   Mr.  J.,    Middlesex^  Brent- 
ford 

Finance  Bill,  Com,,  r/.  25,  368 

BiRKMYRE,  Mr.  W.,  ^yr,  ^-c. 
Clyde  FUheriet,  952 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  24,  330 
Mussel  Scalps  (Scotland)  BUI,  2R.,  875, 1390 

Bithoprio  of  Bristol  'Act  a884)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Con.    in    Com. ;    Reported ;    Read  8*,  and 
pMSOil  Jume  22,  101 

/.  Reail  l*yMiir25,  114 

lU^ad  2*  June  28,  388 

Com. ;  Re|>orte(l ;  and  Re-com.  June  29,  560 

RrjK»rted  Julf  3,  779 

Amcmlta.  refiortoil  Julf  3.  940 

Rcail  3%  and  pamml  July  6,  1062 

Board  of  Agriculture  (see  Agriculture) 

Board  of  Trade  (see  Trade) 

Boards  of  OoaoiUatio&  Bill 

/.  Reail  2*  June  28,  375 

Book  IN,  Mr.  M.  M.,  Roscommon^  X. 

Iri«h  Ma^'«itrut(Hi  nnd  Public-House  I.iocuoe*, 
131 

BoLTOv,  Mr.  T.  11.,  Si.  Fancras,  X. 

Anny  Estimates — Volunteer*,  910 

Fitmnce  Bill,  Ct»m.,  r/.  \^,'2:»I;  Con.,  132**, 
1362,  136.4,  1492 


BoxftOR,  Mr.  H.  C.  O^  Surrey,  Wimble* 

don 

Finance  BUI,  Com.,  cl.  23,  280,  282,  296,  299  ; 
cl.  25,  363  ;  cl.  27,  372,  765,  766 

Closnre  of  the  Spirit  Duty  Clauae,  459 

BosCAWEx,  Mr.  A.  S.  T.  Griffith-, 
Kent,  Tunbridge 

Finance  Bill,  Com^  W.  29,  600 
Welsh  Cathedrals,  442,  443 

B0U8FIELD,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Hackney^  N. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  17,  152,  158,  162,  163; 
cl.  29,475,  476  ;  Con.,  1517,  1587,  1683 

B0WLE8,   Captain    II.    F.,    Middlesex, 
Enfield 

Army  Estimates 
Enfleld  Factorr,  996,  997 
MiUtia,  845 

Bowles,  Mr.  T.  G.,  Lynn  Regit  * 

Army  Bstimates 
Clothing,  971,  972 
MetUcal  Department,  828,  830 
MUitia,  867 
Rifle  RangeM,  &c.,  Mm 
Transport,  915 
Yeomanry,  882 

Bilge  Keels  for  British  Ships,  790 
Bosiness  of  the  House,  960 

Estate  Doty 
Colonies,  1807 
GifU  to  the  Nation,  1195 
Property  Outside  the  United  Kingdom,  675 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  14,  24,  25,  46,  48,  51, 
52,55  ;  eL  15,59,  62;  cl.  17,  146,  149,  151, 
154,  157,  159,  172,183;  cl.  18,  199.200; 
cl,  29, 487  ;  Xew  cU.,  628,  632,  633,  639,  648, 
644,  647,  652,  711,  712,  713,  715,  718,  719, 
720 ;  Con.,  1205,  1206,  1327,  1389,  1871, 
1385,  1896,  1897,  1401,  1406,  1413,  1415, 
1420,  1426,  1495,  1498,  1507,  1510,  1515, 
1518,  1519,  1523,  1524,  1529,  1530,  1581, 
1545,  1583,  1585,  1594,  1606,  1611,  1644, 
1645,  1646,  1653,  1654 

Xaral  Tenders,  574 

Ottawa  Trade  Conference,  1573 

Bra88EY,  Lord 
BoanU  of  Conciliation  Bill,  2R.,  384 

Brazil 

Alleccd  Outrtfe  on  a  British  Subject,  Q. 
Admiral  FieUl  ;  A.  Sir  K.  Gtvy  Jmhc  2^,  428 

Drnitwood  School  Scandal 

Q.  Major  Rawh  ;  A.  Mr.  Sliaw-Loforrc 
Juur  22,  11;  g*.  Mr.  S.  Smith,  Sir  J. 
(Jomt  :  At.  Mr.  Hhaw-I^tTre  June  25,  121  ; 
g.  Major  Rascb ;  A.  Mr.  Hhaw-LcftTrv 
Julf  3,  796 
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Bridgchan,  Colonel  Hon.  F.  C,  Bolton 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  ol.  SI,  585 
Volunteers — Forage  Allowances,  19 

British  Museum  {Purchase  of  Land) 
Res.  con.  in  Com.  July  12, 1548 
Beported  July  13,  1656 

British  Miueani   (Porohase   of  Land) 
BiU 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Mellor ;  Bead  V  July  18, 1656 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  John,  Surrey^ 

Guildford 

Army  Estimates 
Ammanition,  1025 
Caothing,  980,  984,  995 
Horses,  914 
Medical  Service,  831 
Militia,  847,  856,  857,  864 
Rifle  Ranges,  1098 
Volunteers,  909 
Waltham     Abbey     Factory   —   Colonel 

M'Clintock,  1034 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  1006, 1006 
Yeomanry,  883 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cL  14,  82,  40  ;  cL  15,  56, 
69,  60;  cL  17,  167,  167.  170,  173,  174; 
^^ew  els,,  744,  746  ;  Con.,  1500,  1527,  1634 

Brookfield,   Colonel  A.  M.,    Sussex^ 
Bye 

Barrack  Construction,  448 
Cavalry  Horses,  787, 950 
ClAvalry  Regiments,  Strength  of,  20 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl,  25,  868 

Brunner,  Mr.  J.  T.,   Cheshire^  North- 
wich 
Income  Tax  Valuation,  138 
Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Con.,  395 

BRYCE,  Right  Hon.  J.  (President  of 

the  Board  of  Trade),  Aberdeen^  S, 

Advertisements,  Pictorial — Importation  ofi 
795 

Barry  Dock  and  Railway  Act,  1888,  Amend- 
ment  Bill,  562 

Business  of  the  House,  320,  578 

Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  2R.,  771, 
874,  1654 

•Crimping,  Mitigating,  220, 1301 

Derelicts  and  Obstructions  in  Rivers,  446 

Essex  Fisheries  and  American  Cattle  Ships, 
238 

Explosives— Shipping  of  at  Plymouth,  1569 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  631 

Fishery  Committees — Fishermen's  Expenses* 
238 

Foreign  Prison-Made  Goods,  569 
German  Prison-Made  Goods.  9 
«  Helvetia,"  Case  of  the,  1302 

[emu. 


Bbtcb,  Right  Hon.  J.— <Mm^. 

Ireland 
Berehaven  Harboor,  1063 
Cattle  Trade  and  Railway  Companies,  446 
Conveyance  of  Harvesters,  447 
DubUn,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway, 

794 
Lights  Board  Contracts  and  Trade  Union 

WM;e8,788 
Mixed  Trains,  8 
Waterfoxd  and  Limerick  Railway,  1568 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  ConaoUdation  Bill, 

1300 
Mussel  Scalps  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.,  875 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Aci--Conciliation 

Clause,  1562 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  BiU,  1080 ;  2R., 
100 

Railways 
Alleged  Kuisanoe  at  Newington,  679 
Board  of  Trade  Department  Officials,  244 
Hours  of  Labour— Great  Western  Railway, 

427 
Uffington  Station  Accident,  1304 
Underground— Foul  Air,  22,  430,  689 
Workmen*8  Tickets,  689 

Scotland 
Fort  William  Foreshores,  1188 
Highland  Railway  Trains  and  Automatic 

Brakes,  116 
Railway  Rates,  947 

Sea  Fisheries  Report,  956 

Sea  Fisheries  (Shell  Fish)  BiU,  2R.,  318 

Thames  Conservancy  BiU,  Con.,   394,  397, 
1288, 1461 


B«rgh    Police   (Scotland)  Act,   1892, 
Amendment  Bill 

2.  Com. ;  Reported  ,  and  Re-com.  to  Standing 
Com.  Jujuf  28,  390 

Reported  July  3, 779 

Read  3*,  and  passed  July  5,  942 

BuRQHLET,  Right  Hon.  Lord,   North* 
amptotij  N, 
Army  Estimates— Militia,  834 
Finance  BiU,  J^ew  els.,  626 


Burial  Grounds^  Welsh 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  July  13, 
1463 


Burns,  Mr.  John,  Battersea 

Clerks  at  Woolwich,  790 

BURT,  Mr.  T.  (Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade),  Morpeth 
Merchandise  Marks  (Cutlery)  Bill,  1481 
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BcTCHBB,  Mr.  J.  6.,  York 

FioAooe  BiU,  Com^  el.  15,  61 ;  el.  17,  165, 
175  ;  el.  27,  371  ;  yew  els.,  829.  687,  750. 
751 ;  Coo.,  1267,  1268,  1272,  1S29,  1382. 
1366,  1S81,  1386,  1894.  1400,  1401,  1425, 
1429,  1435,  1508,  1528,  1532,  1534,  1546, 
1598,  1616,  1616,  1620,  1623,  1625,  1635, 
1645 

MetropoliUn  Coantenneii  and  TeleeimphitU, 
436 

Telegr«pb  Clerki*  Examination,  946 

BUXTON,  Mr.  8.  C.  (Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Colonies),   Tower 

UamletMj  Poplar 

AfHca 
British  Goods  in  South  Africa,  Dntiet  on, 

1479 
Swasiland  Convention,  1300. 147^ 
TransTaal—Commandeering,  17,  128,  241, 

449,  451,  570^  685,  686.  1296.  1479 
TnuisTaal  Mining  Indoitry,  125 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation.  9 

Bstate  Duty  and  the  Colonies.  1307 

Fiji— NatiTe  Outbreak,  1560 

Hong  Kong  Plague,  238,  567 

Imperial  Defence  and  the  Colonies,  424,  566, 
1465 

Botten  Bow.  Accidents  in,  445 

Straiu  Settlements  ^Military  Contribution, 
485 

Btlbs,  Mr.  W.  P.,  York,  W.R.,  Shipley 

Army  Kstimates— Bradford  Barracks,  1111 

Bankruptcy  Administration  in  Sussex— Case 
of  Mr.  Warren.  10 

Ciril  List  Pension  to  Professor  Khys- 
Darids,  1487 

Pinanoe  Bill,  Com.,  el.  81,  607,  608,  609  ; 
Con^  1272 

ImoortatioQ  of  Prison-Made  Goods  Bill,  2B^ 
BrsifB,  Mr.  E.   W.,  E$eex^  Waltkam- 

Blow 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  H,  15,  61.  62,  64  :  el.  17, 
189;  el.  18.  201.  248,250;  Xew  cl9.,^ti, 
628,  639.  642,  726  ;  Con.  1201,  1248,  1264. 
1337.  1344,  1360.  1372,  1415.  1418.  1421. 
1425,  1431,  1490,  1495,  1499,  1501,  1508, 
1512,  1525,  1542.  1586,  1588.  1590,  1601, 
1613,  1626, 1644.  1646,  1649,  1651,  1652 

Cab  Licences  in  ike  Metropoiis 

Q.  Mr.  B.  H.  Bay  ley  ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  Jml»  2, 
687  --1  #1 

Cab  Sirike 
PromemtioH  of  Jtehjf,  Q.  Mr.  Lough ;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  Jmlp  3,  788 


Caink,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Bradford,  E. 

Army  Estimates— Bradfoni    Barracks,  1039, 
1111 

Pinanoe  Bill,  Com.,  864 


I 


Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Lanark^  Mid 

Laoarkshire  Mining  Accidents,  1480 


Camxro!7,  Sir  Ct  Glasgow,  College 

Artillery  Practice  on    the  Firth  of  Clyde, 
1468 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN,  Right 

Hon.   H.  (Seeretarj   of    Sute    for 

War),  Stirling,  ifc. 

Army  Estimates 

CloUiing,  ^.,  964. 971.  982,  994, 995 

Colchester  Huts,  1083 

Discharged  and  Besenre  Soldiers.  1141 

Drainage  Works.  1042 

Dublin  Main  Drainage  Scheme,  1134. 1136, 

1137,  1139 
Hospitals     and    Charitable    Institutions, 

1142 
Imperial    Defence     Loan  -*  Sues     Canal 

Shares,  1144, 1145,  1146.  1148 
Medical  Establishments.  805, 807.  810,  814, 

816,817.  819,821,  822.  824,  825.  828,830, 

832,833 
MiliUry  Edacation.  1116. 1198 
Militia,  840,  843,  846,  850,  855,  857,  858, 

861   864  865 
Netley  College— Case  of  Dr.  Corbett,  1125, 

1127.1129 
Rifle  Banges.  1096 
Rifles,  1<»9 

Scotch  Castie^  1113, 1114 
Soldiers*  Boxes.  1012 
Transports  and  Remounts,  912,  914,  915, 

916.  918 
Volunteers,  889,  901,  907,  909,  910 
Waltham  Abbey  Powtirr  Factory— Colonel 

M'Clintock,  ace,  1026.  1027, 1029,  1030, 

1034 
Warlike  and  other  Stores.  1008 
Wellington  Barmcks.  11U2 
Works,  Buildings.  ^..  1085.  1086,   1090, 

1102,  1104,  11(»8,  1112,  1113,  1114 
Yeomanry,  8r»9,  871 

Barrack  Construction,  448 

Black  Watch,  1st  Battalion,  449 

Brennan  Torpedo,  792 

Caralry  Hones,  787,  951 

Cavalry  Begiments,  Strength  of,  20 

Crimean  Veterans,  Destitute,  218,  944 

Gibraltar— Froien  Meat  Supplies,  1469 

Hong  Kong  Phigue,  796 

Malta,  Kerer  at,  134»6 

MiUtU— Kailway  Pannes,  1466 

Mitchell,  Colonel  Eilvrani,  1308 

Naral  Manceurres,  1297 

Beserre,  Transfers  to,  224 

Sootland— Artillery  Practice  on  the  Firth  of 
Clyde,  1468 

Volunteers 
CapiUtion  Grant,  1476 
Decorations,  135 
Forage  Allowances,  19 
Long-Serrioe  Medal,  233,  1465 

[raaf. 
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Cavpbell-Baxxebmak,  Right  Hon.  H. — eant, 
Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory,  20 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Explosipns* 
454 

Wimbledon  Rifle  Range,  574 

Campden  Trust 

Q.  Major  Darwin ;  A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson 
July  5,  946 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Cockenzie  Fishery  Provisional  Order  BilU 
2R.,  1,  3 

Injured  Animals  Bill,  3R.,  774  ;  Commons 
Amendts.,  1439 

Canada 

Cattle  Importation,  Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys;  A.  Mr. 
Buxton  June  22,  8  ;  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  A. 
Mr.  Gardner yw/y  3,781  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Chaplin, 
Dr.  Farquharson  ;  As.  Mr.  Gardner /w/y  12, 
1473 

Cro/t^fH^  Saltcoatn  Settlements,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ; 
A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  9,  1192 

Ottatca  C&i^erenoe,  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ; 
As.  Mr.  Buxton,  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  12, 
1478;  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  G. 
Bowles,  Mr.  J.  Lowther;  As.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  July  13,  1572 

Paeific  Cable,  Q.  Sir  G.Baden-Powell ;  A.  Sir 
U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  July  10,  1306 

Prison- Made  Ooods,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ; 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  June  29,  568 

Cardiff  Corporation  Bill 

c.  As  amended.  Con.  July  2,  661 

Carmarthen,  Marquess  of,  Lambeth^ 
Brixton 

Army  Estimates — Conveyance  of  Troops,  912 

Business  of  the  House,  320 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Re-com., 
512 

Carson,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  University 

Education  Act  Amendment  Bill,  430 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  oL  18,  251 
High  SherifEs  in  Ireland,  429 

Cavalry  Horses  (see  under  Army) 

Cayzer,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Barrow-in-Furness 

Navy— Recruiting,  231 
Swaziland  Convention,  1477 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 
ham^  fV, 
Anglo-Belgian  Agreement,  244 
Finance  BiU,  Com.,  cL  17,  141,  143 

Vacation  of  Seat  on  Succession  to  Peerage, 
Motion  for  Select  Com.,  397,  407,  410,  422, 
423 
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Chamberlayne,  Mr.  T.,  SoutkampUm 

Crimean  Veterans,  Destitnte,  218 


Change,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny^  S. 
Ireland— Case  of  J.  Ca»hin,  694 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton^  E. 

District   and    Parish    Councils  —  Returning 

Officers,  229 
Egyptr— Corvee,  1197 
Parochial  Electors   (Registration    AecMers* 

Uon)  Bill,  456 

Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Lincolnshire^ 
Sleaford 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1473 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  14,  27,  28  ;  eL  15,  76, 
80  ;  cl.  29,  469,  470  ;  el,  31,  604,  506,  606, 
607  ;  Con.,  1222,  1228,  1229 

Oharitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Read  l**  June  26,  203 

CHABITT  COMHISSIOH 

Parliamentary  Charity  Commissioner — Mr. 

F.  S.  STEVEK80N 

Campden  Trust.  Q.   Major  Darwin  ;  A.  Mr. 

F.  S.  Stevenson  July  5,  946 
LancoMhire  Charities,  Q.  Mr.  Snapc ;  A.  Mr. 

F.  S.  StevenBon  July  2,  692 

Che8NET,  General  Sir  G.  T.,  Oxford 

Army  Estimates—Medical  Department,  826 

Chesterfield,  Earl  of 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill,  2R.,  1437 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  2R.,  1180 
Locomotive  Threshing  Engines  Bill,  2R.,  774 
Pistols  BiU,  3R.,  657.  668,  659 
Quarries  Bill,  2R.,  1180 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill 

c.  As   amended.   Con. ;   Read    3*,  and  pa.'tHe*! 

June  22,  103 
/.  Readl»,/tt^25, 114 

China 

Importation  of  Maehinery.  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  June  26,  221 

China-Japanese  Affairs 

Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A-s.  Sir  E.  Grejr 
July  6,  960  ;  July  6,  1070 

Port  Hamilton,  Witkdrawttl  from,  Q.  Sir  E. 
AHhmeaAl-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  10 
1300 

Civic  Offices  and  Naval  Employes 

(Sec  under  Xary) 


ftv] 


(SESSION      1  894} 

26. 


Vol. 


[Con 


CirtV  List  Pensions 

Paper  pret. ;  to  be  printed  Jul^  4,  919 

Profeuor  Jthya^DatidM,  Qs.  Mr.  Bartlej,  Mr. 
Paul,  Mr.  Bylee;  Au.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
July  12,  1483 

Civil  Service 

Citie  OJHcTM,  Q.  Mr.  R.  J.  P.  Morton  ;  A.  Mr. 
K.  Robertiton  Jmly  18,  1660 

Clanct,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N. 
Army  Estimates 

Main  Drainage  Scheme,  Dublin,  lOSa,  1036, 

1037,  113U 
Netley  College— Case  of  Dr.  Corbett,  1122, 
1126,  n:i6,  U.H7 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  rl.  27,  751,  756 

Clocoh,  Mr.  W.  O.,  Portsmouth 

Army  Estimates—Warlike  and  other  Stores, 
1004,  1005,  1006 

Coal  {Annual  Output) 
Betnm  pres, ;  to  be  printeil  July  10,  1392 

Coal  Mines  (see  under  Mines) 

Coal  Kinet  (Check  Weigher)  BUI 

U  Pres,,  Karl  of  Chesterfield ;  Roa«l  1*   July  6, 
1063 

Bead  2*  Jmly  12,  1487 
Coastguards  (see  under  Xary) 

Cochrane,  Hod.  T.  H.,  Ayrshire,  X. 

Army  Estimates— Militia,  835,  847 

Coekensie  Fishery  Provisioaal  Order  Bill 

/.  Read  2*  Junr  22,  1 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Standing  Com.  negatived 
/hii^25,  114 

Read  3%  and  imssed  Junr  28,  390 

R<iyal  Asocnt  July  3 

CoiiEK,  Mr.  B.  L.,  Islington,  E. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  r/.  14,  42  ;  AVir  W.,  735  ; 
Con.,  1267 

Mount  Pleasant  Money  Ortler  Office,  687 

CoLXiHOM,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birtmimghatm, 
Bordesley 

Forestry,  6 

Colonial  OiBoers  Cleave  of  Abience)  Bill 

r.  Reail  X^Jumei^  203 

Read/*  Ji(jir2H.  514 

Cull,  in  Ct>m. ;  KoiMir  od  ;  Ucml  S*',  ami  {lasscd 
Junr  21»,  656 

/.  Rctamoil  from  the  Commons  July  2,  060 
Kuyal  Ar^nt  July  3 


C0L0B1E8 

Secretary  of  State — Martiuess  of  Ripox 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Mr.  8.  BuxTOX 

Ettate  Duty,  Q.  Sir  R.  Welister ;  A.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  June  22.  18  ;  Q.  Sir  (i.  Badoii- 
Powell  ;  A.  Sir  \V.  Harcourt  Junr  26, 
242  ;  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton 
July  10,  1307 
Co[)y  pres.  Junt  25,  204 

Imnerial  Drfeute,  Qi*.  Colonel  H.  Vincent, 
5fr.  .Goschen  ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  June  28, 
424  ;  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent  :  A.  Mr.  Baxti>n 
June  29,  566  ;  Qs.  Cohmel  H.  Vincent.  Mr. 
Amold-Forster ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  July  12, 
1465 

Trade  with  the  Coloniet — Ottawa  CoHferrnrr 

(see  under  title  Canada) 
(See  also  under  names  <>t  Colonies) 

C0L8TO.N,  Mr.  C.  E.  II.  A.,   Gloucester^ 
Thombury 

Gibraltar— Krojcon  Meat  Supplits,  U«9 
Volunteers — Capitation  Grant,  U7«» 

Combe,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Surrey,  Chcrtsey 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  r/.  27.  761 

CoMXivs,  Dr.  A.,  Cork  Co.,  S.E. 

Lecarrow  Petty  SesHional  Bench — Roman 
Catholic  Magistrates  239 

Commisiionerfl  of  Works  Bill 

/.  Returned  frum  the  Commons,  with  Amendts. 
agreed  to  July  13,  1555 

comnTTEB  OF  convcu  oh  bbv- 

OATIOH 

Lonl  President—Earl  of  Roskbbby 
Vice  President— Mr.  A.  H.  D.  ACLAXD 
(See  audcr  title  KductUwu) 

Commons  Proviiional  Order  (Luton)  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  8 

Conoiliation  (Trade  Difpntee)  Bill 

r.  Adjourned  Debate  on  2R.  further  adjoiimcil 
July  2,  771  ;  July  3, 874  ;  July  n,  1*m4 

Congo  Treaty 
(Sec  under  AratCA) 

Oonta(:ionf    Diaeaset    (Animals)    Acts 
Amendment  Bill 

r.  Read  VJume'I^ZVJ 
2U.  dcferreil  July  6.  l]r»3 

Contagions  Diieaset  (Animals)  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Gardner  ;  Read  1**  Ju.*r  25,  2<»3 
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CoNYBEABE,  Mr.   C.   A.  V.,  CornwaU^  \  Cranbbook,  Earl  of 


Camborne 

HouBe  of  Commons  (Vacating  of  Seats), 
Select  Com.,  1165 

COREA 

ChviuhJapimefe  Affair »^  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett ;   As.   Sir  B.  Grey  July   5,  950 ; 
.    July  6, 1070  ;  July  10,  1300 

Com  Returns 

Q.  Mr.  Rankin ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Jmns  28,  453 

CoBNWALLis,  Mr.    F.    S.    W.,    Maid' 
stone 

Army  Estimates — ^Yeomanry,  868 

Peers  and  the  New  Local  Government  Act, 
574 

Coroners  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill 

•df.  Withdrawn  June  28,  515 

•**  Costa  Rica  Packet " 

Qs.  Mr.  Hogan;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  June  26, 
222  ;  June  29,  563 ;  Qs.  Mr.  T.  Curran, 
Mr.  Hogan  ;  As.  Sir  £.  Grey  July  5,  948 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  12, 
1476 

Connty  Auditors  Bill 

-c,  Intro.,  Sir  J.  Dorington  ;  Read  1**  June  26, 
319 

County  Councils 

Duchy  of  Lanea*ter  and  Betterment,  Motion 
for  Papers  (Earl  of  Onslow)  June  18, 
1549 

Light  BaUtcayiy  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  12,  1488 
Voterti*  Lifts,  Preparation  of,  Q.  Mr.  Logan  ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lofevre  June  22,  6 

County  Courts    (see   under    Law  and 
Justice  and  Police) 

Courtney,  Right  Hon.  L.  H.,  Cornwall^ 

Bodmin 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  eh  17,  154,  160 ;  el.  18, 
196;  Con.,  1244,1245,  1258,  1261,  1432, 
1541,  1608, 1604 

Cranborxe,  Viscount,  Rochester 

Atherington  National  School,  441 

Education  Department  and  School  Grants, 
1473 

Pinance  Bill,  Com.,  el.  14,  28 ;  cL  15,  72,  74  ; 
Xetc  r/*.,  639,  734,  736,  739,  740;  Con., 
1316,  1317,  1387 

Wales 

Cathedrals,  442 
Nonconformist  Ministers,  442 


Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2B.,  931 

Prevention  of  Cmelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 
110 

Crimean   Veterans  (see  under  Army — 
Pensions) 

Criminals — Identification  of  (see  under 
Law^  Sfc) 

Crimping   (see  under  Merchant   Ship^ 
ping) 

Crofters  (see  under  Scotland) 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Sir  G.  Trevelyan;  Bead  1®  June  22, 
104 

CromwelVs    Statue    in  the    Palace  of 
Westminster 

Qs.  Mr.  Everett,  Mr.  Darling;  As.  Mr.  H. 
Gladstone  July  12,  1483 

Crosfield,  Mr.  W.,  Lincoln 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Acceleration) 
Bill,  Com.,  1154 

Cross,  Mr.  A.,  Glasgow^  CamlacMe 

Heritable  Secorities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-com., 
512 

Cross,  Viscount 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendment 
Bill,  2R.,  388  ;  Report  of  Amendts.,  940 

Indian  Mints,  Closing,  550 
Locomotive   Threshing   Engines    Bill,  2E., 
774 ;  Com.,  938 

Quarries  Bill,  2R.,1181 

CuBiTT,  Hon.  H.,  Surrey^  Reigate 
Botten  Bow,  Accidents  in,  230 

Curran,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo^  S, 
<'  Costa  Bica  Packet,"  948 

CuRZON,    Hon.     G.    N.,     Lancashire^ 

Southport 

•  Vacation  of  Seat  on  Baoeeadon  to  Peerage, 
Motion  for  Select  Com.,  420,  421,  422 

CT8TOM8,   BXCI8B,   AVO    nrUUTD 
SEVJUniE 

Customs  Boatmen,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie ;  A. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  26,  225;  Qii.  Mr. 
Maodonald  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Jmme^H, 
232  ;  July  3,  784 

Estate  Duty  (see  under  title  Ways  and 
Means') 

{cont. 
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CUSTOMS,     EXCISE,     AND     INLAND 

XEVEXUE-oonU 

Finrign  Prisom-Made  Goods,  Q.  Colonel  H. 
Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Bryoe  Jun$  29,  568 

Inrowte  Jhw 
Lightkoum$,  Q.  and  Obt.  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley,  Loid  PUyfair  July  9,  1772 
Owrwmid,  Q.  Mr.  Biddolph ;  A.  8ir  J.  T. 

Hibbert  ^u/y  8,  797  ;  Q^  Mn  Benshaw, 

Mr.    Bkldulph;    Ai.    Sir   W.  HAicoort 

July  10,  1310 
Vmlw4Ui4tm,  Q.  Mr.  Bmnner ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert  June  25, 1S8 

ImMahitrd  House  Duty,  Q.  Mr.  Bartlej ;  A- 

Sir  W.  Harooort  Juiy  9, 1195 
ImUnd  Betenue  AffidavU,  a  Sir  A.  BolUt ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  28,  456 

Dalrymplk,  Sir  C^  Ipswich 
Volunteer  Deoomtion,  185 

Darling,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptford 

Finance  Bill,  Com.»  el.  17,  146 ;   i*^  29,  492, 

499 
Greenwich  Diitrict  Board,  1475 
Law  Offioen  of  the  Crown— ^talaries^  695 
Open  Spaoee  at  Deptford,  1475 

Statne  of  Olirer  Cromwell  in  the  PlUace  of 
Wertmintter,]483 

TransTaal— Commandeering,    17,    127,   240, 
449,  684,  686 


Darwth,  Major  L.,  Staff6rd$kire^  Lick* 
field 

Axukj  Estimates 

Soldiers*  Boxes,  Jco,  1010 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  1009 

Gampden  Tract,  946 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  Nmo  el.,  626,  629,  682» 
683 


Datekport,    Mr.    W.    B.,    CkewMrCy 

Macclesfield 

Army  Estimates 
Clothiag,  994,  995 
Newspaper  AdTeitiseaeots,  978 
Teonianrj,  869 

Conciliation  (Tnkle  Diipntes)  BUI,  2R.,  1664 
Contagiooi  Diseases  (Animals)  Acta  Amend* 
ment  Bill,  2B^  1164 

Mnanl  Scalps  rSooUand)  Bill,  2R.,  876 

Parochial  Electors   (R^strstion   Aooelera- 
tion)  BUI,  Com^  1153, 1156 

DiNBiGH,  Earl  of 

Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1887)  Amendment 
Bill,  Select  Com.,  8 

Derelicls  and  Obstructions  in  Rivers 

Q.  Mr.  Macdona ;  A.  Mr.  Bryoe  Jmme  28, 
444 


Dktokshirk,  Duke  of 
Boards  of  Conciliation  Bill,  2R.,  886,  887 

Diamond,  Mr.  C.»  Managhan,  N. 
Canlilf  Corporation  Bill,  Con.,  678 

DiOBT,  Mr.  J.  K.  WiNOFiBLD-,  Dorset^ 

N. 

Army  Estimates 
Volnnteen,  889 
Yeomanry,  879 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  el  14,  84  ;  W.  31,  612 

DiLKB,   Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  W^  Glou- 

cester^  Forest  of  Dean 

BosineBs  of  the  House,  959 

Caralry  Horses,  788 

London  Streets  and  Bnildings  Bill,  Instr.  to 
Com.,  115 

Pftrochial  Electors  (Registration  Aooelera- 
tion)  Bill,  Com.,  1160,  1161 

Thames  Conserrancy  Bill,  Con.,  1288 

Tuberculosis  Commission  Report,  565 

District  and  Parish  Councils 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Hobhonse ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-LefeTre 
July  9,  l\9i 

Chainuen  </  District  Councils  ms  Justiees  of 
the  Ptmee,  Q.  Mr.  Rankin ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 
LefcTre  July  12,  1475 

Doekyard  Employ^,  Q.  Mr.  B.  J.  C.  Morton  ; 
A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  July  13, 1569 

Eleeiions — Loeml  OotermmetU  Bules,  Q.  Mr» 
J.  E.  Ellis  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  Jitme  28^ 
423;  a  Mr.  Strachey ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 
Leferre  July  10,  1299 

Lihrmry  Commissiouert,  Q.  Mr.  Maodonald  ^ 
A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  July  12,  1483 

IWrs^Paroekinl  EUrtart*  Reaister,  Q.  Mc 
Corawallis ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- Leferre  June  29, 
574 

i^MT  Qfieo  /frnwfU#,  Qs.  Mr.  C.  Williams, 
Sir  C.  Dilke ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  2, 
680 

Roadside  Oruzkio  Rights,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Hob- 
house  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  June  25,  116 

Rstumimg  OMeers,  a  Mr.  W.  McLaren  ;  A. 
Mr.  Shaw-LefeTTB  June  22,  12 ;  (^  Mr. 
Channing.  Sir  a  Paget;  As.  Mr.  Shaw- 
Leferre  Juite  26,  229 

8eh4»ol   Atteudamre   CommiitetM,   Q.    Mr.    H. 

Hobhoose  ;  A.  Mr.  Aoland  Jmly  9,  1193 
Vt^ers*  Lists,  Prrpmrmtion  </,  Q.  Mr.  Logan  ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-LeCerre  June  22,  6 

Dixox,  Mr.  6.,  Bifminghatm^  Edgbaston 
Railway  EHtfses  for  Militiamen,  1466 


Dixox-Hartlah D,  Sir  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 
Vxbridge 

Thames    Cooflenrancy   Bill,   Otn..  392,  394, 
896,  397,  12H«,  1294,  1452,  1453,  14.%6 

Vo!unteeri — Long^^rrlce  Modal«,  H65 
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DoDD,  Mr.  C.  J.  S.,  Essex,  Maldon 

Cardiff  Corporation  Bill,  Con.,  66t,  669, 
670 

Cattle  Transit  and  Railway  Companies,  446 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cL  17,  166,  167,  182 ; 
cl,  29,  488,  489  ;  New  cU,y  622,  629,  750  ; 
Con.  1420,  1602,  1643,  1645,  1652 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act — Conciliation 
Clause,  1561 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Con.,  1455 

Workmen's  Railway  Tickets,  688 

DoNELAN,  Captain  A.  J.  C,  Corky  E. 

Ireland 
Factory  Inspectors,  Female,  1069 
Recruiting  tor  the  Navy,  231 

DoRiNGTOX,    Sir    J.     E.,     Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury 

County  Auditoi-8  Bill,  Intro.,  319 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  31,  609,  610 

Drumlanrig,  Viscount 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 
106 

Duchy   of  Lancaster 

London  Connly  Co^tncU  and  Betterment-^ 
Motion  for  Papers  (Earl  of  Onslow) 
July  13,  1549 

East  India  {see  India) 
East  London  Water  Bill 

c.  Read  3*,  and  passed  June  25,  115 
/.  2R.  postponed  June  26,  205 
Read  2*  June  29,  517 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 

Winwick  Rectory  Act,  Q.  Mr.  Legh  ;  A.  Mr. 
Leveson-Oower  July  6,  1082 

SDUCATIOK    OEPARTMBNT  (EKGh 
LANB  AND  WALES) 

Atherington  National  School,  Q.  Viscount 
Crauborne  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  June  28, 441 

Denominational  Teaching  in  Elementary 
Schools^  Q.  Mr.  Roche;  A.  Mr.  Acland 
jK/y9, 1194 

Education  Code  and  lieporty  Q.  ami  Obs., 
Lord  Norton,  Earl  of  Rosebery  July  12, 
1445 

Erton  School,  Q.  Viscount  Wolmer ;  A.  Mr. 
Acland  July  12,  1488 

freldejtton  Church  School^  Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster  ; 
A.  Mr.  Achunl  July  6,  10(i6 

Oranti — Beturn^i,  Q.  Viscount  Cranbome  ;  A. 
Mr.  Acland  July  12,  1473 

OraiUx  to  Viuct'i'^ity  College*,  Q,  Sir  A. 
Rollit ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbcrt  July  5,  9:>7 

[eont. 


EDUCATIOX     DEPABTMEXl      {EXO- 
LAND  4-  WALES)'-cont. 

Oreystoke  School,  Cumberland^  Q.  Mr.  J.  W, 
Lowther ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  5,  949 

Haliham.  School,  Yorkahire,  Q.  Sir  F.  S. 
Powell ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  6,  1078 

North  Ilaghourne  Church  of  England  iSehooU 
and  the  Education  Department,  Q.  Mr. 
Talbot ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  6,  1186 

Report,  *Q.  Sir  P.  S.  Powell ;  A.  Mr.  Acland 

July  6,  1076 
School  Attendance  Committee*  and  District 

Councils,  Q.  Mr.   H.  Hobhoose;   A.   Mr. 

AclAud  July  9,  1193 
Unir^sity   Colleges,  Report,  Q.   Sir  F.    S. 

Powell ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  6,  1077 

Wales 
Endotced  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts,  and  Welsh  Intermediate  Education 
Act,  1889  (^Denbighshire  Schemey-Uer 
Majesty's  Answer  to  the  AildnnJuly  12, 
1437 


Education  Provisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion (London)  Bill 

/.  Com. ;   Reported  ;   Standing  Com.  negatived 
Jufie  25,  114 

Read  3*.  and  passed  June  26,  2 17 

c.  Read  1®  June  28,  514 

Read  2*»  July  3,  876 

Egypt 

British  Trade,  Q.  Mr.  Seton-Karr  ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grey  June  26,  226 

Corvie,  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Smith,  Mr.  Pierpoint ;  As. 
Sir  B.  Grey  July  2,  681  ;  July  9.  1189  ;  Qs. 
Mr.  Channin)?,  Mr.  Legh ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey 
July  9,  1197 

Education,  Q.  Mr.  Seton-Karr ;  A.  Sir  £  • 
QrejJuly  10,  1295 

Elections 
District  and  Parish  Councils  (see  that  title) 
Parliamentary  (see  that  title) 

Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  to  1890 

(Proceedings) 
Paper  pres. ;  to  be  printed  July  2,  772 

Eleotrio   Lighting    Frovifional   Order 

Bill! 

(Ho.  1) 

I,  Returned  from  the  Commons,  with  Amendts» 
agreed  to  June  22,  4 
Royal  Assent  July  3 

(No.  2) 

c.  Lonls  Amendts.  agreed  to  June  26,  318 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Juno  28,  390 
Royal  Assent  July  3 
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EUHric  Ligkiing  Protliional    Ordsr    Billt-^ 
oont. 

(Ho.  3) 

<*.  Read  2'' /mm*  26,  SI 8 
IWpoHeJ  July  &,  1043 
BmiI  a^,  Mid  passed  «f»/y  6,  1167 

(Ho.  4) 
<*.  Read  2*  June  26«  318 
Bcport«d  J»/y  5,  1043 
Read  8^,  and  pasMd  July  6, 1167 

(Ho.  6) 

e.  Read  2^"  /«ii^  26,  319 
Reported  July  5, 1043 
Reatl  3*,  and  passed  July  6,  1 167 

Elementary  Bduoation  Bill 

e.  Motion   for  Leare  (Mr.  Acland)  ;   Read  1* 
June  28,  513 
2R.,  Debate  adjoamed  July  11, 1436 

Slementary  Bduoation  (Continuation 
Sohoolt)  Bill 

c.  Intro^  Mr.  8.  Smith  ;  Read  1^  June%^,  104 

Blimentary  Bduoation  ProTiiional 
Orders  Ckmflrmation  (Barry,  fto.) 
Bill 

/.  Reportoil  from  Select  Com.,  and  Re-com.  to 
Com.  of  the  Whole  House  July  3,  778 
Com. ;  Standing  Com.  nejiratirel  Ju^y  5,  941 
Amendts.  reported  JfUy  6,  1062 
Read  3*.  and  passed  July  9,  1 186     * 

c.  Reatl  1*  July  10,  1391 

Ellia,  Mr.  J.  £.,  Nottingham^  Rush- 
cliffe 

Canailian  Cattle,  781 

District    and    Parish    CounciU    Elections — 
Lkm'aI  (ioYomment  Bonrd  Rules,  423 

Ijibour  Commiwiou,  Cost  of,  7H2 

ELLIS,  Mr.  T.  E.(PBrliamcDt}ir)'  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treaaury),   Merioneth* 

shire 

Croften  Bill,  12H0 

Employment  of  Soldiers — Select  Com,^ 
4rf.  (*oe  under  Army — Reserve  and 
Discharged  Soldiers) 

Eamoxdb,  Sir  T.  G.,  Kerry ^  IV.- 

Dingle  Pier,  431 

Botteo  Row,  Accidents  in,  44*^ 


Essex  Fisheries — American  Cattle  Ships 
Q.  Major  Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  June  26,  237 

Established  Church  {Wales)  Bill 

Q.  Mr.  D.  Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Asqaith  July  5, 

956 
BurUU  Gnmnd*,  Q.  Mr.  8.  Leighton ;  A.  Mr. 

Asquith  «fai^y  12,1463 
Cathadrah — Structural     ArrnngrmeHU^   Q». 

Viscount  Cranbornc,  Mr.Uriltitli-Boscawen; 

As.  Mr.  ABquith  June  28,  442 

Estate  Duty 

(See  under  Waya  and  Me.in$) 

Everett,  Mr.   R.  L.,  Suffolh,   JVood^ 
bridge 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  W.  31,  606 

Statue  of  OliTer  Cromwell  in  the  Palace  of 
Westminster,  1483 

Ev£R!4iiED,     Mr.     S.,      Staffordshire^ 
Burton 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  eL  25.  364 


Bridenoe  in  Criminal  Caaei  Bill 

/.  Pre*.,   Loid    Herschcll ;    Uea^l    1*    July  6, 
1063 


Explosives 

iuy  t[ 

Bryoc  July  13, 15r.8 


SAippiuy  rfat  Plymouth,  Q.  Mr.  Bartlej;  A. 
Mr.  ~  " 


Factories   (see   under   Labour    Depart* 

ment) 

Factory     and     Workshop     Aety    1878 
{Limewashing^    ^r.,   Brass  Foun* 
dries) 
Copy  pret.  June  25,  204 

Fa RQrn ARSON,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire ^ 
W. 

Arm}'  Estimates— Dr.  Brigjrs  »*H 
Canadian  Cattle  Im|>ortjitioD,  1474 

FARQrnAR80X,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset^  W. 

Finance  Bill,  Conu,  cl,  20,  267,  269 
Inoome  Tax  Assewment^,  177 
Pictorial  Adrertisements,  Imported,  795 

FERi;i*SAo!r,  RiKUt   Hod.  Sir  J.,  Man^ 
Chester y  X,E. 

Army  E*timatw— Militia.  **64 

Field,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex^  Eastbourne 

Brmiil— Allrgel  Outra^a'  <j:;  a  Br.tbh   SuU 
jot^t,  42S 
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Field,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin^  St.  PairiekU 

Finance  Bill,  Com..  764,  766 

Ireland 
Cattle  Trade  and  Railway  Companies,  445 
College  of  Science,  Dublin,  437 
Conveyance  of  Harvesters,  446 
Crop  Seeds,  439 

German  Spirit  and  Irish  Whisky,  796 
Lights  Board  Contracts  and  Trades  Union 

Wages,  788 
Ordnance  Survey  Department,  563 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  as  Land  Agents — 

Mr.  Turner,  435 

Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade — 

Officials,  244 
Tuberculosis  Commission — Report,  565 

Fiji 

Native  Outbreak^   Q.  Mr.  Hogan ;  A.    Mr. 
Buxton  July  13,  1560 


Finance  Accounts 

Paper  pres. ;  to  be  printed  July  2,  772 

Finanoe  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee 

iSM>eiiteenth  Night)'~June  22,  23 

CI,  14  ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  Bartley^s),  23 ; 
Division  ;  Negatived ;  (Mr.  G.  Bowleses), 
25 ;  Agreed  to ;  Amendt.,  as  amended, 
agreed  to;  (Mr.  H.  Johnstone's),  25; 
Ditision;  Negatived;  Motion  that  the 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  46 ; 
Divition,  56 ;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed 
to 

67.  15  ;  Amendts ;  (Mr.  Brodrick^s),  66, 
59  ;  Withdrawn  ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  60  ; 
Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  Byrne's),  HI  ;  With- 
drawn ;  (Mr.  H.  T.  Reid's),  62 ;  Agreed 
to ;  Motion  that  Clause,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  65  ;  Division^ 
86  ;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

CI,  16 ;  Amendts.  ;  (Mr.  H.  Johnstone's), 
88;  Division  i  Negatived;  R.P. 

iEiyhteenth  Nighty^une  25,  137 ;  Debate 
resumed ;  that  CU  16  stand  part  of  Uie 
Bill ;  Agreed  to 

CI.  17  ;  Amendts. ;  (Sir  S.  Montagu's),  141 : 
Withdrawn  ;  (Sir  J.  Lubbocts).  148  ; 
Withdrawn  ;  (Sir  R.  Webster's),  160; 
Negatived;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  151; 
Agreed  to;  (Sir  R.  Webster's),  161; 
Dirisitm  ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's), 
157  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Sir  R.  Webster's),  158  ; 
Diti*i4»i ;  Negatived ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's), 
164  ;  Amendt.  to  the  proposed  Amendt. ; 
(Sir  R.  Webster's),  166;  Withdrawn; 
Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's  Amendt  agreed  to  ; 
(Mr.  Dodd's),  167 ;  Withdrawn  ;  (Mr. 
Brodrick's),  170;  Withdrawn;  (Mr.  B. 
T.  Reid's),  174;  Agreed  to;  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid's),  174 ;  Amendt  to  the  proposed 
Amendt. ;  (Mr.  Butcher's),  175  ;  Divi- 
sUm;  Negatived;  Mr.  K.  T.  Reid's 
Amendt.  agreed  to.  Clause,  as  amended, 
agreed  to 

[eont. 


Finance  BUl^^ont, 

CI.  18  ;  Amendts. ;  (Sir  R.  Webster's),  192 ; 
Agreed  to;  (Mr.  Ambrose's),  193; 
Withdrawn;  (Sir  B.  Webster's),  194; 
Negatived  ;  (Mr.  O.  Lawson's),  195 ; 
Negatived;  (Sir  R.  Webster's),  198; 
Division  ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  O.  Bowles's), 
200 ;  Division ;  Negatived  ;  R.P. 

(^Ninet^enth  NigUy^une  26. 248  ;  Amendts. ; 
(Mr.  Byrne's))  250 ;  Dinisum  ;  Neg»* 
Uved ;  (Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton's),  253  ;  With- 
drawn ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  253 ;  Agreed 
to ;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

CI.  19;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour's), 
253;  Agreed  to;  (Mr.  O.  Murray's^ 
255;  Agreed  to;  (Mr.  G.  Murray's), 
260;  Negatived;  (Mr.  G.  Murray's), 
266 ;  Withdrawn ;  Clause,  as  amended, 
agreed  to 

CI.  20 ;  Amendte. ;  (Mr.  Hanbury's),  267  ; 
Agreed  to;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed 
to 

Cls.  21  and  22;  Motion  to  leave  out 
Clause  21  ;  (Mr.  H.  Farquharson),  268 ; 
Negatived ;  Clauses  agreed  to 

CI.  28 ;  Amendts. ;  (Colonel  Lockwood's), 
276  ;  Division  ;  Negatived  ;  Claiue 
agreed  to ;  R.P. 

^Twentieth  N%gH)^June  27,  822 

CI.  24  ;  Amendts. ;  (Dr.  Macgregor's),  327 
Negatived.;  (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton's),  332 
Withdrawn;  (Mr.  G.  Lawson's),  33S 
Negatived ;  Clause  agreed  to 

CI.  25 ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  Quitter's),  335  ; 
Division;  Negatived;  (Mr.  Bigwood's), 
369  ;  Negatived  ;  Clause  agreed  to 

CI.  26 ;  Agreed  to,  372 

CI.  27 ;  Motion  that  the  Clause  stand  part 
ofnhe  Bill,  372;  Division;  Agreed  to; 
R.P. 

{Twenty-first  N%gkt)^June  28,  465 

CI.  28  ;  Motion  that  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,  agreed  to 

CI.  29  ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  Martin's),  466 ; 
Withdrawn;  (Sir  M.  Stewart's),  469; 
Withdrawn ;  (Mr.  Bartley's),  470 ; 
Withdrawn;  (Colonel  H.  Vincent'sV 
480;  Division;  Negatived;  (Sir  J. 
Lubbock's),  484  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  Ben- 
shaw's),  487';  Division  ;  Negatived  ; 
(Mr.  Biddulph's),  491  ;  Division ;  Nega- 
tived ;  (Mr.  :feu-ling's),  494;  WiUi- 
drawn ;  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

CI.  30 ;  Agreed  to,  500 

CI.  81 ;  Amendts. ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's), 
500;  Agreed  to;  (Mr.  Griffith-Boa- 
cawen's),  500 ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Newdi- 
gate's),  503 ;  R.P. 

(^Twenty-second  Mehty^une  29,  679;  De- 
bate resumed  on  Mr.  Newdigate's 
Amendt ;  Withdrawn ;  (Mr.  Strachey's), 
597 ;  Withdrawn  ;  (Mr.  Everett's),  611 ; 
Agreed  to;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid'k),  611; 
Agreed  to ;   Clause^  as  amended,  agreed 
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a«.  89  to  M ;  Agreed  to,  613 

CI.  37 ;  Amendta. ;  (Lonl  O.  HamiltOD^t)* 
618 ;  DkWum  ;  Negatirod ;  CUnae 
mgreed  to 

CL  88  :  Agreed  to,  621 
New  Clauses 

(^Kmeeptitm  for  traiuartums  for  mone^ 
em*yeratum),  (Mr.  B.  T.  Reid'g),  621 ; 
Agreed  to 

i^Aopml  fnfm  Cimmi$MUmer9\  (Mr.  R.  T- 
Beid*sV  6S1  ;  Amendts. ;  (Sir  M.  Hick»- 
Be«;h*8),629;  Agreed  to;  (Major  Dar- 
win's), 696 ;  Withdrawn  ;  (Sir  M.  Hick*. 
Beach*t),  686;  Af^reed  to,  with  an 
Amendt. ;  (Mr.  Butcher's),  638;  /><>i. 
#MW  ;  NegaUred  ;  (Sir  M.  Hick*- 
Beach's),  641  ;  Agreed  to 

iCommmlUAum  of  dmt^  on  itUerui  t«  er^ 
pecUney),  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  642; 
Amendta.  ;  (Sir  R.  Webeter's),  642 ; 
Agreed  to ;  (Sir  R,  Wcbeter'sX  644; 
JhrUum 

iKseemptUm  from  &tale  J>^y\  (Mr.  R 
T.  Beid'sX  645 ;  Amendta. ;  (Mr.  Bart- 
ley's),  646 ;  DirUum ;  NegaUred  ;  (Mr. 
O.  Bowles's),  649  ;  Withdrawn ;  (Mr  A. 
J.  Balfour's),  658 ;  Withdrawn ;  CUuae 
added  to  the  RUl ;  R,K 

i7\oemt^kird  Mfkty^mly  2,  697 

(^Kjpception  as  to  property  in  British 
PosscMon*),  (Sir  W.  Harcourt's),  697  ; 
Agreed  to 

(^Commisiionrrs  mnv  amend  asseument  in 
certain  ra*e*),  (Sir  J.  LubbookV),  724 ; 
JHrisum ;  Negatired 

(^Works  iif  AH%  (Mr.  Byrne's),  728; 
Dirifion ;  Negatired 

</VMvr  of  Court  to  vary  mttlomentt\ 
(Viscoont  Cranbome's),  786  ;  Negatived 

i^Vmlue  of  an  eatate  in  Ireland),  (Mr. 
Bartley's),  742 ;  Division ;  NegaUred 

(^Etrmption  rf  pensions  payahto  to 
ujidmts),  (Sir  A.  Scoble's),  746;  With, 
drawn 

i^Appomraneo  on  appeals^  (Mr.  B. 
ftoberta's),  748 ;  Negatived 

{^Protertion  qf  pnrekasers,  mnrfgajoes, 
tmstees,  J^e.y,  (Mr.  Butcher's),  750 ; 
Withdraan 

Sekednlet,  751  ;  Aroendta. ;  (Mr.  B.  T. 
Reid's),  751  ;  Agreed  to 

Bill  reported.  751 

Be-comoiitted  in  respect  of  CUuie  27,  751  ; 
Motion  to  leave  out  the  Clause;  (Mr. 
Clancy),  756 ;  DitUion,  771  ;  BiU  re- 
portod,  as  amended 

As  amemied^  Considered 

iFirst  Xifhty-Julg  9,  1198 
Xew  douses 

{Xo  Estate  Dmty  shall  he  paid  on  interest 
in  erpeefaney  hefttre  it  falls  into 
possesion),  (Sir  M.  HIckt-Beach's),  12U0 ; 
Dirisi^m ;  Negatived 

VOL.  XXVI.  [rotJRTH  SKRIftS.]   rcimt* 


Finance  BUl^oont, 

{Zefoey  and  Sueoeulon  Duties  on  interests 
in  expeetaneg  in  eertain  eases)^  (Sir  li« 
Hidu-Beach's),  12*l9 ;  Birision;  Nega- 
tived 

{Zand  to  be  taken  in  lieu  of  payment  in 
certain  eases),  (Mr.  Chaplin's),  1226; 
Dirision ;  Negatived 

{Provision  for  Estate  Duty  by  Life  Imsur* 
anee),  (Mr.  Heneage's),  1242;  With- 
drawn 

(Ejcemption  of  estates  qf  45,000  of  persons 
hilled  in  diMrharge  of  public  duty), 
(Mr.  Bartley's),  1249;  Dirision;  No- 
gatived 

{If  estate  becomes  ayain  leriable  within 
eifht  years  ha{f  duty  only  bo 
charged),  (Mr.  Courtney's),  1260 ; 
Dirision ;  Negatived 

{Bemission  of  E^ate  Duty  on  property 
p^*if^  to  wife  or  husbttnd)^  (Mr. 
Byrne's),  1264  ;  Dirision ;  NegaUved 

{Friendly  Societies  {exemption),)  (Mr. 
Butcher's),  1272  ;  Division  ;  NegaUved 

{Second  yight)^July  10,  1815 

{Potcer  qf  court  to  vary  sottUments)^ 
(Sir  R.  Webster's),  1316;  Dirision; 
Negatived 

{Payment  qf  duties  in  adrance\  (Mr. 
Butcher's),  1880  ;  Division  ;  Negatived 

{Works  qf  Art.  Registration),  (Mr. 
Byrne's),  1844  ;  Divisum  ;  Negatived 

{Worhs  of  art  ejtemption  from  duty),  (Sir 
R.  Webster's),  1857  ;  Division ;  Negatived 

{Insurances  for  Estato  and  Settlement 
Duty),  (Mr.  Byme'sX  1873 ;  Division ; 
Negatived 

{Ojfts  to  the  Nation,  or  any  municipal 
body  or  puhlic  instUution),  (Mr. 
Batcher's),  1881  ;  Division ;  NegaUved 

{Third  Kighty-yJuly  11, 1394 
Amendta. 

(Mr.  Butcher's),  1895 ;  NegaUved ;  (Sir  R. 
Temple's).  1899  ;  Division  ;  NegaUved  ; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Rdd's),  1406  ;  Amed  to ; 
(Mr.  O.  Bowles's),  1406  ;  NegaUved  ; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid^s),  1412;  Agreed  to; 
(Mr.  a.  Bowles's).  1414;  Withdrawn; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's).  1415;  Amendt  to 
the  propose-1  Amendt. ;  (Mr.  Byme'sX 
1417 ;  Division ;  NegaUved ;  (Mr.  Byrne's). 
1422 ;  NegaUved  ;  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid^s 
Amendt.  agreed  to ;  (Mr.  Byrne's).  1424  ; 
Dirision  ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Butcher's), 
1 425  ;  Agreeil  to  ;  (Mr.  O.  Bowlw'sX  1*96 ; 
WlUidrawn  ;  (Mr.  Dodd's),  1426 ;  Agreed 
to  ;  (Mr.  a  T.  ReMs),  1427, 1428,  1429  ; 
Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  Butcher's).  1480  ; 
Division  ;  Negativoil ;  (Mr.  Batcher's). 
1488  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  R,  T.  Reiki's), 
1438  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  Butcher's),  1483  ; 
Division;  NegaUved 

{Fourth  Xigkt)^^uly  12.  1489 

(Mr.  Byrne's).  1490;  2)«»i##M;  Negatived; 
(Mr.  Byrne's),  1496;  Withdrawn; 
(Mr.  Brodrick's),    1801 ;   Division  ;  Ne- 
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gatived ;  (Mr.  Byrne*8),  1608 ;  Negatived ; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Beid*8),  1609 ;  Agroed  to  ; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Beid*s),  1609  ;  Amendta.  to 
the  proposed  Amendt ;  (Mr.  G.  Bowles's), 
1511;  Negatived;  (Mr.  J.  Lowther's), 
1618 ;  Agreed  to ;  Amend t,  as  amended, 
agreed  to ;  (Sir  R.  Webster's),  1516 ; 
Sivigion ;  Negatived ;  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid's),  1518;  Agreed  to;  (Mr.  G. 
Bowles's),  1618;  Agreed  to;  (Mr. 
Johnson-Ferguson's),  1618 ;  Agreed  to  ; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  1620 ;  Amend ts.  to  the 

?ropo6ed  Amendt. ;  (Sir  R.  Webster's), 
621 ;  DivUion,  1626  ;  (Sir  R.  Webster's), 
1526  ;  Withdrawn  ;  (Mr.  G.  Lawson's), 
1627 ;  Negatived  ;  (Sir  R.  Temple's),  1628  ; 
Withdrawn;  (Mr.  Broilrick's),  1532; 
Agreed  to  ;  Amendment,  as  amended, 
agreed  to ;  (Ut.  Butcher's),  1683 ; 
Withdrawn ;  (Mr.  Heywood-Johnstone's), 
1636 ;  DitUion  ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  G. 
Lawson's),  1688 ;  J)ivUi<m ;  Negatived  ; 
(Sir  R.  Webster's),  1546;  Withdrawn; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  1546  ;  Agreed  to ; 
(Mr.  G.  Bowles's),  1646;  Divi^n; 
Negatived;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  1647; 
Ajj^^  to 

Ciyth  Night^-^uly  13, 1675 

(Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach's),  1676;  Agreed 
to;  (Mr.  G.  Lawson's),  1677;  With- 
drawn  ;  (Mr.  Banbury's),  1578  ; 
Withdrawn;  (Sir  R.  Temple's),  1579; 
Withdrawn ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  1580 ; 
Agreed  to ;  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach's),  1680, 
1581 ;  Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's), 
1681 ;  Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's), 
1681 ;  Amendt.  to  the  proposed  Amendt. ; 
(Mr.  G.  Lawson's),  1582 ;  Negatived ; 
Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's  Amendt.  agreed  to; 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  1686  ;  Amendt.  to  the 
proposed  Amendt. ;  (Mr.  Byrne's),  587 ; 
Withdrawn ;  Words,  as  amended,  inserted ; 
(Colonel  Eenyon-Slaney's),  1689  ;  Ruled 
out  of  order  ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's), 
1590  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  Byrne's),  1590; 
Withdrawn ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  1691 ; 
Agreed  to ;  (Sir  R.  Webster's),  1592 ; 
Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Butcher's),  1593; 
Agreed  to;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  1694; 
Amendt.  to  the  proposed  Amendt. ;  (Sir 
A.  Rollit's),  1598  ;  Withdrawn  ;  Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid's  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid's),  1610  ;  Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  Byrne's), 

1613  ;  Withdrawn ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's), 
1618;  Agreed  to;  (Sir  R.  Temple's). 
1614;  Negatived;    (Sir  R.  Webster's), 

1614  ;  JDivUum  ;  Negatived ;  (Mr. 
Byrne's),  1615;  Negativeii  ;  (Sir  R. 
Temple's),  1616 ;  Negatived ;  (Mr. 
Butcher's),  1616;  Withdrawn;  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reid's),  1621  ;  Agreetl  to ;  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reid's),  1623  ;  Amendt.  to  the 
pn>po6ed  Amendt.  (Mr.  Butcher's),  1623 ; 
Agree*!  to  ;  Amendt,  as  amended,  agreed 
to;  (Mr.  Butcher's),  1625;  Dirifiim ; 
Negative*!;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's).  1629, 
16,30;  Avreerl  to;  (Sir  R.  Webster's), 
16H0 ;  Negntived  ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reiil's), 
1630  ;  Agree<l  to  ;  (Mr.  Byrne's),  1631  ; 
DirUum  ;  Nejratived  ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid  »\ 
1638;   Agreed  to;  (Sir  R.   Webster's), 
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1639  ;  Division ;  Negatirad ;  (Mr. 
Dodd's),  1643 ;  Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  Byrne's), 

1643  ;  Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's), 
1644;    Agreed   to;  (Mr.  G.  Bowlew's), 

1644  ;  Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  Dodd's),  1645  ; 
Withdrawn  ;  (Mr.  Butcher's),  1646 ; 
Withdrawn ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Beid^s),  1646  ; 
Agreed  to;  (Sir  R.  Webster's),  1646; 
Negatived;  (Sir  R,  Webster's),  1649; 
IHtiii&ti ;  Negatived ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Rdd  s), 
1661 ;  Amendt.  to  the_propo0ed  Amendt ; 
(Mr.  Byrne's),  1661 ;  Withdrawn  ;  Word* 
inserted;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  1652; 
Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid's),  165S ; 
Amendt  to  the  proposed  Amendt. ;  (Mr. 
Bartley's),  1664;  Withdrawn;  Woid» 
inserted 

Finance  Bill 
Q.  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morlej 

J^y  4,  920 
Clowure  of  the  Spirit  Dutf  CUuee,  <J».  Mr. 

A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Bonsor;   As.  Sir  W. 

Haroourt  June  28,  467 
JBttiUe  JhUf  and   the  Colonies,  Q.  Sir  R. 

Webster  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Haroourt  June  22, 18  ; 

Q.    Mr.    G.    Bowles;     A.     Mr.    BuxtoD 

July  10, 1307 ;  Copy  pres.  June  26,  204 

Grante     to     the     Nation,     Q.      Mr.      G. 
Bowles ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  9, 1195 

Indian  Peneione,  Q.  Sir  R.  Temple  ;  A.  Kr. 
H.  H.  Fowler  June  26,  223 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Q.  Mr.  Bartley ;  A. 
Sir  W.  Haroourt  July  9,  1196 

Inland  Revenue  Affidavit,  (^  Sir  A.  Bollit  ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  28,  456 
Probate  Reyistran  in  Ireland,  Q.  Mr.  Barry  ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  22,  18 
Property    outside    the     United    Kingdom^ 

Death    Duties    on,  Q.    Mr.    G.    Bowles ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  29,  576 
Res.  to  authorise  Clause  16  ;  Report  June  23» 

23 

Fisheries 

Committees  ^Fisher  me  n*s  Expense  u  Q.Major 

Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  June  26,  238 
E8$ex  —  American   Cattle  Ships,  Q.   Major 

Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  June  26,  237 

Scotch  and  Irish  Questions  (see  under  titles 
Scotland  and  ibelamd) 

Sea  Fisheries  Art,  1868,  Copy  pres.  June  22, 
22  ;  Paper  to  be  printed  June  25, 204 

Sea    Fisheries   Committee's    Report,  Q.  Sir 
A.  Rollit ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  5,  956 

Fishery   Board   (Scotland)    Extentioik 
of  Powers  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  3 

FitzWygram,  General  Sir  F.,  ffanis, 

Fareham 

Army  E8timates 

Medical  Department*  828 
Military  Education,  1120 
Wellington  Barracks,  1039 
Yeomanry,  881 
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Flstchkb,  Sir  H^  Sutsex^  Lewe$ 

Army  Bstimatet 

Ride  Rjuig«i,  k4L,  1091 
Volunteen,  884,887,908 
Wellington  Bamckt,  1040 

FoLET,  Mr.  P,  J.,  Galway^  Comiemara 
Oalway  and  CUfilen  Bailmij,  789 

Folkestone,  Viscount,  Wilts^  Wilton 
lodia^Nursing  Fcrer  Patients,  1557 

Food  Products  Adulteration 

Select  Com.,  ditehargw   and    additions   to, 
Jume  22,  104  ;  Jums  25,  515  ;  July  8,  87« 

FOEEIOV  AFFAIB8 

Secretary  of  State—Earl  of  Kimbkblbt 
Uoder  Secretary  of  State— Kir  E.  Qbby 

(See  under  names  of  Foreign  Coontries) 

Foreign-AHade  Paper    (see  under    Go' 
vernment  Contracts) 

Foreign  Prison- Made  Goods  (see  noder 
Trade^  Board  of) 

Forestry 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Collingt ;  A.  Mr.  Oarduer/n^  2t,  6 

FORWOOD,    Right    IIou.    A.    B.,   Lan- 
cashire^ Ormskirk 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  17,  142  ;  el.  81,  598  } 

Sew  r/*.,  ft:i2  ;  Con.,  1386,  1405,  1517 
Naval  Expenditure,  235 

Foster,  Mr.  II.  S.,  Suffolk,  Lowestoft 

Geldmton  (^urcb  School,  1068 

Fowler,  Mr.  M.,  Durham 

Moveable  Dwellinfc*  Dill  Intnx,  819 

FOWLEB,  RiiiiiT  IIox.  11.  II.  (8e<re- 
tary  of  Slate  for  India),  /ro/rrr- 
kamptoHy  A\ 

Afghan  War— Promotions,  119 

Army  Estimates — Saes  Canal  Shares,  1145 

Baladbun  Martler  Ca^  1082 

Bchar  Cadiutral  Survey,  C<.«t  of,  1470 

Bengal  Jary  C^mmiflsion,  119 

Cantonment  Acts,  1570 

i^tholic  Ceremonicft,  SoUliera  at,  438 

Contagions  IKseaget  Actji,  489 

Kaftt  Iniliun  RailMray  Company,  15:»8 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  W.  14,  89,  40,  42: 
rl,  15,  59  :  yete  eU^  682 ;  Con.,  1236,  1318 
1335,  1839 


FoWLBB,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.— «*osf. 

Nursing  Fever  Patients,  1557 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) BiU,  Com.,  1151,  1152,  1160, 1161 

Pensions  and  the  Estate  Duty,  223 

Railway  Staff,  1307 

Railways^Public  Expenditnre,  223 

Suff  College,  1808 

Umaria  Collieries,  1568 

France 

AsiasitinatUm  of  President  Carnot^  Q.  Sir 
G.  Rumell ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harconrt  June  28, 
456 

Notice  of  Motion  for  Address  (Earl  of 
Ro8ebery)/i«if0  25,  105  ;  Motion  .^mm  26, 
205  ;  Queens  Reply  July  2,  657 

Notice  of  Motion  for  Address  (Sir  W. 
Uarcourt)  Ju^  25, 136 ;  Motion  Jume  26, 
245  ;  Queen's  Reply  July  2,  676 

Sierra  Zeons^CoHjliet  between  Fremck  amd 
£niflisk  /VrC0#,  Q.  Sir  E.  Aahmead- 
Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  B.  Orey  July  18,  1574 

Freeman-Mitforo,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Warwick^ 
Stratford 

Army  Estimates 

Clothing,  &c,  970,  971,  979,  982,  985 
Military  £<lucation,  1120 
Royal  Engineers,  1090,  1104 

Finance  BiU,  Con.,  1352,  1519,  1586 

Frt,  Sir  T.,  Darlington 

Psrrv  Dock  and  Railway  Act  Amendment 
Bill,  563 


GARDNER,  Right  Hox.  H.  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Essex^ 
Saffron   fValden 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  782,  1474 

ContAgious  Diiteiuics  (Aui'maU)  BiU,   Intro.* 
2U3  ;  2R.,  1 168,  1164 

Com  Returns,  458 

Diseased  Sheep  at  Ardrishaig,  1556 

Forestry,  7 

Glebe  I^ntU  Act,  Sales  ander,  564 

Irish  Onlnance  Sarvey  I)«*iMirtment,  564 

l^eaflets  Afcricultnral,  Mm 

Swine  Fever  in  Denbighshire,  452 

Swine,  Restriction  on  the  Sale  of,  1081 


Oas  Ordtrs  CaQflnattion  (So.  1) 

I*.  Read  2* /mmt  26,319 
lU'iNirted /Wy  5,  1UI3 
Read  8*,  and  passed  July  6,  1167 


Oas  Orders  Conllrmatioa  (Vo.  S)  BUI 

r.  Rciiil2- /•riir26.  319 
Rctiortoil  July  5,  1043 
Read  3*,  and  (laaseil  July  6,  1167 
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Anglo-Belgian  Agreement  (see  under    title 

AFBICA) 

PrUon-Made  Goods  —  Importation  into 
England,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr. 
Bryce  June  22,  9 

Gibraltar 
Frozen  Meat  Supplie*,  Q.  Mr.  Colston ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  12, 1469 


Gifts  to  the  Nation  and  the  Estate  Duty 

Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourtyie/y  9, 
1195 

GLADSTONE,  Right  Hon.  H.  J.  (First 

Commissioner  of  Works),  Leeds^  W, 

Parliament 

Dyce's  Frescoes,  1674 

Electric  Lighting,  1574 

Statue  of  Oliver  Cromwell,  1484 

Scotch  Cathedrals  and  Abbeys,  1077 

'ijrlebe  Lands  Act^  1888^  Sales  under 

Q.  Sir  J.  Savory  ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  June  29, 
564 

Godson,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Kidderminster 

Army  Estimates — Volunteers,  910 

'  GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St,  Pancras^  S, 

Cardiff  Corporation  Bill,  Con.,  674 

Dyce*8  Frescoes,  1674 

Electric  Lighting  in  Parliament,  1574 

GoLDSWORTHY,  Major-Goneral  W.  T., 

Hammersmith 

Army  Estimates 

Colonel  M'Clintock,  1083,  1034 
Medical  Department,  824 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  29,  497 ;  Con.,  1364 

GoRST,  Right  Hod.  Sir  J.  E.,  Cambridge 
University 

Army  Estimates — Clothing — Sweating,  kc, 

984 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  1254 
Pauper  School  Children,  Treatment  of,  121 
West  London  District  Schools,  443 

GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.G.  J.,  Si.  George^Sy 
Hanover  Square 

Business  of  the  House,  677,  696 
Colonies  and  the  Defence  of  the  Empire,  425 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  el.  16,  89 ;  cL  17, 171, 
185, 187  ;  el.  18, 195, 196 ;  el,  20,  270  ;  el.2S, 
314  ;  cl.  24,  331  ;  el,  31,  589  ;  cl.  37,  616, 
618 ;  Keiv  cU.,  649,  650,  709,  710,  720,  721, 
730 ;  Re-com.,  cl.  27,  767,  768,  769  ;  Con., 
1219,  1268,  1340,  1369,  1370,  1427,  1494, 
1502,  1531,  1532,  1538,  1588,  1600,  1601, 
1616,  1G18,  1620 

Transvaal — Commandeering,  570 


GouRLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Naval  Manoeuvres,  1297,  1313 

Government  Advertisements 

Q.  Mr.  Hanbury ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbett  Jmlf  12, 
1471 

Government  Contracts 

Ihir  Wages,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Sir 
J.T.Hibbert  jKZy6. 1068 

Metropolitan  Police  Boats,  Qt.  Captain 
Norton  ;  As.  Mr.  Asqnitb  June  26,  129 ; 
June  29,  576  ;  Julg  12,  1467 

Paper f  IWeign^Made,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  26,  243  ;  Qt.  Mr. 
Wickham,  Mr.  Tomlinson ;  As.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  Julg  8,  787 


GOWER,    Mr.    G.     G.    LEVESON- 
(Comptroller    of    the    Household), 
Stohe-upon'  Trent 
Winwlck  Bectory  Act,  1062 


Grazing  Rights  and  the  District  and 

Parish  Councils 

Q.  Mr.  0.  Hobhouse ;  A.  Mr.  Sbaw-Lefevre 
June  25,  117 

Greenwich  District  Board  (see  under 
Local  Government  Board) 

Greenwich  Parh 

Copy  pres.  July  10,  1392 

GREY,  Sir  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  North- 
umberlandy  Berwick 

Africa 

Anglo-Belgian  Agreement,  118,  245,  448, 
694 

Gunpowder  in  British  Central  Africa,  1478 

Oil    Rivers    Protectorate    and    the   Royal 
Niger  Company — Customs  Union,  229 

Sierm    Leone— Conflict   between    British 
and  French  Forces,  1675 

Slave  Raiding  in  NyassaUnd,  1298 

Slavery  in  Zanzibar  Waters,  117 
Antwerp— Burial  of  Seamen,  1557 
Brazil— Alleged  Outrage  on  a  British  Sab- 

ject,428 
China— Importation  of  Machinery,  222 
Corea— Chino-Japaneee   Affain,    950,    1070^ 

1300 
"  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  222,  663,  949, 1476 

Egypt 
British  Trade,  226 
Corv^68],  1190,1197 
Education,  1296 


Oro]  {  S  E  S  8  I  0 

Vol. 

Oromid  Oame  Act  aSSO)  A"Vffiflwi!mt 
OTo.  2)  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Sir  D.  MacfarUne :    Bead  !•  July  18, 
1660  ^ 

Grovk,  Mr.  T.  N.  A.,  fFeni  Ham,  N. 

Ka»t  London  Wat«r  Bill,  SB.,  1 15 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  ei,  29,  496 

Naral  Contracts  and  Fair  Wages,  1564 

GuKTEB    Colonel     B.,     York,     W.R^ 

Barkstone  Ask 

Armj  Batimates 
Clotiiing,  987,  993 
Militia,  867 

Hackney     Carriage    Licences     in     ike 
Metropolis 
a  Mr.  B.  H.  Bajley ;  A,  Mr.  Aaquith  JuXy  2, 

Haldanb,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Haddington 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  el,  18,  199 ;   d.  19,  264, 
265  ;  Con.,  1431,  1434 

Haxsburt,  Lord 
Larceny  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.,  1061 
Pistolt  BiU,  3B.,  659 

Hamilton,  Lord  F.,  T^one,  N. 

Achill  Extension  Bailway,  236 


Hamilton,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  rl.  37,  613,  620 
NaTml  Bxpenditore,  235 

Hanblrt,  Mr.  B.  W.,  Preston 

Armj  Estimates,  800 

Barracks— Drainage,  1040,  1105 

Clothing    Establiflhment,    962,    964,    969, 

976,  988,  992,  995 
Conrejance  of  Troops,  Ac,  912,  917,  918 
Dublin  Main  Drainage  Scheme,  1188, 1139 
Factory  Labour,  tc,  1020 
Fencing  and  Bepairs,  1037 
Imperial  Defence  Loan,  1147, 1148 
Medical   Department,  808,  805,  810,  820. 

822  833 
MUit«[ry  Education,  1127 
Militia— Magaiine    Bifle,   Ac,    851,    861, 

863 
Volunteers,  909 
Waltham    Abbey  Powder    Factory,  1022, 

1023,  1024,  1027 
Warlike  and  other  Stores— Contracts,  1002, 

1008 

Business  of  the  House,  695 

Crimean  Vctemns,  Devtitute,  945 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  rl.  14,  24  ;   rl,  16,  10<l. 

137,    139;   rl.    17.  144.   153;    rl,  20,  267; 

Xntrh^  720,  743;  Con.,  1247,  1256,  1078, 

1585, 1614 

fcotU, 
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Hanburt,  Mr.  B.  Vf.^-ront, 

Goveinment  Advertisements,  1471 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  7 

Mount  Pleasant  Money  Older  Offioe,  688 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory,  19 

Waltham  Abbey  Powvler  Factory  Explosiout 
454 

HARCOUBT,  RioBT  Hon.  Sir  W.  G. 
V.  (Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer), 
Derby 

Aged  Poor  Commission,  1310 

British  Qooiis  in  South  Africa,  18 

CiTil  List  Pension  to  Professor  Bhys-Darids, 
1487 

EsUte  Duty 
Colonies,  18,  243 
Death    Duties   on    Property  Outside  the 

United  Kingdom,  575 
OifU  to  the  Nation,  1195 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  rl.  14,  24.  25,  26.  28,  29, 
31,  32,  34,  35,  87,  42,  51,  54,  55  :  W.  15,  62, 
63,  64,  74,  80 ;  rl.  16,  88,  89.  97,  100.  138  ; 
W.  17,  140,  141,  142,  144,  145,  148,  149; 
rl.  18.  201.  202  ;  el,  19,  266  ;  el,  20,  269. 
270 ;  rl.  23,  276,  280,  281,  282,  299  ;  el.  24, 
327,  332,  833,  334,  337 ;  el.  25,  848,  349, 
850.  363,  369  ;  rl.  27,  371,  372  ;  rl.  28,  465, 
466  ;  rl,  29,  467,  469,  470,  474,  480.  484, 
485,  487,  4M9,  491,  494,  495,  496,  498,  500  ; 
el.  31,  501,  503,  50»\  510,  611.  592,  597, 
607,610,612;  el,  37.  615 ;  AVtc  eU,,  688, 
641,649,651,655,697,  700,  703.  705,  707, 
710,  717,  718,  720..725,  726,  729,  732,  743, 
744,  745,  748,  749,  751 ;  Be-oom.,  W.  27,  756. 
757,  766;  Con..  h204.  1205,  1216,  1221, 
1228  1229,  1230,  1242,  1244.  1245,  1257, 
1260,  1261,  1262,  1265.  1271,  1274,  1276, 
1277,  1317,  1332,  1333,  1335.  1344,  1348, 
1349,  1353,  1369,  1873,  1882,  1384,  1387, 
1396,  1400,  1401,  1402,  1408,  1412,  1527, 
1528,  1546,  1575,  1576,  1677,  1580,  1582, 
1586,  1598,  1599,  1600.  1602,  1603,  1606, 
1610,  1614,  1616,  1617,  1619,  1620,  1621. 
1 638  1 64 1 
Closure  of  the  Spirit  Duty  Clause,  458 

France — AsMssination  of  President  Camot, 
457 ;  Notice  of  Motion  for  Address,  136 ; 
Motion,  245 

Income  Tax,  Overpaid,  1311 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  1195 

Inland  Berenue  Aflldarit,  456 

Ireland 
Probate  Begistran,  18 
Whisky  Permits-Falsifications  in  Bclfttt, 
16 

Law  Offloen  of  the  Crown,  7,  675, 695 
Loidship  of  Appeal— > Appointment,  1486 
Mines  (Kight  Hours)  Bill,  1195 
NaTal  Expenditure,  456 
Ottawa  Conference,  1573 

Parliament 
BuBinctti  of  the  House,  137,  577,  695,  1812 

Parliamentarr  Elect iont 
Attercliffe  Vacancy.  568 
Kx|)eniies,  Payment  of,  1195 
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Hakcoubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V.—eont. 

Parochial  Elections  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  455 

Transvaal  Affairs,  128 

Vacation  of  Seat  on  Succession  to  Peerage* 
Motion  for  Select  Com.,  406,  410,  417,  421, 
422,  423 

Wales 
Colliery  Explosion,  13«,  567 
Mineral  Rights— Grants  to  Sir  W,  Herbert, 
696 

York,  Duke  and  Dachess  of— Birth  of  a  Son, 
Motion  for  Address,  Notice  of,  186 :  Motion, 
460,463 

Hardie,  Mr.  J.  Keir-,  fFest  Ham,  S. 

Army  Reserre,  Transfers  to,  224 

Colliery  Explosion  in  Wales,  136,  667 

•Customs  Boatmen,  225 

Hours  of  Labour— Great  Western  Railway, 
427  ^ 

Naval  Contracts,  221,  565,  571 
Peterhead  Prison,  138 
Police  and  Labour  Meetings,  Scotland,  457  • 
Tracers  in  the  Postal  Service,  132 
York,  Duke    and    Duchess    of— Birth  of  a 
Son,  Motion  for  Address,  462,  463 

Hawkesbury,  Lord 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  12)  Bill,  Com.,  1046 

Medical  Inspectors  and  Cholera  Survey,  106 

Newton  Abbot  Workhouse  Inquiry,  389 

HAVDEN,Mr.  L.  P.,  Roscommon,  S. 

Ireland 
Drumharriff  Bridge,  1067 
Dublin  Postmen,  1064 

Hatter,  Sir  A.  D.,  Walsall 

Army  Estimates 

Fencing  and  Repairs,  1037 
Military  Education,  1118 

Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

Ireland 
Flesk  Mills  Fisheries,  1070 
Royal  Hospital  for  Incurables,  Dublin,  1072 

Religion  of  Pauper  Children  in  Scotland,  679 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Louth^  N. 
Registry  of  Deeds,  Dublin,  1313 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 
Penny  Postage  to  the  United  States,  222 
Pofetcards— Adhesive  Stemps,  799 

Heneage,      Eight     Hon.     E.,    Grtai 
Grimsby 
Finance  Bill,   Com.,  cl,  25,  357.  360  ;  cl.  29, 
485,  490  ;  cl,  31,  585,  586,  580  ;  Con.,  1241, 
1249,  1322,  1333,  1376,  1606 


Heritable  Secnrities  (ScofUnD  BQl 

c.  Con.  in  Com.  (Re-com.)  R.P.  Jwm  28,  512 

HEBSCHELL,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Blahoprie  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendineiit 
Bill,  Report  of  Amendts.  9i0 

Indian  Mints,  Closing,  551 

Larceny  Act  Amendment  Bill,    Pres^  216; 
2R.,  1060,  1061 

Licences  in  Lewis,  1171 

Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.,  936 

Pistols  Bill,  3R.,  659,  660 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 
Ill,  112 ;  Report  of  Amendts.,  1281 

* 

HIBBERT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  T. 
(Secretary  to  the  Treasury), 
Oldham 

Customs  Boatmen,  225,  232,  784 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  ol.  31,  506,  507,  509 

Foreign-Made  Paper  in  Government  Offices, 
243,  787 

Government  Advertisements,  1471 

Government  Contracts  and  Fair  Wages,  1068 

Grants  to  University  Colleges,  957 

Income  Tax 
Overpaid,  797 
Valuation,  133 

Ireland 
Achill  Extension  Railway,  28G 
Board  of  Works  Land  in  Leitrim,  1306 
Galway  and  Clifden  Railway,  789 
German  Spirit  and  Irish  Whisky,  797 
Newcastle  Harbour,  123 
Quit-Rcnt  Office,  Dublin,  7H5 
Registry  of  Deeds,  Dublin,  1313 

Labour  Commission,  Cost  of,  7H2 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  129s 
National  Gallery,  792 
Naval  Expenditure,  235 
Postcards — Adhesive  Stamps,  799 
River  Suck  Drainage  Bill,  Con.,  321 

Scotland 
Defendants*  Travelling  Expenses,  79» 
Government  Messengers  in  Glasgow,  1473 

"Wolverhampton  Pcit  Office,  1482 

Hickman,  Sir  A.,  Wolverhampton,  H\ 

Volunteers'  Long-Service  Medal,  232 
Wolverhampton  Post  Office,  1481 

Hill,  Colonel  Sir  E.  S.,  Bristol,  S. 

Army  Estimates— Volunteers,  895 

Ho  ARE,  Mr.  S.,  Norwich 

Army  Estimates— Militia,  859,  861 
Finance  Bill,  Con.,  1380 

HoBflousE,  Mr.  C.  E.  H.,  Wilts,  Devizes 

Roadside  Grazing  Rights  117 
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H0BHOU8E,  Mr.  H.,  Somenei^  E* 

Ftaanoe  Bill,  Com^  0/.  16,  66 
Looftl  Gorernment  Act»  1194 
Hchool  Attondanoe  Committees,  1198 

HooAN,  Mr.  J.  F.f  Tlpperary^  Mid, 

AastnOiAn  MaiUftodthe  United  SUtet  Riots, 
167S 

•«CortA  Rica  PlM^t,"  S»,  668,  948, 1476 

Fiji-Natire  Ontbreak,  1660 

HOME  DEPABTMSHT 

Becretarj  of  State— Mr.  ASQUITH 

Under  SecreUry   of   State— Hr.  0.  W.  E. 

RUUBLL 

HoNo  Kong 

FU§U4,  Q.  Mr.  Webster;  A.  Mr.  Boston 
June  26,  38H;  Q.  Mr.  Maodooa;  A.  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevie  Jung  88.  444;  Q.  Mr. 
Webster ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  June  29,  667  ;  Q. 
Major  Raach  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man  July  3,  795 

HopwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Lancashirff  S.E.f 
Middleton 

Finance  Bill,  Con.,  1609 
Life  Sentences  in  Ireland,  676 
Berision  of  Long  Sentences,  134 

HouMf  of  Commonf  (  Vacating  of  Seats) 
Select  Com.  (see  under  Parliament) 

Howell,  Mr.  G.»  Bethnal  Green^  N.E. 

London  HtreeU  and  Baildings  Bill,  Instr.  to 
Com.,  943 

Long-Sentence  Prisoners,  782 

Htx.nEft,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 

Army  Estimate*— Volunteer*,  892 
Parochial    Electors  (Registration    Aooelera- 
tion)  Bill,  Com.,  1166 

HCMPHRETA-OwEIf,   Mf.    A.   C.^  Moni" 

gomery  Co, 

Wale^ 
Church  Property,  689 
Land  Commission  Report,  690 

IIcKTER.  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen^  X. 

Attercliffc   VacancT— **  Official   Delegate  of 

ibc  UoTemmcntWhip*,"  M\H 
Scotch  Police  Pensions,  14S2 

Jfydc  Park 

Arri4lrn*»  in  Ii*>ttrm  Rfitr,  Q.  Mr.  Cubit t ;  A. 
Mr.  A-<iaith  June  26,  230;  Q.  Sir  T. 
KBiiKiiule  :  A.  Mr.  Buxton  Jume  2M,  443 


Imperial  Defence  and  the  Coloniee 
Q.  Colonel   H.    Vincent;    A.    Mr.    Bnzton 
June  29.  666 ;  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr. 
Amold-FoTster ;  As.  Mr.  Buxtoa  Jmlf  18, 
1466 

Importition  of  Foreign-Made  Ooods  Bill 

c.  2R.  deferred  June  28,  618 


Income  Tax  (see  nnder  title   Customs^ 
Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue) 


UTBIA 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  H.  H.  FowuB« 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Lord  Rbat 

Afghan  War  Prounftione,  Q.  Sir  S.  King;  A. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  25,  1 18 

JLrmu 
OMUMfioue    Dueaeei    Act$,    Q.    Mr.    W. 
M'Laren  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  28, 
439 
ymrting    Fewr    Patient*,     Q.    Viscount 
Folkestone;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  18, 
1667 
Soldier*  at  Cathelie   Oremoniet,  Q.   Mr. 
W.   Johnston ;    A.    Mr.  H.    H.  Fowler 
Jume  28,  488 
Staff  College,    Q.   Mr.  Rentoul  ;    A.  Mr. 
H.  H.  FowJer /Wy  10,  1308 
Baladkun  Murder  Caee,  Q.  Mr.  Naoroji;  A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  JWy  6,  1081 
Behar   Cadaetral  Surrey,   Cost  of^  Q.   Mr. 
KnatchbuU  -  Hngessen  ;    A.    Mr.    U.    H. 
Fowler /Wy  12,  1469 
Benaal  Jury  Commiseien^  Q.  Mr.  Paul;  A« 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  26,  119 
Cantonment  Arts,  Q.  Mr.  Stansfeld ;  A.  Mr. 

H.  H.  Fowler  J«/y  18,  1670 
Centagieus  Dieeatea   Aete  (see  sub-heading 

i4nNy) 
Laana  Raited  m  India,  Copy  pres.  June  28, 

616 
Minta,    Cheing,    Obs.  Karl    of    Leren  ami 
Melrille,   Marque*    of  Lan^lowne,   Lord 
Reay,   Viscount    Cross,    Lord    Hersehell 
June  29,  626 
Opium  Cemmiteien,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.   Ellis ;  A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  28,  243 
Peneiem  and  the  Finance  BUI,  Q.  Sir  R, 
Temple ;  A.  Mr.   H.  H.  Fowler  June  26, 
222 

JUailicayi 
Fundi,  Q.  Sir  J.  Kitson;  A.  Mr.  H.  H. 

Fowler  July  13,  1668 
Public     Expenditure     on,     Q.     Sir    W. 

Wodderbum;    A.    Mr.    H.    H.    Fowler 

June  26,  223 
Staff,  Q.  Sir  S.  King ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

July  10,  1307 

Umaria    Collier  tea,  Q.     Mr.    Schwann;   A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  13,  1662 
inUflf .  Copy  pre*.  July  4,  920 
}Vhr«it  {(Jrain  Ktetatora),  Copy  pres,  July  4, 

920 
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Indian  Bailway  Companies  Bill 

I*  Boyal  Assent  Jvly  3 

Indian  Tariff  Bill 

Motion  for  Address  (Earl   of    Northbrook) 
June  29,  658 
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Industrial  Schools  Bill 

/.  Pres.,  Lord  Leigh  ;  Read  !•  July  5,  942 
Read2*,/^tt/y  9, 1178 

Injured  Animals  Bill 

I.  Reported  from  Select  Com.  June  26,  216 

Amendts.  reported  June  28,  390 

Bead  3*,  and  passed  July  3,  774 

e,  Lonls  Amendts.  con.,  and  agreed  to  July  6. 
1167  ^ 

Z.  Returned    from    the    Commons,    with    an 
Amendt  JtUy  6,  1061 

Commons  Amendt  to  Lords  Amendts.  con., 
and  agreed  to  July  12,  1439 

Inland    Revenue   (see   under    CustomSj 
Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue) 

IBELAND 

Lord  Lieutenant-^Lord  Houghton 

Chief  Secretary— Mr.  J.  MoRLEY 

Aehill    UlandetM,    Prosecution   qf,    Q.   Dr. 
B-  Ambrose;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  25, 

Aehill  Bailway  (see  under  sub-heading 
Railways) 

Administrative  Reports,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  13,  1572 

Army 
Colonel  Stewart,  References  to,  in  Debate 

on  the  Estimates,  July  3,  836,  &c, 
Curragh  Camp  Building s^Iruh    Stone, 

Q.    Mr.    MacNeUl;    A.    Mr.    Woodall 

June  28,  440 
Dontgal  ArtUlery,   Q.  Mr.  Rcntoul;    A. 

Mr.  Campbell*  Bannerman  June  22,  21 

Bereltaven    Harbour,    Q.   BCr.  Sexton;    A. 

Mr.  Bryce  July  6,  1063 
Board  of  Works  Land  in  Leitrim,  Q.  Mr. 

Tully ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  10, 1305 
Cattle  Poisoning  in  County  Clare,  Qs.  Mr 

T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Sexton;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  13, 1670 

Cattle  Trade  and  Railway  Cotnpanies,  Qs. 
Mr/  Field,  Mr.  Dodd;  As.  Mr.  Bryce 
June  28,  445 

Cavan    County    RevisUm    Sessions,   Q.   Mr. 

Young ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  10,  1804 
College  of  Science,  DuUin,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A. 

Mr.  Acland  June  28,  437 

County  Courts,  Q.  Mr.  Kenny;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  3,  791 

Crop  Sr^ds,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
June  28,  439 

Curragh  Camp  Buildings  (see  under  sub- 
heading Army) 


IRELAJfB^HxmL 

Berry  —  Irish  Society's  EOaUt^Cam  of 
Captain  Coppin,  Q.  Mr.  Mains ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  June  26,  228 

BingU  Pier,    (J.  Sir  T.   Esmonde ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  June  28,  431 
Bownpatriek      Water     Supply,      Q.      Mr. 

M'Cartan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  9,1196 
Brumharriff  Bridge,  Q.   Mr.  Hay  den ;   A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  6,  1067 
Buhlin  Main  Brainage  Scheme,  Beferencea 

to,  in  Debate  on   the  Estimates,  July  5, 

1035,  &C. ;  July  6,  1 130,  &c 

Education 
Ex-National  School  Teacher,  P.  M*Jhifme, 
Q.  Mr.  Tully  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Juno  25. 
126 

Teachers  and  the  Education  Act,  1892,  Qs. 
Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell,  Mr.  Carson ;  As,  Mr. 
J.  Morley  June  28,  430 

Evictions 
County  Armagh,  Q.   Mr.  E.  M^Hogfa  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  June  28,  432 
South  LeUHm,  Q.  Mr.  TuUy ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  6, 1065 

Factory  Inspectors 
Female,    Q.    Captain    Donelan ;    A.    Mr. 
Asquith  July  6,  1069 

Firearms,  Possession  of-^Case  of  J,  Caskin, 
Q.  Mr.  Chance;  A.  Mr.  J.  Motley  July  2, 
694 

Fisheries 
Berehaven  Harhowr,  Q.   Mr.  Sexton;  A. 

Mr.  Bryce  July  6,  1063 
Bingle  Pier,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  June  28,  431 
Flesh  MUls,  Q.   Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  6,  1070 
Newcastle    Harbour,   Qs.   Mr.    MH^artan,. 

Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Colonel  Waring ;  As. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  25, 123 

German  Spirit  and  ''Irish  Whisky,*'  Q.  Mr. 
Field  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  3,  796 

Godley  Egtate—Purchase  of  Holdings,  Qs. 
Mr.  Tully ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  26, 
226  ;  July  13,  1659 

Gun  Licences^  Case  of  Mr,  Bracken,  Q. 
Colonel  Nolan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  13, 
1566 

High  Sheriffs,  Qs.  Mr.  Carson,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  28,  429 
Insanity  (see  Lunatics) 

Intimidation  (see  sub-heading  Land-- 
Grabbing  Benunoiations) 

Killiney  Bay-^Removal  of  Sand  from  Fore- 
shore, Q.  Dr.  Kenny ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
July  3,  794 

Kirwan,  Release  of,  Q.  Mr.  Hopwood  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  2.  676 

Lahmrers'  Cottages 
Bully  menu,  Q.  Colonel  Waring ;   A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  3,  788 
Coot  chill,  Q.  Mr.  Young ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

June  25,  120 
Newcastle  West,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Austin  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  2.  69H 
Stranorlar,  Q.  Mr.  A.   O'Connor ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  June  28,  447 
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Zand  Citmmistion 
Judicial  ReiUM,  Copy  prct.  July  3,  773 
ProcetdUga,  Copies  pre«,  June  25,  204  ; 
July  9,  12$0 

Land'Orahhinm  Denut^iation* 

Monagkan^  Q.  Mr.  Macartiiej  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley /Wy  9, 1189 

L^md  Purelut^ 

County   Krrry-^aae  of  Mr,  All  mam,  Q. 
Mr.  Hexion  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morler  June  38, 
483 
OuHlry  Eelate,  Q»,  Mr.  Tully ;  At.  Mr.  J. 
Mortej  June  26,  226 ;  July  IS,  1559 

Letterhrten  Petty  Seseiout  Court,  Q.  Mr. 
M^Gilligmn  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  8,  680 

Lieenee^Ifoldere  and  Magietratee  (tee  under 
•ab-hM(lin(r  Magutrary) 

LieeuMed  Jie^tuunutt  J^iiities  in  DuUin, 
Qk  Colonel  NoUn.  Mr.  T.  W.  RoweU ;  A«. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  June  28,  433 

Life  Senteneee,  Q.  Mr.  Hopwood ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  July  2,  676 

Light M  Board 

(hntrrtetM  and  Trade  Union  Wagee,  Q.  Mr. 
Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  8,  788 

Jiirer  SManmm  Lighting,  Q.  Mr.  O^Keeffe; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  5,  949 

Limrrirk  Aseizre,  Qn.  Mr.  T.  W.  Ranell, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  An,  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  10, 
1.303 

Lunatire 

TWi,  and  the  Inrreaee  of  Inmnity,  Q.  Mr. 
Stanley  I^(chton ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
June  28,  «55 

JtCartan,  Her.  IW-^Attaek  on  at  Lurgmn, 
Oil  Mr.  MH^artun ;  An.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
June  22,  14  ;  June  25,  130 ;  July  10,  1394 

Jt Sally,  Mr,^ Alleged  Attack  on,Q.  Mr. 
MTftrUii ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  22, 14 

Magietraey 
Clogher^Cajdafn  Ferrall  aud  kU  Son,  Qe. 

Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  W.  Rimell;  Ai.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  ^»Ne  25,  131 
Clogker  —  J/r.     McLaren  —  Ttamfer     of 

Publ»e.ffouse   Lieenee,  Q.    Mr.    T.    W. 

Ruaaell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  35,  136 
County  Tyrone^ ffoldera of  Iletail  Lieenees, 

Q.  Mr.  Sexum;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  yMn^  25, 

181 
Lecarnne^Iloman   Catkitlir    MagietrateM, 

Q.    I>r.  ComminJi;    A.    Mr.    J.    Morley 

June  26,  239 

Malicious  Jiyuey  Clavtu  in  Kerry,  Q.  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  2.  691 

Medical  Witneeeee  at  AsHzet,  Hemuneration 
of,  g.  Mr.  OKeeife;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
Junt  25,  129 

yotional  (lallrry^  Dublin,  Q.  Dr.  Kenny  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  8,  793 

yrirra»th  Ilarhtmr,  Qt,  Mr.  M*C«rtjin.  Mr. 
W.  Johnnton.  Colonel  Waring;  \k  Sir  J. 
T.  Hibliett  J»«r  25.  133 

O'Cttllitghtna  Mille^Meeting  Prohihitrd,  Q. 
Colonel  NoUn;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  ^Wy  13, 

i.v;5 

\ei*nt. 


JHELAyD-^nt, 

Orange  Dieturhances  at  Lurgan,  Qfl.  Mrv 
M«Carun  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  23,  14  ; 
June  25,  180  ;  July  10,  1294 

Ordnance  Surrey  Depart ment^  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 
A.  Mr.  Gardner  June  39,  563 

Parliamentary  Jterieion  SeMsion*  in  County 
{hran,  Q.  Mr.  Young ;  A,  Mr.  J.  Morley 
July  10,  1804 

P^ty  Seeeiim*  Clerhe  ae  Land  Agente^Mr. 
Turner,  Q.  Mr.  FicM  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
June  28,  435 

Police 

Special   Police  ProtectUm,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W. 
Rofltell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  13.  1571 

Poor  Law 
Ballymena  Union,  Q.  Mr.  E.  M'Hogh  ;  A. 

Mr.J.  Morley /na^  28,  431 
Deportation  of  Irish  Pauper  $  from  Scot' 

land,    Q.    Mr.   Macartney;    A.    Mr.   J. 

Morley /k/v  9, 1188 
Dinenmry  Modieal   OfReer^   Residences, 

Q.  Colonel   NoUn ;    A.  Mr.  J.   Morley 

July  13,  1567 
KiUarncy   Union,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  RoMell ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  25, 123 
Listowel    Union    Pates,    Q.  ^Mr.    T.    W. 

RoMell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  35,  133 
Rejistration  Fees,  Q.  Mr.  Tolly ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  June  26,  227 
Relieting   Officers   and    Prirate    HarA— 

Mr,    W,    Turner,    Q.    Mr.    Fielil ;    A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  June  28,  435 

Post  Office 
American  MaU  Route,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Smith  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  23,  5 
Dublin  Postmen,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden ;  A.  Mr. 

A.  Morley  ^Wy  6,  1064 
Uolyheadand  Kingstown  Mails,  Q.  Mr.  W. 

Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  26,  338 
Leitrim  {South)  MaUs,  Q.  Mr.   Tally  ;  A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  Julp  13, 1564 
Limerick  Postal  and  Telegraphic  Staff,  Q. 

Mr.  W.  Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  36^ 

234 
MaU  Serrice  Tenders,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Kenny  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  26,  233 

Probate  Registrars  and  the  Finance  Bill,  Q. 

Mr.  Barry  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  22^ 

18 
Public  Works,  Copy  pro*.  July  10,  1592 
Public    Works   Loans    (.V#*.  J)    Art,   /A»J, 

Copy  pros,  Jrne  28.  616 
(fuit'Rent  Office,  Dublin,  Q.  Mr.  O'Driscoll ; 

A.  Sir  J.T.  Hibbert  July  3,  785 

Railways 
Arhill  Ertensi4m,  Qs.  I.<»rd  F.  Hamilton, 

Dr.  R,  Ambroee,  Mr.  T.  W.  Raivell ;  As. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbtrt  June  26,  286 
Cattle  Transit.  Qs,  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Dodil ; 

As.  Mr.  Bryce  June  38,  445 
Conrryance  ef  Harvesters,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A. 

Mr.  Bryce  ./»»v  38,  446 
Dublin,    Wicklow,   and    Wrrford.   Q.    Dr. 

Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  3.  TIM 
(ialfnty  and  Clifdru,  Q.  Mr.  Foley  ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  July  3.  7M!» 
Mixed    Trains,  Q.    Mr.    Tally;    A.    Mr. 

Bryce  June  33.  7 

\cont. 
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Waterford  and  Lim&rick  Company'^  Line, 
Q.  Colonel  Nolan ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Jvly  13, 
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Heerumng  for  the  JVdtty,  Qs.  Captain 
Donelan,  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  Mains ;  As. 
Sir  U.  Kay-Shnttleworth  June  26,  231 

JRegittration  Feet,  Q.  Mr.  Tully ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  June  26,  227 

BegUtration  of  Title,  Return  pres.  July  2, 772 

Regittry  of  JDeeds,  J)uhlin,  Q.  Mr.   T.  M. 


[ealy  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  10,  1313 
rroduetUoe  Loan  Fund,  Zeitrim,  Q. 
rally  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  10, 1298 


Boyal  Hospital  for  Incurahlet,  Dublin^  Qs. 
Mr.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  July  6,  1072 

Shannon,  Board  of  Workt  Land  near  (see 
sub-heafling  Board  of  Works  Land  in 
Leitrini) 

Shannon  River,  Lighting,  Q.  Mr.  O'Keeffe ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  5.  949 

Titht    Rentcharges,    Motion  ^  for   a  Return 

(Earl  of  Belmore)  July  3,  775 
Whisky  Permits,  Falsification  of,  Qs.  Mr.  J. 

O'Connor ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  22t 

15 


Jackson,  Right  Hon.  W.  L.,  Leeds,  N. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  oL  17,   190,  191  ;  Con., 
1546  »         .         ,  , 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Con.,  391,  392.396i 
1289,  1458,  1459,  1460 


James,    Right    Hon.     Sh"    H.,  jBwry, 
Lancashire 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  eh  14,  86,  37,  42 :    Con. 
1599 

Vacation  of  Seat  on  Succession  to  Peeraee, 
Res.,  417 


Japan 

Corean  Affairs  (see  that  title) 

Mail  ArrangemtnU,  Q.  Mr.  Baird ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  June  28,  447 


Jeffreys,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hant^y  Basingstoke 

Army  Estimates 
Aldershot  Camp,  &c.,  1083 
Horses,  911 

Me<lical  Examinations,  800 
Military  Education,  1115,  1116 

Business  of  the  House,  772 

Canailian  Cattle  Importation,  8 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  17,  182  ;  Con.,  1230 

JonxsoN-FEur.usoN,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Leices- 
ter, Loughborough 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  d.  31, 584,  61 1  ;  Con.,  1246 


Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S, 

Crimean  Veterans— Case  of  DoooTan,  218 
India— Soldiers  at  Catholic  Ceremonies,  488 

Ireland 
Newcastle  Harbour,  123 
Recruiting  for  the  Navy,  232 

Babies,  Treatment  of,  13 

Johnstone,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Sussex.  Har* 
sham 

Agricultural  Leaflets,  1480 

Bankruptcy  Proceedings  in  Sussex — Caie  of 
Mr.  Warren,  10, 1484 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl,  14,  25,  45  ;  eU  16,  86. 
89  ;  Con.,  1344, 1534 

KAY  -  SHUTTLEWORTH,  Right 
Hon.  Sir  U.  J.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,    Clitheroe 

Accountant  Generars  Department,  952 

Bilge  Keels  for  Ships,  790 

Channel  Fleet,  135 

Coaling  the  Mediterranean  Fleet,  220 

Construction  of  New  Ships,  1470 

Contracts 
Steel  Company  of  Newton,  666 
Thames  Shipbuilding  Firms,  221,  569,  571, 

573,  1080 
Trades  Union  Wages,  426, 1567 

Manoeuvres,  1318 

Pacific  Cable— Survey,  1305 

Recruiting,  231 

Scotland— Protection  of  Fisheries — Gunboat 
"  Niger,"  948 

Stokers,  425 

Training  Ships— Harwich  Harbour,  1314 

Warrant  OflBcers,  224 

Eearlet,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Devonport 

Crimean  Veterans— Case  of  Donovan,  218 
Naval  Programme,  Contracts  under,  221 
Naval  Warrant  Officers,  224 
Stokers  in  the  Navy,  426 

Keay,  Mr.  J.  Seymour,  Elgin  and 
Nairn 

Scotland 
Railway  Rates,  947 
Small  Holdings,  690, 1463 

Kenny,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Dublin,  College 
Green 

Army  Estimates— Pigeon  House  Fort,  Dublin, 
816 

Dublin,  Wicklow,  an<l  Wexfonl  Railway,  794 

Killiney  Bay — Removal  of  Sand  from  Fore- 
shore, 794 

National  Gallery,  792 

National  Gallery,  Dublin,  793 
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Kbitnt,  Mr.  W^  Dublin,  St.  Siepken'i 

Green 

BUck  Watch,  1st  Battalion,  418 

IxeUnd 
County  Coorta,  791 
Holyhead  and  Kingitown  Mails,  233 
Limerick  Postal  and  Telegraphio  Staff,  284 
Mail  Senrice  Tenders,  233 

Kenton-Slankt,  Colonel   W.,   Skrop- 

shire,  Newport 

Army  Estimates 
Clothing,  kc^  993 
Medical  Department,  823 
Militia,  863,  866 
Ranges,  Ac,  1092 
Recreation  Groands,  1112 
Volunteers,  904 

Finance  Bill,  Cora.,  W.  14,  29,  45  ;  rl.  17,  147, 
172;  W.  23,  312;  r/.  25,  342;  rl,  31,  579; 
Con^  1240,  12W,  1312,  1543,  1577,  1589, 
1590 

KIMBERLEY,  Exia  ok  (SecreUry  of 

Stato  for  Foreign  Afiairs) 

Aliens  Bill,  Pre*.,  1059 

Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill.  2R^  928, 
931 

LooomotiTe  Threshing  Engines  Bill,  Com., 
938 

Outiloor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill,  2R^ 
214 

Kino,  Sir  H.  8^  ffuli.  Central 
Afghan  War— Promotion^  118 
Kast  Imlian  Railway,  1307,  155K 
Malta,  Ferer  at,  1306 

KxATOHBrLL-HroESftEN,    Mr.    IL  T., 
Kent,  Fareriham 

Brhar  Cailastral  Surrey,  Cost  of.  1469 
Bu^incM  of  the  House,  137 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  rl.  14,  38  ;  rl,  20,  271 
Meilway  Dreiltfiog,  H80 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act— Conciliation 
inausc,  1562 

Knowles,  Mr,  Lco«,  Satford,  W. 

Finance  Bill,  r<im,,rl,  17,  154  ;  Srw  rl,,  631  ; 
Con.  1423,  150H,  1615 

KxTTSFoRH,  Lord 
B<iftnU  of  Conciliation  Bill,  2R.,  387 
Swaziland  Convention,  517 
Tnuvraal — Commam leering,  517 

LaBoccrfERE,  Mr.  H.,  Northampion 

Finance  Bill,  Con..  1231 

Labour  Commission^  Cost  of 

g.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellii ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbcrt  July  3, 

7^2 


LABOTTB  DXPABTMEVT 

Cab  Strike— Prttsrrutum  i/  Jlohy,  Q,  Mr. 
Lough ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Jmlp  3,  78M 

C0al  Strike  in  Srothtmi,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hanlie ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Jutui  29,  577 
Fart  or  jf   and    Wt*rhjihttp    Art,   lfi7S  {Lime* 

toashimg,  cf"^..  It  rati  Afundrirji),  C^^i^y  prc*», 

Jutw  26,  204 

Factory  IiupectorM 
^maU,    Q.    Captain     Donelan  ;    A.    Mr. 
▲squith  July  6.  106D 

Fair  Wages  and  Oorernmrnt  Contrart*,  Q. 
Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  HiliU^t 
July  6,  1068 

Naral  Doriyardt  (see  umler  tlUe  Xaty) 

Tkameo  SMiphmildrrt  and  Xaral   Cantrart* 

(see  under  title  Kary) 
Tradr  VntAtoM,  Copy  pre«.  Jmmr  2H,  516 
Trades  Vmiom  Wayr»^^AHmirnlty  Comtrarts, 
Q.  Mr.  Lough;  A.  Sir  C.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth  Jmme  28,  426 ;  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hanlie ; 
A.  Sir  0.  Kay-Shuttle  worth  Jttw  29,  565  : 
Q.  Mr.  A.  an>Te  ;  A.  Sir  C.  Eay-Shuttlc- 
worth  July  13,1564 

Tmrh    Art,    Q.    Mr.    K.    Hanlie;    A.    Mr. 

Asquith  JuHS  26,  225 
Unemployrd  —  ShrfHrld,     .fr.,    Q.    Colonel 

H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefcvre  Janr  22, 

10 

Labourers*  Cottages    in    Ireland    (so* 
under  title  Ireland) 

Labourers  dreland)  Aoti  (Sztaniion  to 
Fiahermen)  Bill 

<Y.  Intm..  Sir  T.  Esmondc;   Reail  1^  July  13, 
1656 

Lancashire  Charities 

Q.  Mr.'Snape  ;  A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stcrcnson  July  2% 
692 

Laxapowne,  Marquee  of 

Indian  Mitits,  (losing,  534,  541.  550 

Larceny  Act  Amendment  Bill 

/.  Pros.,  liord  HcrarhoU  ;  Roa^l  1*  June  26.  216 
Reail  2*  ^Wjr  5.  1060 
Com. ;  Rc|K)rtctl.  &c.  July  9,  llfM; 
Reportcil  from  Stainlinj?  Com.  July  10,  12>6 
Read  3*.  and  paft^ol  July  12,  14  46 

LAW  AVB  JUSTICE  AVB  POLICE 

Balfour  Companira,  Q%.  Sir  K.  A«hni«»n*1- 
Bartlctt ;  A*.  Sir  J.  Ku1>t  July  MK  1:Mo  ; 
July  12,  UK5 

Bamhruptry  (see  that  title) 

Cah  S9rikr—Pro»rrutiim  rf  Bfthy,  Q.  Mr- 
r^Uffh ;  A.  Mr.  A«*inith  July  3,  7»h 

(\>urirt  KrlMll,  Q.  Mr.  i:.>>»v  ;  A.  Mr.  A^ijiur'! 

/if«/'2ti.  240 
County    Court*.  Jfolmtirlh,    i).    Mr.    H.     I. 

\\i\mm  ;  A.  Sir  J.  lU^hr  Ji»ly  In.  IHo'i 

[n*Ht. 
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ZAW   AND   JUSTICE  A^D    POLICS-^ 

CODt. 

Cumberland  AsHzes  and  Sessums,  Qg.  Mr. 
J.  W.  Lowther;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  12, 
1472 

IdentiHcatUn  of  CriminaU,  Q.  Colonel 
H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  June  26,  237 

Law  Offirert  of  the  Crotm,  Q.  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  22,  7  ;  Q. 
Mr.  P.  Williams;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
June  29,  676  ;  Q.  Mr.  Darling ;  A.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  July  2,  696;  Q.  Mr.  P. 
Williams;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  10, 
1298 

Long  SenteneeM^  Q.  Mr.  Hopwood ;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  June  26,  134  ;  Q.  Mr.  Howell  ;  A. 
Mr.  A8<iuith  July  ,S,  782 

Lordship  of  Appeal^ Appointment^  Q.  Mr.  D. 
A.  Thomas  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  12, 
1486 

Mag  tJit  rates 

Cliairmen  of  District  Cimncils,  Q.  Mr. 
Kankin ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  12, 
1476 

Metropolitan  Police  Boott,  Qs.  Captain 
Norton ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  June  25,  129  ; 
June  29,  576;  July  6,  1074;  July  12, 
1467  '  y        » 

Police  Courts,  Q.   Mr.  Whitmore ;    A.   Mr. 
Asquith  June  25,  120 
Worship   Street — Block    of  Business,    Q. 
Mr.  J.  Stuart ;   A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  6, 
1078  * 

Prisons 
Kirkdale,  Qs.  Colonel  Nolan,  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  June  28,  450 
Warders,  Assistant,  Q.  Mr.  Long ;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  July  12,  1484 

Smith,  John,  Case  of  Q.  Mr.  G.  Palmer ;  A. 
Mr.  Asquith  July  9,  1193 

Truck  Act,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie ;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  June  26,  225 

Wales^ Trade  Dispute  and  the  Poliee,  Q. 
Mr.  Randell;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  12. 
1477 


Lawrence,    Mr.    W.     F.,     Liverpool ^ 

Abercromby 

Oil  Rivers  Protectorate  and  the  Royal  Niger 
Com|)any,  229 

Lawson,   Mr.   H.   L.   W.,    Gloucester, 
Cirencester 

Army  Estimates— Yeomanry,  867 
National  Gallery,  793 

Lawson,  Mr.  J.  Grant,  York,  N.R., 
Thirsk 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  eL  14,  30,  31,  32 ;  el,  16, 
92:  cl,  17,  140;  cl,  18,  194  ;  oU  24,  332, 
333,  334  ;  cl.  81,683,  611 ;  New  els.  741  ; 
Con.,  1491,  1495,  1516,  1627,  1537,  1576, 
1578,  1581, 1612,  1616,  1618,  1641 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
Uon)  Bill,  Com.,  872,  873,  1150,  1161,  1162. 
1155,1159,1163 


Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Cwnberland,  Cocker^ 
mouth 

Army  Estimates — Yeomanry,  871 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  23,  291 

House   of  Commons   (Vacating   of   Seats), 
Select  Com.,  1164,1166 


LEFEVBE,  Right  Hon.  G.J.  SHAW- 
(President  of  the   Local    Govern- 
ment Board),  Bradford,  Central 
Brentwood  School  Scandal,  12, 121,  796 
County  Coandls  and  Light  Railways,  1488 

District  and  Parish  Councils 
Chairmen  and  Justices  of  the  Peace,  1475 
Elections    and    the    Local    Government 

Board  Rules,  424,  1299 
Returning  Officers,  12,  230 
Roadside  Grazing  Rights,  117 
Voters*  Lists,  6 

Greenwich  District  Boaid,  1475 

Hampstead  Sanitary  Regulations,  1193, 1471 

Hong  Kong  Plague,  444 

Library  Commissioners,  1483 

Local  Goremment  Act  (1894)  (see  that  title) 

Parochial  Electors  (Rq^^stration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  Com.,  872,  873,  874, 1152.  1163, 
1168,  1160, 1162,  1163  ;  3R.,  1390 

Pauper  School  Children,  Treatment  of,  121 

Peers  and  the  New  Local  Goremment  Act, 
675 

Rabies,  Treatment  of,  13 

Tuberculosis  Commission  Report,  665 

Unemployed — Sheffield,  &c.,  11 

West  London  District  Schools,  448 


Legh,  Mr.  T.  W.,   Lancashire,  S.W,^ 
Newton 

Egypt— Corvde,  1198 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  1196 

Winwick  Rectory  Act,  1082 


Leigh,  Lord 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  2R.,  1178 


LsiGHTON,       Mr.       S.,       Shropshire^ 
Oswestry 

Parochial    Electors  (Registration    Accelera* 
tion)  Bill,  Com.,  1156,  1162 

Tea,  and  the  Increase  of  Insanity,  466 

Welsh  Burial  Ground,  1463 

Leng,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1473 

Levex  axd  Melville,  Earl  of 

Indian  Mints— Closing,  626,  640 
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Lbwis,  Mr.  J.  Herbert,  Flinty  ^c. 

Wales 
Mineml  Rights,  134 
Koooonformitt  Hiniiten,  44S 

Lioeniiiig  Law  Amendment  Bill 

I.  SB.  negatiTod  Julf  5,  921 

Ligkihou$ei 

Income  Tar  <m,  Q.  and  Ob«.  Lord  Stanley  of 
Aldorley,  Lord  PUyCalr  /i*/y  9,  1173 

Loan  Societiei 

Paper  prea.  June  22, 23 

Local  Government  Aet^  1894 

Q.  Mr.  H.  HobhooM;  A.  Mr.  Sbaw-Laferre 

Jmlf  9, 1 194 
JH$trict   and    Parish     CouneUs  (QuesUons 

relating  to,  tee  under  that  title) 
Peert^Parockiai  Electors'  Registers,  Q-  Mr- 

Comwallia ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  Jane  29, 

574 

LOCAL  ooTEsnaurr  boaed 

PrealdeDt— Mr.  SBAW-LsFBTmn 

Secretary— Sir  W.  FoeTBE 

£rentwood  School  Scandal,  Q.  Major  RaMh  ; 
A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  June  22, 11 ;  Qi.  Mr. 
8.  Smith,  Sir  J.  Oorit ;  A*.  Mr.  Shaw- 
Leferre  June  2ft,  121 ;  Q.  Major  Raach ; 
A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  July  3,  796 

Count  f  Councils  (see  that  Utle) 

JHstrict    and    PaHsh     Coumcils    (tee    that 

Utle) 
Oreenurick  District  Board,  Q.  Mr.   Darling  ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  July  12,  1475 
Bampstead    Sanitary  ReauUtions,  Q.    Mr. 

Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-LefeTre  July  9, 1193 ; 

July  12,  1471 
Jlonf  Kong  Plague^ Ii^ertio%  Q.  Mr.  Mao- 
dona  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  June  28.  444 
Likrary  Commissioners,  Q.  Mr.  Macdonald  ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-UfeTre  July  12, 1483 
Medical   Inspectors    and    (%olera    Survey, 

Q.  and  Oba.  Earl  of  Straflonl,  Loid  Hawkee* 

bury  June  25,  106 
AnHim  Abbot    M'orbhowse  Inquiry,  Q.  and 

Ohc  Viftconnt  Sidmonth,  Lord  Hawkeabnry 

June  28,  389 
Pauper  School  Children,  Treatment  nf,  Qn 

Mr.  S.  Smith,  Sir  J.  Uoret ;  As.  Mr.  Shaw- 

Leferre  June  25,  121 
Rabies,  Treatment  qf,  Qt.  Mr.  W.  McLaren, 

Mr.  W.  Johnston  ;  Ai.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre 

June  22,  12 
Rttuming  Oficers,  Q.  Mr.  W.  McLaren;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lcfevre  June  22.  12;  Qa.  Mr. 

Channing.  Sir   R.  Paget ;  Aa.  Mr.  Shaw- 

Lcferre  June  26.  23«) 
i'memployed—ShrfifU   Vmion,  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Sliaw.Leferre  June  22, 

10 
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looters'  Lists,  Prrparatiok  of,  Q.  Mr.  Logan  ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  Jmw  22,  6 
WeJit   London    DiHrict    SchiPoU,   Q.   Sir  J* 

Gowt :  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefcvre  June  28.  443 

Looal  OoTemment  (Ireland)  ProTisional 
Order  BilU 

(Ho.U 

e.  Reported  June  27,  372 

Read  3%  and  paMed  June  28,  514 
/.  Reail  VJnne  29,559 

Read  2*  ^11/^9,  1184 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c  July  10, 1286 

Read  3%  and  paaMd  July  12,  1446 

(Ho*  5) 
/.  Read  2*  July  26,  216 
Com. ;  Reported,  Ice.  July  9,  1184 
Amendtt.  reported  July  10, 1286 
Read  3*.  and  paued  July  12,  1446 

(Ho.  6) 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  3 

(Ho.  7) 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  3 


(Ho.  9) 

X.  Com. ;  Reported ;    Standing  Com.  negatired 
June  22,  4 
Read  3*,  and  pasneil  June  25,  114 
Royal  Assent  July  3 

(Ho.  10) 
/.Com.;  Reported;   Standing  Com.  negatired 
June  22,  4 
Read  3*,  and  passeil  June  25,  114 
Royal  Assent  July  3 

(Ho.  U) 

/.  Read  2*  June  26,  216 

Com. ;  Reported,  Ice.  June  28,  390 
Read  3*,  and  passed  June  29,  559 
Royal  Asient  July  3 

(Ho.  12) 

f.  Read  2*  June  26,  216 
Com.;   Reported,  4cc /«n#  29,  559 
Read  8*,  and  passed  July  2,  661 
Royal  Assent  July  8 

(Ho.  13) 

<*.  Read  8*.  and  pasMid  June  22, 102 
/.  Read  1«  June  22.  ft 

Read  2*  Jnme  26,  216 

Com. ;  Reported,  kc.  July  2,  660 

Read  3*,  and  pa  sed  July  8,  780 


i 
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Loeal  OoverHm&nt  (^Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
^iW*— cont. 

(So.  14) 

c.  Reported  June  22,  103 

Read  8^  and  passed  June  25,  203 
I.  Read  1*  June  26,  217 

Read  2*  Jif/y  9,  1184 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  July  10,  1286 

Ameodts.  reported  Juljf  12,  1446 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  13,  1565 

Local    Govenmient  Provisional   Order 
Bills 

(Ho.  5) 

I.  Read2*  J^MM«f26,  216 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  June  28,  390 
Read  3*,  and  passed  June  29,  559 
Royal  Assent  July  3 

(Ho.  7) 

/.  Read  2*  June  26,  216 

Com. ;  Reported,  Slc,  July  6,  1061 
Read  8*,  and  passed  July  9, 1185 

(Ho.  8) 

L  Royal  Assent  July  3 

(Ho.  9) 

I.  ^end  2^  June  26,  217 
Com. ;  Reported,  kc.  July  6,  1062 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  9, 1185 

(Ho.  10) 

/.  Read2*^i«/Mf26,  217 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  July  6,  1062 
Read  3*,  and  passed  July  9,  1185 

(HoU) 

I.  Read2*/ttM«26,  217 
Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  July  12, 1445 
Amend t«.  reported  July  13,  1555 

(Ho.  12) 
I.  Read  2*  June  26,  27 

Com.  adjourned  July  6,  1045 
Com. ;  Reported,  Jcc.  July  12, 1445 

(Ho.  13) 

<?.  Read  3*^,  and  passed  June  22,  103 
I.  Read  1*  June  22,  5 

Read2*,^M«i»26,217 

Com. ;  Reported,  kc.  July  12,  1446 

Amendts.  reported  July  13,  1655 

(No.  14) 

c.  Reported  June  28,  614 

As  amended.  Con.  June  29,  66(i 

Read  3°,  and  passed  July  2,  771 
Z.  Read  1*  July  3,  780 

Read2*^if/y  9, 1184 

[coHt, 
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ZocoZ  Oopemmeni  ProfiisUmal  Order  Bills — 
oont. 

(Vo.  15) 

e.  Reported  ;  Read  3%  and  pasaed  June  22, 103 
/.  Read  1*  June  22,  5 
Read2*^Miitf26,217 


(Ho.  16) 
e.  Reported  ;  Read  3%  and  pasJted  Juw  22, 103 
/.  Read  1*  June  22,  5 

Read  2*  June  26,  217 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  July  9,  1 185 

Amendts.  reported  July  10, 1286 

Read  8%  and  passed  JWZy  12,  1446 

(Ho.  17) 
;.  Read  2*  «/^k/U7  26,  217 

(Ho.  18) 
e.  Reported  June  28,  514 

As  amended,  Con.  June  29,  656 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  2,  771 
/.  Read  1*  July  3,  780 

Read2*/tfZy9,  1184 

(Ho.  19) 
;.  Read  1*  June  22,  5 
Read  2*  June  26,  217 
Com. ;  Reported,  kc,  July  6,  1062 
Read  3*,  and  passed  July  9, 1185 

Looal  Oovemment  Proviiional  Order 
((}a8)Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  3 

Local  Oovemment  Proviuonal  Orders 
(Housing  of  Working  Classes)  CHo. 
2)  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  3 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  Bill 

L  Report  from  Select  Com. ;  Relcom.  July  2, 660 
C<Mn. ;  Standing  Com.  negatived  July  6, 1062 
Amendts.  reported  July  9,  1186 
Read  3*  July  10,  1287 

c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  July  13, 1655 

Local  Taxation  Lice f ices ^  ISOS^d 
0>py  pres.  Jum  25,  204 

Lock  WOOD,    Lt.-Colooel     A.,     Essex, 

Epping 

Army  Estimates 
Clothing,  &c.,  969 
Colchester  Huts,  1082 
Conveyance  of  Troops,  813 
Medical  Kxamiuations.  802,  810 
Temperance  Fund,  1143 
Waltham  Abbey   Powder  Factory,    1029, 
1030 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cL  23,  272  ;  <•/.  25,  370 


Loo] 


{SESSION       1  894} 
Vol.  2C 


[Mao 


LooomotiTe  (Thimhing  Kngjnai)  Bill 

I,  Read  1*  June  33,  4 
R<»d  2*  Julp  8,  774 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Be-oom.  to  SUodIng  Com. 
JtUf  5,  988 

Reported  Jmlf  10, 1386 

LoDSR,  Mr.  6.  W.  E^  Brighton 

Finanoe  Bill,  Com.,  el,  39,  496 

LooANy  ilr.   J.    W^    Leicester,  Mar- 
borough 

Aged  Poor  CommiMion,  1810 
Voten*  Lists,  Prepamtion  of,  6 


London  (see  Metropolis) 

London,  Bishop  of 

Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill^  3B.,  921i 
937,  980,  981 

London    County    Council  (see   County 
Councili) 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill 

e.  Instn.  to  Com.  (8ir  C.  Dilke)  June  35,  115  ; 
(Mr.  Weir)  Julg  5,  943 

LoNO,    Mr.   W.   H.,   Liverpool^    We$t 
Derby 

Army  Estimstes— Yeomanry,  870 

Canlifl  Corporation  BUI,  C^n.,  664,  669,  670. 

673 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  el,  16,  97  ;  el,  38,  381  ; 

el,  34,  884  ;  el,  35,  860,  861  ;  cl,  31.  B07, 

586 ;  Con.,  1245,  1497,  1637 
PaivKbial  Electon  (Registntion  Acceleration) 

Bill,  Com.,  873,  678,  874, 1154,  1160,  1161, 

U62 
Prison  Warden,  Assistant,  1484 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  2R.,  103 
Thamea  Conservancy  BiU.  Con.,  395.  1291 

Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 
Lord  Chancellor — Lord  IIerschell 

Lordship  of  Appeal — Appointment 
Q.  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
July  12.  1486 

LocoH,  Mr.  T.,  Islington^  W. 

AdmiimltT    ContracU    and     Trades    Union 

Wage*;  436 
Army  Estimates    Factory  Labour,  1014. 1030 
Cab  Strike— Prosecution  of  Boby,  788 


LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland^  Pen* 
rith 
Cumberland  Assises  and  Sewlons,  1473 
Qreystoke  School,  Cumberland,  949 
TransTaal— Compulsory  Military  8erTice,449 

LowTHER,    Right    Hon.  Jamse,  Kent^ 

Thanet 

Finance  Bill,  Com^  el,  16, 188;  eL  17. 140» 
142, 144, 152  ;  el,  20,  271  j  Con.,  1204, 1216, 
1498,  1513,  1582 

Ottawa  Conference,  1574 

LuBBOCKy  Right  Hon.  Sir  J^  London 
University 
Business  of  the  House.  678 
Finance  Bill.  Com.,  el.  14,  35,  42  ;  el.  17. 148, 
150;  el,  29,  482,  487,  491  :   Xew  eh.,  644. 
731 ;   Con..  1389.  1261,  1262,  1270,  1271, 
1384,  1495,  1581.  1544, 1621 

Lunatics 
Ad}udicatedBankmpt^CaeeqfMr.  Wmrren^ 
Qs.  Mr.  H.   Johnstone ;  As.  Sir  J.  Rigby 
/aii#33.10;/M/yl3,1484 

Irish  Qwest  ione  (see  ander  tiUe  IRELAND) 

LuTTRELL,  Mr.  H.  C.  F.,  Detfon^  Tati- 
stoeh 

Coastguards  in  Cornwall,  1560 


Ltell,  Sir  L.,  Orhney  and  Shetland 

Shetland  Fisheries,  Protection  of,  948 

Macartnet,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim^  5. 

Ireland 
Land-Grabbing  Denunciations^Monigfaan, 

1189 
Paupers-- Deportation  from  Sootlaod,  1188 

M  acdox  A,  Mr.  J.  C,  Southwarh,  Bother- 
hithe 

Derelicu  and  Obfttructions  in  Rivers,  444 
"  Hciretia."  Case  of  the,  1.301 
Hong  Kong  Plagne,  444 
Wimbledon  Rifle  Range,  574 

Macdoxald,    Mr.  J.    A.    M.,     Tower 
Jlamlets,  Bow 

Customs  Boatmen,  332,  7h4 

Engine  Drivers  at  Wonlwirb  Amcnal,  1068 

Library  Commiiwioncni,  li^ 

Lomlon  Small  Anns  Company,  Bow,  793 

Naval      ContraHii  —  Thames      Shipbuilding 

Firms,  570,  572,  1079 
Telegraph  Department  Inquiry,  134 
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Macfabi^ane,  Sir  D.  H.,  Argyll 

Busness  of  the  House,  961 
Crimean  Veterans,  Destitute,  219,  945 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  el,  24,  328  ;  Con.,  1339, 
1402, 1513,  1524,  1607 

Scotland 

Ardchattan  Episcopal  School,  1471 
Diseased  Sheep  at  Ardrisfaaig,  1556 
Fort  WiUiam  Foreshores,  1188 

Thames  Conserrancy  Bill,  Con.,  1452, 1458 
Transvaal — Commandeering,  17 

Macgregor,  Dr.  D.,  InvemesS'shire 

Crofters  Act  Amendment  Bill,  1280 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  ol  24,  322,  328,  831 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal^  5. 

Crimean  Veterans,  Destitute,  219 
Curragh  Camp  Buildings— Irish  Stone,  440 

M*Cartan,  Mr.  M.,  DotoUj  S. 

Central  Telegraph  Office,  1561 

Ireland 

Downpatrick  "Virater  Supply,  1196 
M'Nally,  Mr.— Alleged  Attack  on,  14 
l^ewcastle  Harbour,  123 
Orange  Disturbances  at  Lurgan— Attack  on 
the  Key.  W.  M'Cartan,  14, 130, 1294 

McCarthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford^  N» 

Assassination  of  the  President  of  the  French 
Republic,  Bes.,  248 

M'GiLLiGAN,  Mr,  p.,  Fermanagh^  S. 

Letterbreen  Petty  Sessions  Court,  680 

M'HuGH,  Mr.  E.,  Armagh^  S* 
Ballymena  Union,  481 
Eviction  in  County  Armagh,  43S 

McLaren,    Mr.   W.   S.    B.,    Cheshire^ 

Crewe 

District     Councils     Elections  —  Beturning 
Officers,  12 

India— Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  439 

Babies,  Treatment  of,  12 

Magistrates  (see  under  Law  and  Justice 
and  Police) 

Mains,  Mr.  J.,  Donegal^  N. 

Ireland 
Derry — Irish   Society's   Estates— Case   of 
Captain  Coppin,  228 

Becruiting  for  the  Navy,  232 

Mallock,  Sir  R.,  Devon^  Torquay 

Cardiff  Corporation  Bill,  Con.,  674 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  el,  29,  487 


Malta 

Fever,  and  Unsanitary  Condition  of  Harbour , 
Q.  and  Obs.  Viscount  Sidmouth,  Marquess 
of  Bipon,  Earl  Spencer^  JW/y  9,  1175; 
Q.  Sir  S.  King;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  10, 1306 

Manfield,  Sir  M.  P.^  Northampton 

Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stores — 
Contracts,  1001 


Market  Oardeners*  Compensatioii  Bill 

e.  Report  from  Standing  Com.  July  3,  876 

Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial 
Produce 

I,  Select  Com.  Beport  July  9, 1183 

Martin,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Worcestery  Droit- 
wich 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  466 

Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Birming- 

hav^y  E, 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  17,  161,  164 ;    Con., 
1432,  1591,  1647,  1650 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  £.,  fVigton 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  eU  29,  488 

Meath,  Earl  of 
Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2B.,  933 

Medway  Dredging 

Q.  Mr.  KnatchbuU  -  Hugessen ;    A.  Mr.    E. 
Bobertson  July  12, 1480 

MELLOR,  Right  Hon  J.  W.  (Chairman 
of  Committees  and  Wajs  and  MeaDS« 
and  Deputj  Speaker),  Yorky  WM.y 
Sowerhy 

Cardiff  Corporation  Bill,  Con.,  665 

{Rulings  as  Chairman  of  Committees 

and  Ways  and  Means) 

Anaj  Estimates,  800,  826,  827,  831,  859, 
995,  996,  997,  1036,  1037,  1141,  1142, 
1149 

Finance  Bill,  48,  51,  172,  173,  327,  340t 
371,  486,  608,  720,  726,  765 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera* 
tion)  Bill,  1152,  1155,  1156, 1161 

If  the  Amendt.  were  pressed  and  nega- 
tived, it  would  interfere  with  the  Amendt. 
on  Clause  31  (Finance  Bill),  470 

There  was  no  difference  between  The 
Speaker*s  ruling  and  Mr.  Mellofs ;  the 
ruling  had  been  submitted  to  The 
Speaker,  741 
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Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

I.  Motion  for  delect  Com.  agreed  to  Jwf^e  22,  3 

Merchandise     Marks   Ads   {1887   and 

'Jm    1891)  Amendment  (Cutlery)  Bill 

45.  Select  Com.  nominated  June  29,  656 

Q.  Mr.  Stnart-Wortley ;  A.  Mr.  Bnrt  July  12, 
1481 


Merchandise  Marks  (Prosecutions)  Bill 

tf.  Con.  in    Com. ;    Reported ;    Read    3",  and 
passed  Jttne  22,  103 

I.  Bead  1*  .^MA0  25,  114 

Bead  2*  June  29,  559 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  July  2,  661 

Beported  from  Standing  Com.  July  3,  779 

Bead  3*,  and  passed  July  6,  942 

MEBCHANT  SHEPFIHG 

JSuriaZ  of  Seamen  at   Antwerp^  Q.  Mr.   C. 
Williams  ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  July  13,  1557 

Crimping^  Qs.  Sir  O.  Baden- Powell ;  As.  Mr. 
Bryce  Juns  26,  220;  July  10,  1301 

Derelicts   and    Obstruciions    in  Bivers,  Q. 
Mr.  Macdona;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  June  28,  444 

Explosives — Shipping  of  at  PlymotUh,Q,  Mr. 
Bartley ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  13, 1568 

■**  Helvetia'"  Case  of  the,  Q.  Mr.  Macdona ; 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  10, 1301 

Seamen's  Fund,  Account  pres.  July  10,  1392 


Merchant  Skipping  Acts  Cofisolidation 

Bill 

Q.    Sir   G.    Baden-Powell;    A.    Mr.    Bryce 
July  10,  1300 


METROPOLIS 

Cab  Licences,  Q.  Mr.  E.  H.  Bay  ley  ;  A.  Mr. 
Asqnith  July  2,  687 

Cab  Strike — Prosecution  of  Boby,  Q.  Mr. 
Lough ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  3,  788 

Parks  (see  that  title) 

Police  Boots,  Qs.  Captain  Norton;  As.  Mr. 
Asquith  June  25,  129;  June  29,  576; 
July  6,  1074  ;  July  12,  1467 

Police   Courts^  Q.  Mr.  Whitmore ;    A.  Mr. 
Asquith  June  25,  120 
Worship  Street,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Stuart ;   A.  Mr. 
Asquith  July  6,  1078 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order 
BiU 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  3 

Mby3EY-Thomp30n,    Sir   H.,   Stafford^ 

Handsworth 

Election  Procedure,  234 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  eU  31,  610,  611  ;  Con,, 
1622 

VOL.  XXVI.  [fourth  series.] 


MiLNER,  Sir  F.  G.,  Notts,  Bassetlaw 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  28,  303 ;  rl.  27,  770 

Mines 

Albion   Colliery  Explosion  (sse  under  title 
Walks) 

Coal  Dust   CommijtsUm,  Q.  Mr.  D.  Thomas ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  5,  955 

Lanarkshire  Accident,  Q.  Mr.  Caldwell ;   A. 
Mr.  Asquith  July  12,  1480 

Minister,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Morgan  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
July  5,  958 

Regulation  oj  Quarries,  Q«  Mr«  C.  Williams  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  June  26,  234 

Mines  (Eigkt  Hours)  Bill 

Qs.  Mr.  Legh,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har- 
couTt  July  9, 1195 

Mining  Rights — Land  Grants  in  Wales 
(see  under  Wales) 


Montagu,    Sir    S.,    Tower    Hamlets, 

Whitechapel 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  d.  17,  140,'  143 ;   Con., 
1385 

Weights  and  Measures,  delect  Com.,  202 

Morgan,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Mines,  Minister  of,  958 

Wales 
Albion  Colliery  Explosion,  427,  453,  790, 

953 
Mineral  Rights— Grants  to  Sir  W.  Herbert, 

134,  241,  696,  957 

MORLEY,  Earl  of  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 
Bast  London  Water  Bill,  2R..  205 
East    London  Water    Bill,   Southwark    and 
Vauxhall    Water    ?ill.    West    Middlesex 
Water  Bill,  2R.,  523 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  12) 
Bill,  Com.,  1045 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  Arnold  (Post- 
master General),  Nottingham^  E. 

American  Mail  Route,  6 

Australian  Mails   and    the    United    States 
Riots,  1572 

Ireland 
Dublin  Postmen,  1065 
Holyhead  and  Kingstown  Mails,  233 
Leitrim  (South)  Mails,  1564 
Limerick   Postal    and  Telegraphic  StafiEs, 

234 
Mail  Service  Tenders,  234 

Japanese  Mail  Arrangements,  447 

Metropolitan  Countermen  and  Telegraphists, 

436 
Mount  Pleasant  Money  Cider  OflSce,  687 
.     Penny  Postage  to  the  United  States,  222 

4  E  [cont. 
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MOB^ET,  Right  Hon.  Arnold— tf<m^. 

Post  Office  SayiDgs  Banks  Consolidation  Bill, 

961 
South  Kensington  Museum  Building,  687 

Telegraphs 
Central  Office,  1661 
Departmental  Committee,  124 
Examination,  946 
Manchester  Staff,  1314 
Provincial  Steff  Grieyances^  1670 


MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  John  (Chief 

Secretary  foV   Ireland),  Newcastle" 

upon-  Tyne 

Achill  Islanders,  Prosecution  of,  130 

Administrative  Reports,  1672 

Business  of  the  House,  772,  600,  B71,  969 

Cattle  Poisoning  in  County  Clare,  1671 

County  Courts,  791 

Crop  Seeds,  440 

Deny  —  Irish    Society's  Estates  —  Case  of 
Captain  Coppin,  229 

Dingle  Pier,  431 

Downpatrick  Water  Supply,  1197 

Dmmharriff  Bridge,  1067 

Education 
Ex-National  School  Teacher,  P.  M'Teigne, 

126 
Teachers  and  the  Education  Act  (1892), 
430 

Evictions 
County  Armagh,  432 
South  Leitrim,  1066 

Finance  Bill,  920 

Firearms,  Possession  of — Case  of  J.  Cashin, 
694 

Fisheries— Flesk  Mills,  1071 

Oodley  Estate— Purchase  of  Holdings,  227, 
1569 

Oun  Licences — Case  of  Mr.  Bracken,  1666 

High  Sheriffs,  429 

Killiney  Bay— Removal  of  Sand  from  Fore- 
shore, 796 

Labourers'  Cottages 
Ballymena,  783 
Cootehill,  120 
Newcastle  West,  694 
Stranorlar,  447 

Land-Grabbing    Denunciations— Mcmaghan, 
1189  — o      » 

Land  Purchase 
County  Kerry—Case  of  Mr.  Allman,  434 

Letterbreen  Petty  Sessions  Court,  680 

Licensed   Restaurant  Facilities   in    Dublin, 
433 

Life  Sentences-^ase  of  Kirwan,  677 

Lights  Board— Lighting  the  River  Shannon, 
949 

Limerick  Assizes,  1303 

Lunatics^Tea— Increase  of  Insanity,  466 

H*Naliy,  Mr.,  Alleged  AttiM^  on,  16 


26. 

Mo&LET,  Right  Hon.  John— rim^. 

Magistrates 
(noghei^-Captain  Ferrall,  131 
aogher  —  Mr.   M'Laren  —  PubHe-Houe 

Licence  Transfer,  127 
County    Tyrone  —  Holdeia     of     BeteQ 

Licences,  131 
L^carrow— Roman   Catholle  MagieUmtai, 

239 

Malicious  Injury  Claims  in  Kerry,  691 
Medical    Witnesses   at  AssiKS,    Remmienr 

tion  of,  129 
National  OaUery,  Dublin,  793 
O'Callaghan's    Mills  —  MeeUng    Proh  iWted 

1666 
Orange  Disturbances  at  Lurgan— Attack  oo 

the  Rev.  W.  M»Cartan,  14, 16, 181, 1»6 
Parliamentary  Revision  Sesdoos  in  Connlj 

Cavan,  1304 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  as  Land  Agents— Mr. 

Turner,  436 
Police  Protection,  1671 

Poer  Law 
Ballymena  Union,  432 
Deportation  of    Paupers   from    Sootlaiidt 

1188 
Dispensary  Medical    Officers*    Residences, 

1567 
Killamey  Union,  122 
Listowel  Union  Rates,  122 

Registration  Fees,  228 
Reproductive  Loan  Fund— Leitrim,  129» 
Royal  Hospital  for  Incurables,  Dublin,  107S 
Uganda  Vote.  959 


Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 

Army  Estimates 
Dr.  Briggs,  817,  818 
Imperial  Defence  Loan,  1146,  1147 
Medical  Staff,  Training,  826 
Works  and  Buildings,  Scotch  Castles,  ice, 

1109,1113,  1114 
Yeomanry,  877 

Cardiff  Corporation  Bill,  Con.,  661,  664,  670, 

671,  672,  673,  674, 676 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  el.  24,  831 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Instr.  to 

Com.,  942,  943 

Morton,  Mr.  E.  J.  C,  Devonport 

Dockyard  Employes  and  Civic  OfHces,  16» 

MouLTON,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Hacknetf^  S. 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Oon.,  1291 

Moveable  DweUingt  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  M.  Fowler  ;  Reed  1®  Ju9e  26,  819 

MowBRAT,  Mr.  R.  G.  C.,  Laneasldre^ 

Prestwich 

'  Finance  Bill,  645 


Hnrj 
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HtTJuuY,  Mr.  A.  G.,  BuU$hire 

Fiaaaoe  BiU,  CouLycl,  17.  U2,  150;  el,  18. 
aOO  ;  el,  19,  255,  2«5,  266,  267 ;  Con.,  1423, 
1540 

Huio  and  DueingLieeneetCHiddleMx) 
BUI 

l.  Retuniea  from  the  Commonf  Jum  25, 114 

e.  Lord«  AmeiidU.  oon^  and  agreed  to  June  26, 
203 

L  Bojal  AMeot  Julf  3 

INiitl  Soa^  (Sootlud)  BUI 

e.  2R.  deferred  Jnly  3,  875  ;  July  10,  139() 

Naoroii,  Mr.  D..  Fimhury^  Central 
Indfji— Baladhan  Murder  Case,  1081 

Naiumal  Gallery 

Qi.  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawton  ;  A«. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  3,  792 

National    Gallery,   Dublin   (see  under 
Ireland) 

Vautieal  AnaMort  (Scotland)  BUI 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour ;  Read  !•  July  12, 
1548 

MAVT 

Ffrrt  LonI  —Karl  Spbxcbr 

Becrotarj— Sir  U.  Kay-8huttleworth 

CiTil  Lonl— Mr.  E.  RoBKBTSOH 

^rroM#i<a«/  OrnfraVt  Department,  Q,  Mr. 
Thornton;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shut tleworth 
July  5,  952 

BiUe  KeeU  for  Skip*,  Q.  Mr.  O.  Bowie*  ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttfeworth  July  3,  790 
rkaumel  Flert,  Q.  Commander  Bethell ;  A- 

81r  IT.  Kay.Shuttleworth  Juuf  25,  185 
roaliuy  of  thr   Mediterranean  FUtt,  Q.  Mr. 

Webrter;    A.    Sir    U.    Kay-Shuttle worth 

June  26,  219 

(\MMauMrdM  in  Coruumll,  Q.  Mr.  Luttrell ; 
A.  Mr.  E.  RobertMn  July  18,  1560 

C0nMrurti*m  of  .V«c  Skip*,  Q.  Mr.  Amold- 
Porater ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  July 
12,  1470 

C^ntrmrt* 

Steel  Company  of  Xewtim,  Q.  Mr.  K. 
Hardie  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-8huttleworth 
June  29,  565 

Tkmmr*  Skipkuildin^  Firmt,  (^  Mr. 
Kearley,  Mr.  K.  Haidle;  At.  8ir  V. 
Kay.5hutUeworth /ifiMi  26.  221;  Q.  Mr. 
Benn;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay.Shuttleworth 
June  29.  569;  Qt.  Mr.  Macdonaltl,  Mr. 
K.  Ha^l{c,  Mr.  Talbot,  Mr.  O.  Bowie* ; 
At.  Hir  r.  Kay-flhuttleworth  June  29, 
570  ;  Q.  Mr.  Maodonald ;  A.  8ir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  July  6,  1079 

Trade  Cnion  Utt^rA  Q.  Mr.  Lough ;  A. 
Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttieworth  June  29, 
426 ;  Q.  Mr.  A.  Orore :  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  July  13,  1564 

[enni. 
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Dockyard* 

£mploui*  and  Civir  OfHee*,  Q.  Mr.  E.  J. 
(f.  Morton  ;  A.  Mr.  K.  Robertson  July  18, 
1569 
Working  Hours,  Qs.  Mr.  D.  THomaa,  Sir  O. 
Baden-Powell ;  Aa.  Mr.  B.  Bobortaon 
July  5,  956 

EjrpmdUure,  Qt.  Lonl  G.  Hamilton,  Mr. 
Porwooil;.At.Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert /mm  96, 
285;  Q.  Mr.  Bartley ;  A.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court  June  26,  456 

Imperial  Defence  and  tke  Colon ie*,  Q. 
Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton 
June  29,  566;  Qt.  Colonel  H.  Vincent, 
Mr.  Amold-Fortter  ;  At.  Mr.  Buxton 
July  12.  1465 

Malta  J/arkour,  rn*anitary  Condition  of, 
Q.  and  Oba.  Yitcount  Sidmonth,  Marque»of 
Ripon,  Barl  Spencer /n/y  9. 1175  ;  Q.  Sir 
S.  King;  A,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 
July  10,  1806 

Man<rurre*^  Q.  Mr.  Oourley  ;  A.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman  July  10.  1297;  Q.  Mr. 
Oourley;  A.  Sir  C.  KaT-Shuttleworth 
July  lU,  1818 

Midway  Dredyiny*,  Q.  Mr.  Knatchbull* 
Hugenen ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertton  July  12, 
1480 

Ofieer* 

Warrant,  Q.  Mr.  Kearley;  A.  Sir  U. 
Kay-Shuttleworth  June  26,  224 

Open  .Space*  at  Drptford,  Q.  Mr.  Darling  ;  A» 
Mr.  K.  Robertson  July  12,  1475 

Pacijic  CmhJe^Surxey,  Q.  Sir  O.  Baden- 
Powell ;  A.  Sir  C.  Kay-8hnttlewx)rth 
July  10,  1305 

HerruUiny,  Qt.  Mr.  Cayier.  Captain  Donclan, 
Mr.  W.  Johntton,  Mr.  Maim ;  As.  Sir  U. 
Kay-ShuUleworth  June  26,  231 

Scotland 

Protretitm  of  tke  SkrtUnd  Fitkerie*^ 
•'  Myerr  Q.  Sir  L.  Lycll  ;  A,  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Sbuttlewortb  July  o,  948 

Sramrm  and  Stoker^  Re^Enyayement, 
Return  pret.  June  25,  204;  Printing 
Return  y«iir  28.  516 

Stoker*,  Q.  Mr.  Kearley ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  June  2n  425 

T**roed4H*^  Brrnnan,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan ;  A. 
Mr.  OMnpbell-Bannerman  July  3.  799 

Training  Skip* 
Uarwcick   J/arbmit,  Q.  Mr.  Round  ;  A.  Sir 
U.  Kay.Shmtlcwurth  ./a/y  10,  1314 


Navjf  Estimates 

JCjTprnditure,   Q*.  Lonl    O     Hamilton.    Mr 
1*  urwfKMl ;  At.  Sir  J.  T.  Hthlert  June  26,285  ; 
Q.    Mr.   Bartley;     A.    Sir     W.    Haivoart 
June  28,  456 


Naylor-Leyla.xd,  CaftAiD  H.  S.,  Cot 
rketter 

Army  Ettimate*— Colchentcr  Barracks,  1048 
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Netherlands  Government 
*♦  Costa  Rica  Packet  "  (see  that  title) 

Kemtdioate,  Mr.  F.  A.,   Warwickshire^ 
Nuneaton 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  rl.  81,  502,  595 

Newton  Abbot  JVorkhouse  Inquiry 
Q.  and  Obe.  ViBConnt  Sidmouth,  Lord  Hawkes- 
bury  June  28,  389 

Noble,  Mr.  W.,  Hastings 

Rotten  Bow,  Accidents  in,  281 


Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galwayy  N. 

AnnT  Bsdmates 
Militia,  858,  859 
Bifles,  1011 
Waltbam  Abbey  Powder  Factory,  1031 

Brennan  Torpedo,  792 

Finance  BiU,  Com.,  314,  370,  770 

Ireland 
Dispensary   Medical  Officers*    Residences, 

1567 
Gun  Licence — Case  of  Mr.  Bracken,  1566 
Licensed  Restanrant  Facilities  in  Dublin, 

432 
0'Callagfaan*8  Mills— Meeting  Prohibited. 

1565 
Waterford  and  Limerick  Railway,  1567 

Kirkdale  Prison,  450 


NoRTHBROOK,  Earl  of 

Indian  Tariff  Bill,  Motion  for  Address,  558 

Norton,  Captain  C.  W.,  Newington,  W. 
Army  Boots,  576,  1064,  1466 

Metropolitan  PoUce  Boots,   129,  576,  1074, 
1467 

Railway  Nuisance  at  Newington,  679 

Norton,  Lord 

Education  Code  Report,  1445 

Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.,  926, 
927 

Outdoor    Relief    (Friendly    Societies)    Bill, 
Report  of  Amendts.,  939 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 
Ill 


Hotioe  of  Accidents  Bill 

I.  Com. ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com.  Jtrn^  25, 112 
Reported  July  3,  779 
AmendtA.  reported  July  5,  938 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  6,  1062 

Nyassaland  (see  under  Africa) 


O'Connor,  Mr.  A^  Donegal^  E. 

Army  Estimates — Pigeon^Hoose  Fort,  1114 
Labourers*  Cottages,  Stranorlar,  447 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Wicklow^   fV. 

Provincial  Telegraph  Staff  Orierances,  1567 

Whisky  Permits— Falsifications  of  in  Belfast, 
15 

O'Driscoll,  Mr.  F.,  Monaghan^  S. 

Quit-Rent  Office,  Dublin,  785 

Religion  of  Pauper  Childnm  in  Scodand,  677 

O'Keefpe,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Limerick 

Ireland 

Lights  Board — Lighting  the  River  Shannon, 
.     949 
Remuneration  of  Medical    Witnesses    at 
Assizes,  129 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

BoanU  of  Conciliation  Bill,  2R.,  375, 387 

London  County  Council— Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster and  Betterment,  Res.,  1549,  1554 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (18^)  Amendment 
BiU,  2R.,  209 

Opium  Commission  (see  under  India) 

Ontdoor  Belief  (Friendly  Soeietiet)  Bill 

/.  Read  2*  June  26,  210 

Com. ;   Reported ;  and  Re-com.  to  Standing 

Com.  JwM  29,  558 
Reported  July  3,  779 
Amendts.  reported  July  5,  939 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  6,  1062 

Returned  from  the  Commons,  with  Amtndta* 
agreed  to  July  13, 1555 

Pacific  Cable 

Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell;  A.  Sir  U.  Kaj* 
Shuttleworth  July  10, 1305 

Paget,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somerset^  Wells 

Returning  Officers  at  Local  Govemment 
Elections — Local  Goyemment  Board  Bulea, 
230 

Palace  of  Westminster 

Dyce't  Frescoes,  Q.  Sir  J.  Goldsmid  ;  A.  Mr. 
H.  Ghidstone  July  13,  1574 

Statue  of  Oliver  Cromnell,  Qs.  Mr.  BTeiett, 
Mr.  Darling ;  As.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  July  IS, 
1483 


Palmer,  Mr.  G*  W.,  Reading 

Smith,  John,  Case  of,  1192 
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Ihrks 

QrMmmek,  Copy  prM.  J^y  10,  1392 

H^de  Parh—Arr^identg  in  Rotten  Row,  Qb. 
Mr.  Cabitt,  Mr.  Noble ;  As.  Mr.  Aaqaith 
June  36,  230  :  Q.  Sir  T.  Ksmondc  ;  A.  Mr. 
Buxton  June  28,  445 


larliamtni 


LORDS— 

AsmesiHathm  ^  the  PreMtdent  of  the  French 
Republic,  Notioe  of  Motion  for  Address 
rBarl  of  Rosebery)  •/^iM' 2A,  105;  Motion 
June  26, 205  ;  Qaeen's  Reply  July  2,  667 

BueineeM  of  the  Ilouee,  Res.  (E«rl  of 
Rosebery)  June  25,  105 

Hauee  of  lA>rd*  QficeSf  Select  Com.,  Copy  of 
Report  July  3,  876  :  July  5,  941, 1044 

Yorh,  Duke  and  Ducheu  of—Birth  of  a 
&m,  Motion  for  AddrcM  (Barl  of 
Roeebery)  Jtrnt  28,  378;  Qneen's  Reply 
July  2,  657 

COMMONS— 

Bunnesi  of  the  House    and   Public 
BusineMM 

June  25— P»5/tr  Rueineet,  Q.  Mr.  KnAtehball- 
Hugeaten  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcoart, 
137 

June  26— Qi.  Sir  J.  PeMe,  Sir  J.  Whitehcnd, 
MAroaeas  of  Cbirmmrthen ;  A». 
Mr.  Bryce,  320 

June  29— r<mrM>  qf  Public  Rueineee,  Qn.  Mr. 
Goschen,  Mr.  Wolff,  Sir  M.  Hick*. 
Beftch,  Sir  J.  Labbock,  Mr. 
Sexton;  A*.  Sir  W.  UArooort, 
Mr.  Bryoe,  577 

July  2— <^  Mr.  lUnbary,  Mr.  OoMhen  ;  Ak. 
Sir  W.  Hwcoart,  695;  Qi.  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  JeSreyt ;  A«. 
Mr.J.  Morley  772 

July    i-'JSt^Uement,  Mr.  J.  Morley.  800 

July  5— (^  Sir  C.  DilkA,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Sir  G.  Baden.Powell,  Mr.  O. 
Bowlea,  Mr.  R.  O.  Webster,  Sir 
D.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Bartley ; 
At.  Mr.  J.  Morlty,  Mr.  A.  Morley, 
959 

July  lO^Couree  qf  Public  Bueineu,  Qt.  Sir 
A.  RoUm  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach; 
Aa.  Sir  W.  Haroourt,  1312 


CkUtem  Hundrtds 

Vmemlion  of  Seats,  Select  Com.  (tee  that 
ffQl>>  heading) 


Publie  PeiUiona  Report,  June  28,  614 

Stmndlmy  Cemmitiee  {SeetUnd) 
Lmter  autimye.  Ret.  June  96, 819 

muudiuy  Ordere^Qmerum  9/  CemmkUee 
July  10, 1880 


PARLIAMENT^Comwume^-ocmi. 


Mitcellaneout 

AMeoMeinatUm  of  the  President  of  the 
French  Republic,  Motion  for  Adilre« 
(Sir  W.  Haroourt) /«M0  25, 136  ',JuHr  26, 
24:> ;  Queen's  Reply  July  2.  676 

Electric  Liyhtin^,  Q.  Sir  J.  Ooldsmid  ;  A. 
Mr.  H.  Oladstone /a/y  13,  1574 

York,  Duke  and  Ihtchess  of -^ Birth  of  a 
Son,  Notice  of  Motion  for  Address  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt)  June  25,  136;  Motion 
June  28.  460 ;  Queen's  Reply  July  2,  676 


New  Member  Sworn 

July  6'Batty  Lanffley,  Esq..  for  ShefBeld 
(Attercliffe  Diviniuii) 


New  ff^rit  Issued 

•^«iK*26— For  SheflSekl  (Attercliffe  Divi- 
sion),  r.  The  Hon.  Bernard 
J.  E.  Coleridge,  Chiltem 
Hundreds 


Vacation   of  Seat   on    Succession   to 

Peerage 

Motions  for  Select  Com.  (Mr.  J.  (Chamber* 
Uin)  June  28. 397  ;  (Mr.  Asquith)  July  6, 
1164 


Parliamentary  ElecHons 

AUereliff   Vacancy,  Qi  Colonel  H.  Vincent, 

Mr.    Hunter:    As.   Mr.    Speaker,  Sir    W. 

Haroourt  June  29,  568 
Blertion     Procedure  —  Returning     Ofi^ertf 

Aceountsy  Q.  Sir  H.  Meyaey- Thompson  ;  A. 

Mr.  O.  Russell  June  36.  234 

Official    Expenses,   Payment  of,  Q.   Mr.   J. 
Rowlands;    A.  Sir   W.   Haroourt  July  9 
1195 

Vacation  of  Seat  on  Suecession  to  Peerage 
(sec  that  title  under  Pmrliamrnt) 


Paroohial  Xleetart  CBafiftration  Aooe- 
iMration)  BUI 

c.  Con.  in  Com. ;    R.P.  June  26,  203  ;   July  S, 
872 
Oon.  In  Com.,  and  Reported  July  6.  1150 
As  amended,  Con.  July  9,  1279 
Read  3%  and  paased  July  10,  1389 

/.  Readl-^H/y  12,  1446 


ParocAial  Electors  {Registration  Aceeh' 
ration)  BUI 

Q.   Mr.   Channing;    A«    ttr   W.    Harooart 
/mm>28,455 


Ihtriotie  Fund 
Copy  prea.  June  28.  516 


P^u] 


Paul,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Edinburgh,  S. 

Bengal  Jury  Commission,  119 

Civil  List  Pension  to  Professor  Rhys-DaTitls, 

use 

Petroleam  Acts,  Committee  on,  120 
Scotch  Police  Pensions,  1482 


Paultox,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Con.,  394, 1293 


{IND?X)  lJ»o 

Vcl.  26. 

Pi^r  and  Harbour  ProcUional  Orders  BiU^ — 
cont. 

(Ho.  3) 

c.  Eeported  Jt^ne  26,  319 

As  amendedf  Con.  June  27,  372 

Read  3*,  and  passed  June  28,  B14 
/.  Bead  1*  June  29,  559 

Read2*  jM/y  9,  1185 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  Jul^  13, 1555 


Pearson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  J.,  Edin- 
burgh and  St,  Andrews  Universities 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl,  19,  254,  255 
Mussel  Scalps  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.,  875 

Pease,  Mr.  H.  F.,  York,  N.R.,  Cleve- 
land 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Con.,  1293 

p£A3E,   Mr.    J.    A.,    Northumberland, 
Tyneside 

Slave  Raiding  in  Nyasaaland,  1297 
Slavery  in  Zanzibar  Waters,  117 

Pease,  Sir  J.   W.,  Durham^   Barnard 

Castle 

Business  of  the  House,  320 

CardiflE  Corporation  Bill,  Con.,  667- 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cL  17,  143  ;   Xew  oU., 
733 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  2R..  102 

Peebles   Foot  Pavements    Proyisional 
Order  BiU 

r.  Intro.,  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  ;    Read    1®  July  % 
876 

Read  2^  July  10,  1391 


(90.4) 
c.  Reported  June  29,  656 
As    amended,  Con.;    Read    3%  and    passed 
July  2,  771 
/.  Read  1*  July  2,  661 
Read  2*  July  9, 1185 
Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  July  13,  1555 

PiBRPOiNT,  Mr.  R.,  Warrington 

Army  Estimates 
Medical  Department— Dr.  Briggs,  810,  814, 

815,  816,  819,  820,  824 
Military  Education,  1121 

Egypt— Corvee,  682, 1190 

PUotageBiU 

c.  Withdrawn  July  9,  1278 

Pistols  BiU 

Z.  Read3'/MZy2,  657 

PLAYFAIR,  Lord  (Lord  in  Waitiog) 
Boards  of  ConciUation  Bill,  2R.,  385 
Income  Tax  on  Lighthouses,  1174,  1175 
NoUce  of  Accidents  Bill,  Com.,  US  ;  Report 

of  Amendts.,  939 
Sea  Fisheries  (Shell  Fish)  Bill,  2R..  1182 


Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  {see  Speaker,  1 


Police  (see  under  title  Law  and  Justice 
and  Police) 


The) 

Petroleum — Select  Committee 
Com.  nominated  June  28,  515 

Explosive  Substances  Com. ;  Report  ordered 
July  6, 1168 

Member  added  to  Com.  July  4,  919 

Q.  Mr.  Paul ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  June  25,  120 

Pier  and  Harbour  Pronsional:  Orders 
BiUs 

(Ho.  2) 

I,  Com. ;    Standing  Com.  negatived  June  26, 
217 

Amendts.  reported  Jutie  28,  390 
Read  3%  and  passed  June  29,  560 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  July  3,  87G 

"  ''out. 


j      (For  Scotch  and  Irish  questions  •ee  under 
titles  Scotland  and  Ireland) 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Bills 
Special  Report  July  10, 1391 

Police  Courts  (see  under  title  Law  and 
Justice  and  Police) 

Police  {Slaughter  of  Injured  Ammals) 
Bill  (see  title  Injured  Animals 
Bill) 

Poor   Law  (see  under    Local    Govern- 

metit  Board) 

(For  Scotch  and  Irish  Quosrtion*  *rr  ''under 
titles  Scotland  and  Ireland) 
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Law  Stuurdians  (Ireland)  (Womea) 
Bill 

e,  Ooo.  ia  Oom^  K^.June  2S,  104 


ion  omoB 

Bnrtnuiter  Otaerml— Mr.  Arnold  Horlbt 

Amm^ieam  MaU  R$mU,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Smith ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Moriej  June  S2,  5 

AmHraUan  MaUs  and  the  UnUed  :$tMti*  RioU, 
Q.  Mr.  Hogao  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morlej  July  13, 
1673 

iHttrUft  and  Paruk  ComhcUs  and  Post  Ofice 
Artmnts,  Qi.  Mr.  C.  Williams,  Sir  C.  Dlike ; 
As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Julf  2,  680 

Bang  Ktm§  Plagne^IirfeHion,  Q.  Mr.  Mmc- 
doaft ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-LefoTre  Junr  2M,  444 

IrUh  Qnettiom  (see  andcr  title  Ireland) 

Jofmem  MaU  Arrangement*,  Q.  Mr.  Buini ; 
A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Ane  38,  447 

Mitr09oiUam  dmrntermen  and  TflsgrapkitU, 
Q.  Mr.  Batcher ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morlej  /mii^38, 
43« 

M0WU  Plsasamt  Money  Order  Ofire,  Qi.  Mr. 

BmUqj,   Mr.  Cohen,   Mr.  Hanburj ;    As. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  July  3,  <S87 
Pnmy  Poetaye  to  the  rnitrd  Stateji,  Q.  Mr. 

H.  Heaton;   A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Junr  36, 


[Bai 


Prison-Made  Goods  (§oe  under   Trade^ 
Board  of) 


PiMt   Onrds-'Udheeite   ^amms,  Q.   Mr.  H. 
HeatoB ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibhert  July  3.  799 

Satimye  Banks 

AdtertUiny,  Q.  aad  Obt.  T.onl  Stanley  of 
Aldarlej,  Barl  of  RoMbery  July  lu,  1388 

IhUmrmfhe 
dntral  Office,  Q.  Mr.  M*Cartan  ;  A.  Mr. 

A.  Morley  July  13,  1561 
Dewartmental    CommUtee.    Q.    Mr.    Mac- 

donald ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  25,  124 
JSMMtetffMMw,  Q.I  Mr.  Butcher ;  A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  Julp  5,  946 
Maneheeter  Staff,  Q.   Mr.    Schwann  ;    A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  Jmly  10.  1314 
Prerineial    Staff   Grieraneen.    Q.   Mr.  J. 

OConnor;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July   13, 

1569 
Teleyraphiei4,  Retarn  pres. ;  to  be  printed 

June  38,  516 

Trmeert,  Q.    Mr.    K.    UarOie;    A.    Mr.    A. 
Morley  June  35.  133 

Wel9erhamjd0n  /W  Ofice,  Q.  Sir  A.  Hick 

;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  13,  14K1 


Powaix,  Sir  F.  S^  mgan 

Army  Bstimatea— Barracks,  Sanitary  Condl- 
tioQ  Of,  1043 

Kdncation  Beport,  1076 
nuance  Bill,  Cora.,  145  ;  Con..  1854 
Halsham  School,  Yorkshire,  1078 
Uolrertity  Colleges.  Report,  1077 

Jhmeatloa  of  Craelfty  to  OhiUioa  BUI 

/.  Oora. :     Report^  and    Re-oom.  to  Standing 
Com.  June  35,  106 

Reported  July  8,  779 

Afflcodts.  reported  July  10, 1281 


Prisons  (soe    under    Law  and  Justice 
and  Police) 

Friie  OourU  Bill 

/.  Read  3*,  and  passed  Juty  6.  1003 

PnbUo  Bmldings  (London)  BiU 

r.  As    amended.  Con. :     Farther    Proceedingt 
adjourned  July  4,  919 

Public    Health     (Scotland)    Act    (see 
under  Scotland) 

Public      Libraries       {Ireland)       Acts 
Amendment  Bill 

r.  Select  Com.  oidered,  Ice  June  32,  1(^ 

Pnblio  Librariee  (Beotlaad)  Bill 

/.  Reporteil  from  Standing  Com.  July  3,  779 
Head  3%  and  panod  Jmly  5,  941 

Public     Works    Loans    (No.   3)    Act, 
1893 
Copj  pres.  June  38,  516 

Qnarriof  Bill 

/.  Pres.,  Lord  Kandharst  ;  Road  1*  July  3.  780 
Read  3*/«/y9, 1180 
Com. ;  Reported,  &o.  July  13,  1446 

Quarries^  Regulation  of 

g.  Mr.  C.  WiUUros  ;  A.  Mr.  AM)uith  June  36, 
384 

Queen  Anne^s  Bounty 

Sales  under  the  Glehe  Lands  Aet,  Q.  Sir  J. 
SaTory ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  June  39.  564 

QuiLTKB,  Mr.  W,  C,  Suffolk,  Sudbury 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  rL  35, 335,  337,  840, 349 ; 

Con.,  1850 
Scotch  Priaons-Mat^Making,  1489 

RabieSj   Treatment  o/*,  and  ike    Orms* 
kirk  Board  of  Guardians 

Q.  Mr.  W.  M'Laren;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefcrro 
June  33,  13 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act 

Omeaiatian  CUuse,  Qs.  Mr.  Dodd,  Mr. 
Knatchban  -  Hngcasen  ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce 
J%ly  18, 1661 


-   r 


lUi] 
Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill 

e.  Read  2"  June  22,  100 
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Bailway  Bates  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Easingwold  Bailway,  &o.) 
Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent  Jul*/  8 

Bailway  Bates  Bill 

Q.  Sir  J.  Whitehead ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  6, 
1080 

Bailways 

Accid^nft,  Copy  pres.  July  9,  1280 

Board  of  Trade  Department  Officials j  Q.  Mr. 

Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Jvne  2<>,  244 
Contdy    Couticil    and  Light     Railways,    Q. 

Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 

July  12,  1488 

Hours  of  Labour — Great  Eastern  Railway ^ 
Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie;  A.  Mr.  Bryce 
June  28,  427 

Irish  Questions  (see  under  title  Ibeland) 
London^    Chathumj   and    Dover  —  Alleged 
Nuisance    in    Tarn    Street,    Q.     Captain 
Norton  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  2,  679 

Militianien's  Passes,  Q.  Mr.  Dixon  ;  A.  Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  July  12, 1466 
Scotch  Questions  (aee  under  title  SCOTLAND) 

Uffington  Station  Accident,  Q.  Mr.  Wrough- 
ton  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  10,  1304 

Underground— Foul  Air,  Qs.  Mr.  Weir,  Sir 
B.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As.  Mr.  Bnrce 
JuMe  22,  22;  Qs.  Mr.  Weir;  As.  Mr. 
Bryce  June  28,  429  ;  July  2,  689 

Workmen's  Tickets,  Q.  Mr.  Dodd ;  A.  Mr. 
Bryce  July  2,  688 

Randell,  Mr.  D.,   Glamorgan^   Gower 
Trade  Dispute  in  Wales  and  tlie  Police,  1477 

Rankin,   Mr.  J.,   Herefordshire^  Leo- 
minster 

Chairmen  o!  District  Councils  ae  Justioes  of 

the  Peace,  147fi 
Com  Returns,  4aS 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  606 

Rasch,  Major  F,  C,  Essexy  S.E. 

Army  Estimates 
Militia,  834 

Warlike  and  other  Stores — Cbntracte,  1001 
Yeomanry,  868,  883 

Brentwood  School  Scandal,  11,  796 
Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers,  Employ- 
ment for,  1140, 1142 

Essex  Fisheries  and  American  Cattle  Ships, 

237 
Finance  Bill,  Coul,  cl.  23,  313  ;  cL  29,  481 
Fishery  Committees — Fishermen's  Expenses} 

238 
Hong  Kong  Plagne,  795 
Sea  Fisheries  (SheU  Fish)  BiU,  2R.,  318, 511 
Thames  Consenrancy  Bill,  Con.,  1462 


REA Y,  LoRP  (UnderiSecrete^jr  of  .Stafe 
for  India) 
Indian  Mints,  Closing,  547,  550 

* 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Clare,  E. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl,  27,  735.  757 


Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Cardiff  Corporation  Bill,  Con.,  66.1,  664,  670,. 
672 


REID,  Mu.  R.  T.  (Solicitor  General)^ 
Dumfries,  Sfc, 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  15,  57,  59,  60,  61,  6S ; 
cl.  17,  164,  165,166,  167,  170,  171,  173,  174,, 
175,  178,  179,  180,  181,  182.  187,  188,  191  ^ 
el.  18,  192,  193,  194,  195,  196,  197,  198,  200, 
253  ;  New  els.,  621,  626,  626,  627,  636,  637^ 
641,645,739,  740,  741;  Con.,  1200,  1218, 
1253,  1254,  1360,  1389,  1395,  1403,  1412, 
1414,  1415,  1417,  1419,  1420,  1422,  14S4,, 
1425,  1426,  1427,  1428,  1429,  1430,  1432, 
1433,  1491,  1493,  1496,  1504,  1508,  1609,. 
1511,  1517,  1518,  1519,  1521,  1626,  1631^ 
1533,  1635,  1540,  1545,  1546,  1547,  1578, 
1581,  1584,  1588,  1690,  1591,  1592,  1693,. 
1606,  1610,  1611,  1612,  1613,  1623,  1624, 
1626,  1630,  1631,  1644,  1645,  1646,  1647,, 
1648,  1649,  1650,  1651,  1663 


Renshaw,  Mr.  C.  B.,  BenfreWy  W. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  29,   486,  486,489; 
cl.  31,  612 

Income  Tax,  Over-paid,  1310 

Rentoul,  Mr.  J.  A.,  DowUy  E, 

Army  Estimates 
Militia—Colonel  Stewart,  836,  840,. 846,. 840: 

Indian  Staff  College,  1308 

Mitchell,  Colonel  Edward,  1308 

Betuming  Ojfficers  and  Locai  Crovem^ 
meni  Elections 

Qs.  Mr.  Channing,  Sir  R.  Paget ;  As.  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefeyre  June  26,  280 


Bhys-Davidsy     Professor — Cm/    LUt 

Pension 

Qs.  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Paul,  Mr.  Byles ;  As. 
Kr  W.  Haroourt  July  12, 1486 


RlBBLESDALB,   Lord 

Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.,  928 

Merchandise  Marks  (Piosecutkois)  Bfll, 
669 

Bifle  Banges  (see  under  Army) 


Mt2 
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RIGHT,  Sir    J.    (Attorney  Genersl),  |  Rollit,  Sir  JLK.,  liHngion,  S. 
Forfar 

Balfour  CotnpaniM,  1310,  Um 


Bmnkmptcy  Proceedings  in  Susttcx — Ca»e  of 
Mr.  Warren,  1 485 

Plnanoe  BUI,  Tom.,  cl.  17,  160.  151,  152,  154, 
156,  157,  i:>K.  161,  162,  163;  cl.  18,250, 
253  ;  .Vnr  eU,  622,  629,  630,  631,  632,  643, 
644.  650,  751  ;  (Too.,  1202,  I20H.  1209.  1213, 
1214,  1324,  1490,  1501.  1511,  1513,  1514, 
1515,  1526,  15.SH,  1547,  1:>H8,  1601,  1618, 
1628,  1629,  1B36,  1640,  1645 

Holmflrth  County  Court,  1309 

Wa1c»— Mining  Rights — Land  Qranta  to  8ir 
W.  Herbert,  134,  242,  957 


RIPON,   Marqukss  or   (Secretary   of 

State  for  the  Colonies) 

Malta  Harbour,    Unsanitary    Condition  of, 
1176 

OnUloor  Relief  (FricmilySooieties)  Bill,  Com.. 

5.%8 

8wasl)and  Convention,  517 


Biver  Buck  Drainage  Bill 

e.  As  amended.  Con. ;  Read  3^  Jum  27,  321 

Rivers  Pollution  Rill  and  the  Leicester 
County  Council 

PeUtion   prcs.  (Sir  W.  Whitehead)  ^wwr  27, 
322 


Robert H,   Mr.  J.   B.,  Carnarvonshire, 
Ei/ion 

Pinance  Bill,  Com. ;  New  rU.,  748.  749 

Roberts,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Denbighshire,  W. 
Swine  Fever  in  Denbighshire,  452 
Swine,  Restrictions  on  the  Sale  of,  1080 

ROBERTSON,  Mr.  E.  (Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admir&lty),  Dundee 
Ooastgnard  in  Cornwall,  1560 

Dockyards 
Kmploy^  and  Civic  Ofioos,  1569 
Boon  of  Labour,  956 

Medway  Dredging,  1481 
Open  Spaces  at  Deptford,  1475 

RoBT,  Mr.  H.  J.,    Lancashire,   S.E'^ 
Eecles 
Oonvict  Kelsall,  240 

RooHB,  Mr.  J.,  Galway^  E. 

Dtnomiaational   Teaehing    In    Btementary 
Schools,  1194 


Army  Efitimates 

Medical  Department.  830 
Military  K<1ucatiun,  1120 
Telegraphic  Communication,  1111.  1112 
Volunteers,  887 

Kquali*«tion  of  Rates  Rill,  1312 

Finance  Bill.  C^m.,  r/.  16.  138;    rU  17,  148, 
156;  Con..  1277,  1323.  158.%  1591,  1610 

Grants  to  Univenrity  Colleges,  957 

Inland  Revenue  Affidavit,  456 

Pilotage  Bill,  2R..  127H 

Railway  and  Canal  Tra<«c  Bill,  2R.,  101 

Sea  Fisheries  Report,  U56 

ThamcH  C^jnserrancy  Bill,  (^on.,  1289,  1456 

Uganda  Vote.  959 


RooKwoon,  Lord 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  2R.,  1179 


R08EBERY,  Earl  op  (First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  and  Lord  Preeideut  of 
the  Council) 
Aliens  Bill,  Pros.,  1054,  1056 
Boaids  of  Conciliation  Bill,  2R^  387 
Education  Code  ami  Report,  1445 
French  Republio-'Assaisinatiao  of  the  Presi- 
dent, 105,  205 

Local  QoTemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  12) 

Bill,  Com.,  1046 
Pistols  Bill,  3R..  659 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks— Advertising,  1288, 
1285 

Tithe    Rentchaiges   (Ireland),    Modon    for 
Retnm,  777,  778 

York,  Duke  and  Duehew  of— >Birth  of  a  SoOf 
Motion  for  Address,  106,  373 

Rotten  Row  (see  Hyile  Parh) 

Rorx D,  Mr.  J.,  Essex^  N.E,,  Harwich 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  29,  491 
Naral  Training  Ships,  1814 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Finshury,  E. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  1 195 
Thames  OnMervancy  Bill,  Con.,  1892 

Ro^l  Birth  (see  under  Vorh,  Duhe  and 
Duchess  of) 


RUSSELL,  Mr.  O.  W.  K  (Under  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 

meot),  North  Beds. 

Election  Procedora— Betoming  Ofltoen*  Ao* 
counts,  884 


Baa] 


{INDEX  } 

Vol.  J6. 


Cfco 


BussELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  S, 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cL  26,  366 
Ireland 
Achill  Extension  Railway,  236 
Administrative  Reports,  1572 
Cattle  Poisoning  in  County  Clare,  1570 
Clogher  Petty  Sessional  Bench,  126, 132 
Killamey  Union,  122 
Licensed  Restaurant  Facilities  in  Dublin, 

433 
Limerick  Assizes,  1302 
Liatowel  Union  Rates,  122 
Royal    Hospital    for    Incurables,   Dublin, 

1074 
School  Teachers  and  the  Education  Act 

(1892),  1430 

Special  Police  Protection,  1571 
River  Suck  Drainage  Bill,  Con.,  321 

Russell,  Sir  G.,  Berks,  Wokingham 

France— Assassination  of  President  Camot, 
466 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Con.,  396, 1290 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
Aliens  Bill,  Pres.,  1047,  1058,  1059 
East    London   Water    Bill,  Southwark  and 
Vauxhall  Water  Bill,  West  London  Middle- 
sex Water  Bill,  2R.,  624 

French  Republic— Assassination  of  the  Presi- 
dent, Res.,  207 

Licensing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.,  927, 
934 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
12)  Bill,  Com.,  1046 

Locomotive  Threshing  Engines  Bill,  Com., 

Nodce  of  Aocidests  Bill,  Com.,  1 18 
Outdoor    Relief   (Friendly   Societies)    Bill, 
2R.,  215  ;  Com.,  668 

Pistols  Bill,  3R.,  658,  669,  660 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  Com., 
112 

York,  Duke  an«i  Duchess  of— Birth  of  a  Son, 
Motion  for  Address,  874 

Sandhurst,  Lord 
Army  Examinations,  1440 

Savory,  Sir  J.,  Westmoreland^  Appleby 
Glebe  Lands  Act,  Sales  under,  664 

Schwann,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Manchester,  N. 

Manchester  Telegraphic  Staff,  1314 

ScoBLE,  Sir  A.  R.,  Hackney,  Central 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  New  rh,,  746,  748 

SCOTLAim 

Secretary  for— Sir  O.  O.  Trbvblyan 

Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoub 

Artillery  Practice  on  the  Firth  of  Clyde,  Q. 
Sir  C.  Cameron  :  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man  July  12,  1468 


8C0TLAND^--oaD!L 

Ca$tlee,    References    to,   in    Debate  on  the 

Estimatee,  July  6, 1109,  kc. 
CathedraU  and  Ahheyt,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Williams  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  July  6,  1077 

Coal  Strike,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  A.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  Jufis  29,  677 

Crofter* 
Saltcoats  SeUtement,  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Sir 
G.  Trevelyan  July  9, 1192 

DUeanfd    Sheep  at    Ardriskaig,  Q.  Sir    D. 

MacfarUne  ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  13, 1566 
Dog  Lice/tee  ProJteeution — Caee  of  DomUd 

Macrae — Defendants*    Expenses,    Q.    Mr. 

Weir  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  3,  798 

Education 
Ardchattan   Episcopal  School,  Q,  Sir  P. 

Macfarlane ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  IS, 

1471 
Copy  pres,  July  9,  1280 
Setfondary  Education  in  Ayrshire,  Q«  Mr. 

Wason ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  2,  688 
Universities  Act,  1889  (^Ordinance,  Xo.  5J)t 

Copy  pres.  July  9,  1280 
University  of  St,  Andrews,  Accomnta  and 

Paper  pres. ;  to  be  printed  Jttne  22,  22 

Fisheries 

Clyde^Protection  of  Fishery,  Q.  Kt. 
Birkmyre ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  6, 
952 

Dingwall  Salmon  Poaching  Prosecutions — 
Defendants*  Expenses,  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  fL 
Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  July  3,  799 

Shetland— Protection  of  Fishery,  Q.  Sir  L. 

Lyell  ;    A.    Sir    U.     Kay-Shuttleworth 

July  3,  948 
Western       Highlands  —  Protection       tff 

Fisheries,    Q.    Mr.    Weir  ;    A.    Sir    O. 

Trevelyan  July  9, 1191 

Fbrres^-Police  Account  Auditorship,  Q.  Mr. 
Beith ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  6,  951 

Fort  William  Foreshores,  Q.  Sir  D.  Mac- 
farlane ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  July  9, 1188 

Oovemmont  Messengers  in  Glasgow,  Q.  Mr. 
P.  Smith ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  IX, 
1472 

Grazing  on  the  Public  Roads,  Q.  Mr.  Wetr  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  July  9,  1191 

JTall,  Mr.  ff.-^Case  of,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour  July  2,  683 

Irish  Paupers — Deportation  of  from  Scotlanda 
Q.  Mr.  Macartney ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  9t 
1188 

Lanarkshire  Mining  Accident^  Q.  Mr. 
Caldwell ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  12,  1480 

Licences  in  Lewis,  Q.  and  Obs.  Lortl  Stanley  of 
Alderley,  Lord  Herschell  July  9,  1171 

Pamper  Children,  ReHgUm  of  Qs.  Mr. 
OMMscoll,  Mr.  M.  Healy;  As.  Sir  O. 
Trevelyan  July  2,  677 

Police 
Forres  Account  Auditorship,  Q.  Mr. Beith  ; 

A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  5,  951 
Labour  Meetings,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie ;  A. 

Sir  G.  Trevelyan  June  28,  457 
Pensions,  Qs.  Mr.  Paul,  Mr.  Hunter;  As. 

SirG.  Trevelyan  ./i^/y  12,  1482 

\c,*Ht, 
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Prisons 

Mat'Makis^,    Q.     Mr.     Quiltor ;     A.    Sir 

G.  Trcvelyan  July  12,  14H9 
Prterkrad,  Q.  Mr.  K.  HtitUe  ;    A.  Sir  G. 
Trevelyan  Jvne  25,  138 

PuUie  liraUh  Act,  1867  (Ckoiera  Hrfula^ 
timuy  Copy  pra.  July  tf,  1280 

Jfailwap* 

Autoinatir  Brake — Hifkland  Train*,  Q. 

Mr.  Wclr  ;  A.  Mr.  ^rrotJnne  25,  110 
BatrM—Orcat  XiPrth  of  Srottand  Railway, 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Keay  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Jmly  5, 
947 
M>«f  Jiigkland  and  the  Fort  n'iUiam 
ForrakorrM,  Q.  Sir  D.  Maotarl*ne ;  A. 
Mr.  Bryce  J«/y  9,  1188 

Small  mUdinif*.  Q.  Mr.  H.  Keay ;  A.  Sir 
G.  TreTclyan  Jnljf  2,  690  ;  July  12.  1469 

Standing  Committee^  Later  Sittings,  R«. 
Jnnr  26,  HI  9 

Strrl  Company  of  Xewton — Xaral  f\fntrarts 
and  Trades  UnUm  Wa^es,  Q.  Mr.  K. 
Hitnlie:  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-8hattleworth 
Jmne  29,  o6.'» 

VnitersUies  Act.  1889  (Ordinanrr,  Xo.  S3), 

Copy  pre*.  July  9, 1280 
i'nirersttyof  St.  Andrew,  Accounts  pre*. ;  to 

be  printed  June  22.  22 

Sea  Fiskeriei  Art,  1868 

Copy  pret.  June  22,  22 ;  Printing  ot,  June  25, 
204 


Sea  Fitkeriei  CommitieeU  Report 

Q.    Sir    A.   RoIIit ;    A.    Mr.  Bryce  July   6. 
9%6 


8m  Fidieriet  (8heU  Pish)  BiU 

r.  2R.deferml  June  26,  31  ^ 

Rcafl  2'' /nim*  28.  511 

Con.  in  Com. ;  Reported  ;  Read  S*.  and  pMMd 
Jmme  29,  6.^6 

I.  B«m1  1*  July  2, 661 

Reail  2*  .^»/y  9,  11H2 

Com.  ;  Reported  July  12,  1446 

Seton-Kark,  Mr.  H^  St.  Helen* t 

Egypt 
Britiidi  Tnde,  226 
Edacation,  1295 

Sextos,  Mr.  T.,  Kerry,  N. 

BosineMi  of  the  Hooae,  578 

Fimuioe  Bill,  Corn.*  490,  6S6,  657,  745 

IreUnd 
BerehATfn  Hjirboar,  1063 
Cattle  PoiMooing  in  County  Clare,  1571 
Clo|(faer  Petty  SeHional  Bench,  181 
County  Tyrone  MiMfi^terial  Bench— >HoMera 

of  ReUil  Licences,  131 
High  Sberiflt,  429 

Land  Purrhaae— CaM  of  Mr.  Allman,  488 
Limerick  AasiMi,  1803 
MalidonR  Injury  CUima  in  Kerry,  691 


SiDEBOTTOM,  Mr.  W.,  Derbyshire,  High 
Peak 

Army  Eatimatea 
Volnnteetn,  907 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  1013 

SiDMOUTU,  Viiicount 

Malta  Harboar,  Cnaanitary  Condition  of, 
1175,1177 

Newton  Abbot  Workhoone  Inquiry,  389 

Small  Holdings  in  Scotland  (see  under 
Scotland) 

Smith,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Ckristchurch 

Army  Bstimatea— Yeomanry,  878 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark,  Partick 

American  Mail  Roate,  5 

OoTcmment  Menengers  in  Glasgow,  1472 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  FlinUkire 

Egypt.--CorT*6,  681.  1189 

Elementary  Education  (ContinuatioD  Schools) 
BIU,  Intro.,  104 

Pauper  School  Children,  Treatment  of,  181 

Shape,  Mr.  T.,  Lancaekire,  S.E.,  Hey* 
wood 

Lancashire  ChariUeis  692 

Wallasey  Embankment  BiU,  Con.,  1893 

S(mtk  Kensington  Mmsemm  BmidingM 
Q.Mr.  Bartley ;  A.  Mr.  A.  MorlerJuly  8,  687 

Southwiric  and  Tauxhall  Water  BOi 

/.  Bead2*  Jaa«29,  517 

^JftMtittf  C||f  (RioHT  Hoir.  Aktucr 
Wbllssle^y  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

Committees,  Instructions  to 

The  Instmctloii  was  oat  of  Older,  as  the  Com. 
had  power  to  deal  with  the  question 
JunsK,  116 

The  InstmeiioQ  to  Inaert  a  Olaose  {Barry 
Bmilway  Billy  that  the  proposed  mioeial 
line  should  be  opened  for  paasenger  traffic, 
was  out  of  Order  June  29,  561,  662 

Miscellaneoui  Rnlinge 
821.  822,  463,  464.  671,  678,  1857,  1968,  1591 
Prsssmtimy  J^Biiiitms^A  Member  aboald  only 
■tate  ita  general  purport  Juns  17,  828 


Questions 

*' Official  delegate  of  the  Oovommeat 
MThiM**  should  not  hare  appeared  oa 
the  Paper  Juns  29,  568 


Spe] 
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SPEAKER,  THE— cant. 

Rules  arid  Order  of  Debate 

The  Bill  had  been  read  a  third  time,  and 
Ameadtfl.  could  not  be  moved  June  25,  115 

Motion  for  ite-committal  (^Thumeis  Can- 
nervancu  BUr)^  and  a  proposed  Instruc- 
tion.— The  Motion  for  Re-com.  could  be 
taken  a**  it  was  down  by  order,  but  the 
Instruction  would  have  to  stand  over  if 
objected  to.  The  Motion  for  Re-com.  and 
the  Instruction  could  not  be  fixed  for  the 
same  day  June  28,  391,  392,  394,  396,  397 

The  Amendt.,  the  principle  of  which  had 
been  decided  in  CJommittee,  was  out  of 
Order  Jw/j^  13,  1590 

The  word  **  liable  "  could  not  be  substitutetl 
for  "  accountable  "  QFitianee  BUI)  unless 
both  Amend  ts.  were  withdrawn  and  a  new 
Amendt.  substituted  July  13, 1610 

SPENCER,  Earl  (First   Lord  of   the 
Admiralty) 
Malta  Harbour,  Unsanitary  Ck>ndition  of,  1177 

Stamford,  Earl  of 

Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies). Bill,  2R., 
211 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendment 
Bill,  Report  of  Amendts.,  940 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Income  Tax  on  Lighthouses,  1171, 1175 

LicenceBin  Lewis,  1169 

Post  Offioe  Sayings  Banks— Advertlaing,  1283, 
1284 

Quarries  Bill,  2R..  1181 

Stansfeld,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 

Indian  Cantonment  Acts,  1070 

Stationery  Contracts  (see  under  Govern- 
ment Contracts) 

Statute  Law  Reyisioii  Bill 

h  Pres.,  Lord  Herschell ;  Read  1*  July  12, 1447 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con- 
solidation Bills 

Additions  to  Joint  Committee  June  22,  4  ; 
June  26,  320 

STEVENSON,  Mr.  F.  S.  (Parliamentar  v 
Charity  Commissioner),  Suffolk^ 
Eye 

Campden  Trost,  94(S 
Finance  Bill,  Oom^  cl.  25.  S68 
Lancashire  Charities,  692 


Stewart,  Sir  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

Finance  BiII«  Com.,  ol.  29,  467,  469 ;  el.  Sir 
602 ;  Con.,  1247 

Strachey,  Mr.  E.,  Somerset,  S. 

District   and    Parish    Councils    Electioof — 
Local  Goyemment  Board  Rules,  1299 

Finance  Bill.  Com.,  ol.  31,  595,  609 

Strafford,  Earl  of 
Army  Examinations,  1439 
Merlical  Inspectors  an«l  Cholera  Surrey,  106 

Straits  Settlements 

MUUary  Contribution,  Q.  Sir  T.  Sutherland; 
A.  Mr.  Buxton  June  28,  435 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxton 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Instr.  to 

Com.,  943 
Thames   Conservancy   Bill,  Con.,  891,  393, 

394,  397,  560,  1287,  1294 

Worship  Street  Police  Court,  1078 

Sv^z  Canal  Shares 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Egtimmts9f 
July  6,  1143,  &c. 

Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1879  (^ec* 
tion  8) 
Return  to  be  printed  June  22,  22 

SXnPPLY 

Army  Etti mates  (see  that  title) 

Uganda   Vote,  Q.  Sir  A.  RoIUt ;   A.  Mr.  J, 
Morley  July  5,  959 

Supreme  Court  of  JudieatureCProeedure) 
BiU 

/.  Commons    Amendts.   oon.,    and   agreed    to 
June  2o,  114 

Royal  Aaieot  July  3 

Supreme  Court  (Offleert)  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Asquith ;  Read  1*  June  28,  511^ 


Sutherland,  Sir  T.,  Greenock 

Straits  Settlements— Military  Oontribatiooit 
435 

Thames  Conaerrancy  Bill,  Con.,  1289,  1394^ 
1447,  1453,  1460,  1462 


Swaziland  (see  under  Africa) 
Swine  Fever  (see  under  Agriculture) 
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Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G^  Oxford  Unktersii^ 

NftTAl  Tendef%  573 


North     Ha^bouroe 
Hcboolj,  US6 


TeUgrapkt     (see 
Office) 


Church     o#     RngUnci 


under      title      Post 


Temple,  Sir  K.,  Surrey^  Kingston 

Army  Estinuites 
Clothinff,  988 

ImperUa  Defence  Loan,  1143, 1145 
Hedical  Department,  831,  833 
MilitiA.  831 

MUitory  Bducation,  USI 
Warlihe  and  other  Storai,  1013 
Works,  BniUUngi,  kc„  1084,  1086 

Pinanoe  Bill,  Com.,  el,  15,  67,  68  ;  vL  16,  94, 
139;  rl  17,  191;  W.  37,  619  :  Con^  1238» 
1277,  1338,  1339,  1364,  1397,  1400,  1327, 
1&32,  1578,  1613,  1616,1634 

Indian  Pensions  and  the  £sUta  Datj,  2S9 


Temporary  Laws 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  Jmly  10,  1398 

Thames  Oonienraney  Bill 

<t.  As  amemled,  Con.  ;  Debate  aciioomed 
Jmnt  38,  391;  Jam'  29,  560;  Juiy  10, 
1287 

Debate    resumed ;    Read    3^,    and    passed 
July  12,  1447 


Tkatmes  Conservancy  BUI 

Q.  Sir  T.  SntherUuui ;  A.  Mr.  Speaker  July  9, 
1186 


Thames  Shipbuilding  Firms  (see  under 
Xavy —  Contracts) 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthgr  Tydvil 

i\M\  Dust  rommission,  933 
Colliery  Explosion  in  Wales,  136 
KHabliihc^l  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  956 
Lordship  of  Appeal^Appointmunt,  1486 
Naral  D•lckJra^ls — Hours  of  Labour,  955 

THi)HJBLU&?f.MLJK^  Peebles  and  Selhirh 

Wilar  Orderi  ConflrmAtion  Bill 

«*.  Beml  2*  Jumr  26,  319 
Reported  July  5,  1043 
As  amended.  Con.  July  6, 1 167 
Read  3»,  and  iiaseed  July  9, 1278 


TOMLfif  80V,  Mr.  W.  £.  M*,  PresUm 

Advertisements,  Pictorial— I mporUtioo:  of, 
795 

Armj  EstimatoH 

Sues  Canal  Shares,  1146 

Volunteers,  893 

Workfl.  Buildings,  kc,,  1086 
Rlementary  Kducation  Bill,  Intro^  513  ;  2R., 

1436 
Finance  Bill  Com^  cl  17,  165,  166}  Sew  sis., 

622,  629,  632,  653,  750;  Con.,  1277, 1420, 

1432,  1547 

Foreign-Made  Pa|)er  for  the  Public  Scnrioe, 
787 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Acceleration) 
Bill,  Com.,  1155,  1156,  1162 

Town  Improvements  (see  Betterment) 

TowwsEN D,  Mr.  C,  Bristol^  X. 

Finance  Bill,  334 

Trade  and  Commerce 

British  G^ods  iu  South  Afrits,  Q.  (V>lonel  H. 
yinoent ;  A.  Sir  W.  Haroourt  June  22,  18 

BritUh  Trade  in  JOyyjft,  Q.  Mr.  Seton-Karr ; 
A.  Sir  B.  Grey  Jum^  26,  226 

Ottmwa  C^mfereikee  (see  under  Cava  DA) 

TRABS,  BOA&B  OF 

President— Mr.  Bbtcb 

Secretary— Mr.  T.  Bubt 

Adrrrtimrwtsnti,  Piet4frial^-Impt*rttUum  ^, 
Qs.  Mr.  Farauharson,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ;  As. 
Mr.  Bryce  July  3,  795 

Bankruptcy  Administration  im  Susss^^-Cass 
€^  Mr.  Warrrn,  Qs.  Mr.  H.  Johnstone ;  As. 
Sir  J.  Rigby  Jnue  SS,  10  ;  July  12. 1484 


Xmal0tit4S^^Shifpi»y  of  at  Plymsmth,  Q.  Mr. 
Hartley  ;  A.  Mr.  B^oe  July  13,  1568 

fhrriyn  Prison-Madr  Goods  and  the  Customs^ 
Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  As.  Mr.  Bryoe 
Junr  22,  9  ;  Jumf  29,  568 

Lahour  Department  (u&t  that  title) 

Merchant  Shipping  (set  that  title) 

RniluMya  (see  that  title) 

Trade  Beports  (^Annual  Series) 
C-opies  pres.  June  28,  516 

Trade  Beports  {Miscellaneous  Series) 
Copies  pres.  June  28,  516 

Trade  Unions  (see  under  Labour  De* 
partment) 

Tnmwayi  Ordart  ConflmiBtion  (Vo*  1) 
BiU 

I.Betumcd     from    the    Commons    wiUi  ao   /.  Amendta,  reported /a/y  2,  660 
Amende,  July  10,  1286  ^^       and  passed  July  8,  779 

Commrms    Amendt    ion.,    and    agre&l  to,^  n*^i  i«  r«i*.  jTia!* 
July  13,  1515  I  '^^  *****  *   •'■"y  *'  **^ 
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Tramways  Ordan  CoiilinBation  (Ho-  V) 
BiU 

Z.  Com. ;  Standing  Ck)ii].  negativedJWZy  2,  660 

Amendts.  reported  July  3,  780 

Read  3*,  and  pawed  July  5,  941 
o.  Bead  V  Jtdy  6,  11^ 

Paper  pres. ;  to  be  printed  JiUy  10, 1892 

Tramways  (Street  and  Road) 
Betnm  ordered  (Mr.  Burt)  JtJy  4,  920 

Transvaal  {see  under  Africa) 

TREVELYAN,  Bight  Hon.  SirG.  O. 
(Secretary  for  Scotland),  Glasgow^ 
Bridgeton 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro.,  104 
Crofters'  Saltcoats  Settlement,  1192 

Education 
Ardchattan  fipitoopal  School,  1471 
Secondary  Education  in  Ayrshire,  688 

Fisheries 
Clyde— Protection  of  Fishery,  968 
Diiigwall     Salmon     Proteoutions--Defen- 

dants*  Expenses^  799 
Western  Highlands— Protection  of  Fishery, 
1191 

Forres  Police  Account  Auditorship,  952 
Peterhead  Prison,  138 

Police 
Labour  Meetings,  457 
Pensions,  1483 

Prisons— Mat-Making,  1489 

Religion  of  Pauper  Children,  678 

Small  Holdings  in  Scotland,  690,  1464 

Troat  Fishing  (ScoUand)  BiU 

c.  Com.,  R.P.  June  26,  320 

Truck  Act 

Q.  Mr.  K.  Haitlie ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  June  26, 
225 

Trusts  Administration 

Select  Com.  ordered  (Colonel   H.  Vincent) 
Junt  28,  515 

Tuberculosis  Commission 

Bevoft.  Qa.  Mr.  Field,  Sir  C.  Dilke ;  As.  Mr. 
.  Shaw-Lefe¥re  June  29,  565 

TuLLY,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrimy  S. 

Ireland 
Board  of  Works  Land  in  Leitrim,  1305 
Evictions  in  South  Leitrim,  1065 
Ex-National  School  Teacher,  P.  M*Teigne, 

126 
Godley  Estate— Case  of  Mr.  Gordon,  226, 

1559 
Leitnm  (South)  Mails,  1564 
Mixed  Trains,  7 


TWEEDMOUTH,  Lord    (Lord  Friry 

Seal  and  Chancellor  of  the  Daehy 

of  Lancaster) 

Cockenzie    Fishery  Provisional    Order  Bill* 
2R.,  28 

London  County  Council — Duchy  of  Lancaster 
and  Betterment,  Res.,  1551, 1554 

Unemployed  (see  under  Labour  Depart^ 
went) 

Vnifpnns  BiU 

e.  Select  Com.,  Members  discharged  and  added 
to,  June  26,  320 

Reported  and  Re-com.  July  10,  1391 

Universities  (see  under  titles  Education 
and  Scotland) 

Valuation  of   Lands   (Scotland)   Aets 
Amendment  BiU 

I,  Ptes^  Lord  Tweedmouth ;  Read  1*  July  13, 
1556 

Vincent,  Colonel  C.  E.  H.,  Sheffield^ 

Central 

Army  Estimates 
Clothing,  986,  998 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  1032 

Attercliffe  Vacancy,  568 

British  Goods  in  South  Africa,  18, 1478 

Colonies  and  the  Defence  of  the  Empire,  424' 
566,  1465 

County  Councils  and  Light  Railways,  1488 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  ol.  29,  477  ;  cL  81,  500 

Foreign»Made  Paper  in  Goyemment  OlBoeii^ 
243 

Foreign  Prison-Made  Goods  and  the  Costomii, 
9,568 

Goyemment  Contracts— Fair  Wages,  1068 

Identification  of  Criminals,  287 

Importation  of  Prison-Made  Goods  Bill,  2B., 
513 

Manufacture  of  Warlike  Stores,  1069 

Ottawa  Trade  Confierence,  1572 

Unemployed  in  Sheffield,  10 

Vacation  of  Seat  on  Succession  to  Peerage, 
Motion  for  Select  Com.,  418 

Volunteers*  Long-Senrice  Medal,  1464 
Volunteers  (see  under  Army) 

Straits  Settlements— Military  Contributionfl» 
435 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  Con.,  1289, 1294, 
1447,  1453,  1460,  1462 


Swaziland  (see  under  Africa) 


Sru^rve''£Snmd-Leitrim.  1298  ■     ^""''^  ''""•  ^^  ""«'«'  AgricuHur,) 
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Bwritd  GromtuU,  Q.  Hr.  8.  Leigbton  ;  A. 
Hr.  AMialth  July  12,  146S 

Catkedrais — StmrtMral  Arramgemeni*^  Qa. 
Viflcoont  rranborne,  Mr.  GriflStfahBoH- 
CBwen  ;   As.  Hr.  Atquith  Ju9Ut  28,  442 

Ckurrk  Rerenu4^  JRHuri^  Q.  Hr.  Hamphrey»- 
Owen  ;  A.  Mr.  Ajiquith  July  2,  689 

EiuUwed  Sthitoh  Aet^  /809,  and  Amending 
Aets^  and  WeUh  Intermediate  Kdueatkm 
Aet,  1889  {DenhighMhire  Sehemf),  Her 
MAJert/s  Answer  to  Acidress  July  12,  1487 

"  HAretUr  C^^e  qfthe.  Q.  Mr.  Maodonn  ;  A. 
Hr.  Brjrce  July  10,  1301 

Land  Commijmkm  Report,  Q.  Mr.  Humphreys- 
Owen  ;  A.  Mr.  Asqoith  July  %  690 

Mineral  JUghh—f? rants  to  Sir  W.  Herbert, 
Qi.  Mr.  P.  Morgan,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis  ;  As. 
8iT  J.  BX^hyJunen,  134;  Q.  Hr.  P.  Morgan; 
A.  Hir  J.  Rigby  June  26,  241  ;  Q.  Mr.  P. 
Morgan  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  2,  696  ; 
Q.  Mr.  P.  Morgan  ;  A.  Sir  J.  Rigbj  July  5. 
967 

Mimietrp  0/  Mine*,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Morgan;  A. 
Mr.  Asqnitb  July  5,  958 

yanro^formiet  Minieter*,  Qs.  Viscoont 
Cranbome,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis ;  As.  Mr. 
A«]aith  June  28,  442 

Swine   ^trr    in    Denhiykskire,   Q.    Mr.    H. 

Roberts ;  A.  Mr.  Oaitlner  June  28,  462 
Tirade    Dieuute     and    the    Pnliee,    Q.     Mr. 

Bamlell ;  A.  Mr.  Asqaith  Jn/y  12.  1477 

WaUaaey  Bmbtnkment  Bill 

r.  As  amendeiU  Om.  July  10,  1893 

WAR  OFFICE 

Hecretary  ct  8ute— Mr.  Campbill«Bak- 

XElllAN 

Under  HccreUry  of    Sute— Loitl    Hakd- 

HUB8T 

Financial  Secretary^Mr.  Woodall 
(Bee  amier  .1  rmy) 

Wariito,  Colonel  T^  Dawn^  N. 

Army  Katimatea— ConTeyanoe  of  Troops,  918 
l^abouren*  Tottages  BaUymena,  783 
Newcastle  Harbour,  124 

Warkkr,  Mr.  T.  C.  T.,  Somtr$tt^  N. 
Flaance  Bill.  Tom.,  602 

Wason,  Mr.  E.,  Ayrshire^  S, 

Cardiff  Oirjjoration  Bill,  Con.,  674 
Heoondary  Education  (Scotland),  688 


Water  Orders  Conllmuttioii  Bill 

r.  B«a<12*y«tr26,  319 

Reported  July  5,  1043 

As  amendeil.  Con.  July  6, 1 167 

R«m1  3°»  ami  |>aMOil  July  9, 1278 

L  Returned     from    the    Commons    wiUi 
Amen<lt.  JuJy  10,  1286 

Commont    Amcndt    con.,    and    agivcil 
July  19.  1516 


to 


WA  rs  AND  MEANS 

Estate  Duty 
Coloniet,  Q.  8ir  R.  Webster  ;   A,  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  /»iie22. 18  ;  Q.  SirO.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcoort  June  26, 
242  ;  Q.  Mr.  O.  Bowles ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton 
July  10,  1S07 
C/Opy  pres.  June  2fi,  204 
Death    Duties   on  Property    Outeide  the 
United  Kingdom,  Q.  Hr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A. 
Sir  W.  Haroonrt  «^«iie  29,  676 
Orants  to  the  Xation,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  9.  1196 
Indian  Prneitms,  Q.  Sir  R.  Temple ;  A.  Mr. 

H.  H.  Fowler  June  26,  222 
Irish   Probate  Begittrnrs,  Q.  Mr.  Barry ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  22.  18 
Res,  to  Authorise  Clause  IS,  ReiH)rt  /«a^l22. 
28 

Webster,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St.  Paneras,  E. 

Army  Estimates 
Clothing,  kxu,  968 
Militia,  847,  849 
Old  Parliament  House  of  Scotland,  1112 

Coaling  tbe  Meditarranean  Fleet,  219 
BqualiMtion  of  Bates  (London)  BiU,  960 
H'uig  Kong  Plague,  2S8,  567 
Tranmraal— Commandeering,   128,  241,    451^ 
AMS 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.,  Ule  of  Wight 

RsUte  Duty  and  the  Colonies.  18 

Finance  Bill.  Com.,  W.  17.  15(»,  161/158,  164, 
165,  166.179,  181.  182  ;c7.  18,  192,  198,194, 
197  :  rl.  29,  495;  Xeu>  cU.,  681,  688,  638. 
642.  643,  644  ;  Con^  1201,  1220,  1221,  1315, 
1849.  1857.  1358,  1,H74,  142K  1429,  1430, 
1509.  1512.  I5I4,  1520.  1526.  1527,  1537, 
1544.  1592,1593,  1611,  1614,  1617,  1620, 
1622,  1624,  1627,  1628,  162!*,  1630,  1632, 
16.H8.  1640.  1641,  1643,  1645,  1646,  164H 

Wedderbirx,  Sir  W„  Banffshire 
Rast  Indian  Rail wigr— Public  £xpenditurff 
223 

IVeight*  antl  Measures 
Motion   for   Select  Com.  (Sir  S.  Montagu) 
/•fM-25,202 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  G^  Bt>ss  ami  Cromartjt 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  830 

Finchley   Road    Build  infn   an«l   Hampstead 

Hanitary  RegnUtions,  1193,  1471 
Lon<lon  HtrerU  and  Buildingv  Bill,  Instr.  ti> 

C>om.,  948 

HcoClantl 
Crofters'  HaltcnaU  Settlement.  1192 
I>ig    Licence    Prtm-cutiim  —  Case    of    U. 

Macrae,  798.  799 
Graxingon  Public  R<ia«lt,  1191 
Hall,  Mr.  H.,  Case  of,  6HS 
Highland    Railway    and    the    Automatic 

Brakes,  116 
Western  Highland  Fisbcriei,  Proteetioo  •>/, 

1191 
Umienrramid  Rail way^Foal  Air,  31,  U9.689 
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Wemyss,  fto.,  Water  ProTidonal  Order 
BiU 

Z.  Boyal  Assent  J%ly  3 

Wett  London  District  Schools 

Q.  Sir  J.  Ooret ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  Jun^  28, 
443 

West  Middlesex  Water  BiU 

/.  Read  2* /ww?  29,  517 

Whitbkead,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  eU  23,  306,  807,  310 ; 
H.  25,  857,  359,  360,  361 

Whitehead,  Sir  J.,  Leicester 

Business  of  the  House,  320 

Finance  Bill,  Ck>n.,  1248 

Railway  ami  Canal  Traffic  Bm,  1080  ;  2R., 
101 

Rivers    Pollution    Bill    and    the     Leicester 
County  Council  Petition,  322 

Whitmore,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 
Army  Estimates — Military  Education,  1119 
Metropolitan  Police  Court  Arrangements,  130 

Whittaker,  Mr.  T.  P.,    Yorhy  W.R., 
Spen  Valley 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  301,  302 

Wickham,  Mr.  W,,^ffantSj  Peter sjield 

Foreign-Made  Paper  for  the  Public  Service, 

787 


Birds'    Protectioii    Act    a880) 
Amendment   Bill 

I.  Read  2*  Jwm  26,  209 

Com.;  Reported,  &c.  Jit/y  2, 661 

Reported  from  Standing  Com.  July  3,  779 

Amendts.  reported  July  5,  942 

Read  3*,  and  passed  July  6,  1063 

Z.  Returned  from  the  Commons  with  Amendts. 
agreed  to  July  13,  1555 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Glamorgan^  S. 

Barry   Dock  and  Railway  Act  Amendment 
Bill,  560,  561  ;  Con^  321 

Williams,     Mr.    J.     Carvell,     Notts, 
Mansfield 

Antwerp— Burial  of  Seamen,  1557 
Cathedral  Churches  in  Scotland,  443, 1077 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  cl.  29.  497 
Quarries,  Regulation  of,  234 


Williams,  Mr.  J.  Powell-,  Birmingkam^ 

S. 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  New  cl^  719 
Law  CHBcen  of  the  Crown,  675, 1298 


Wilson,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Hull^  W. 

knny    Estimates— Conveyanoe    of    Troopa, 
917 


Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  York,  W.R^Hoim- 
firth 

CaidiH  Corp<»ation  Bill,  Con^  666 
Holmflrth  County  Court,  1309 

Wilson,  Mr.  John,  Lanark,  Govan 

Finance  Bill,  Com^  829 

Wimbledon    Rifle    Range    (see    under 
Army) 

Winwick  Rectory  Act 

Q.  Mr.  Legh  ;  A«  Mr.  Leveson-Oower  July  6, 
1082 

Wolff,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Belfast,  E. 

Business  of  the  House,  578 

WoLMEB,  Viscount,  Edinburgh,  W. 

Bxton  School,  1488 

Vacation  of  Seat  on  Succession  to  Peerage, 
Motion  for  Select  Com.,  419 

WoLVERTON,  Lord 

Outdoor  Belief  (Friendly  Sodetiefi)  Bill,  SB., 
210 


WOODALL,  Mr.  W.  (Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  OflSce),  Hanley 

Army  Estimates 
Bradford  Barracks,  1111 
Clothing,  975,  976,  978 
Enfield  Factory,  ftc.,  998 
Factories — Hours  of  Labour,   1016,  1030, 

1022 
Surgical  lustruments  Contract,  833 
Waltham  Abbey   Powder   Factory,   lOSS, 

1024 

Boots,  Contracts  for,  576, 1064,  1467 

Clerks  at  Woolwich,  790 

Engine  Drivers  at  Woolwich  Arsenal,  1068 

Ireland  —  Curragh  Camp  Buildings  —  Irish 

Stone,  440 
London  Small  Arms  Company,  Bow,  792 
Manufacture  of  Warlike  Stores,  1069 

Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues 

Paper  pres. ;  to  be  printed  July  2,  772 
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Woods,  Mr.  S.,  Lanca$hirt^  Ince 
CoWierj  Explosion  in  South  Wales,  426 


WoBTLEY,  Mr.C.  B.  Stuart-,  Sheffield^ 
Hallam 

I^mlon  BtreeU   and    Buikiings  Bill,   Instr. 
to  Com.,  115,  116,  943 

Merchandise  Marks  (Cutlery)  Bill,  1481 


Wrou<3HTon,  Mr.  P.,  Berks^  Abingdon 

Cffington  HUtion  Accident,  1304 


Wtndham,  Mr.  G.,  Dover 

Finance   Bill,  Com.,  r/.  15,  61 ;  Con.,  1353, 
1405 


York,  Archbishop  of 
Uccnsing  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.,  931 

VOL.   XXVI.     [fourth  8BR1BI.] 


Vork^  Duke  and  Ducket*  of 

BiHko/aStm 

Notice  of  Motion   for    Address    (Earl    uf 

Boseberj)  Jume  25.  105  ;  Motion /nAi-SH. 

373 ;  Queen*s  Reply  Jnl^  9,  657 
Notice  of  MoUon  for  Address  (Sir  W.  Har- 

court)  June  95,  136  ;  Motion   Jutu»  28. 

460  ;  Queen's  Reply  Julp  2,  676 

Young,  Mr.  S.,  Cavan^  E. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  rl.  27,  761 

Labourers'  Cottages—CootehiU  Union,  12<> 

Parliamentary  Revision  Sessions  in  County 
Cavan,  1304 

Zanzibar  Indemnity 

Res.  con.  in    Com.  July  6,    1168:     Report 
July  9,  1279 

Zaniibar  Indemnity  Bill 

r.  Intrtx,  Mr.  Mellor  ;  Rea<l  P  July  9.  ri79 
Read2*/Wy  12,  1548 
Con.  in  Com.  and  Reported  July  13,  1656 
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